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Minnesota may have against the United States, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. RAINEY : A bill (H. R. 9319) declaring an emergency
to exist in the matter of certain agricultural commodities and
to promote equality between agricultural commodities and other
commodities, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 9341) to amend an act
entitled “An act to provide revenue, to regulate commerce with
foreign countries, to encourage the industries of the TUnited
States, and for other purposes,” approved September 21, 1022 ;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. BERGER: Concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 24)
requesting the -President of the United States and the Secre-
tary of State to take steps to enforce the payment of the debt
the French Government owes the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. SNYDER: Resolution (H. Res. 321) providing for
the consideration of S. 966, an act for the continuance of con-
struction work on the San Carlos irrigation project, ete.; to
the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. WINTER: Resolution (H. Res. 322) to pay Rdith
B. Barrow, widow of Frank H. Barrow, late legislative clerk
of the House of Representatives, a sum equal to six months’
salary and $250 for funeral expenses; to the Committee on
Accounts.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Resolution (H, Res. 323)
for the immediate removal of the voice amplifying devices now
Instz::lled in the Hall of the House; to the Committee on Ae-
counts.

By Mr. CULLEN: Memorial of the Legislature of the State
of New York, recommending and requesting that Congress
make liberal appropriations for carrying out the spirit of the
national defense act; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ARNOLD: A bill (H. R. 9320) granting an increase
of pension to Diana M. Oakley; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. BEERS: A bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to
Prigcilla Boyer; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 9322) granting a pension
to Thomas C. Ellington ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COLE of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 9323) granting a pen-
sion to Laura I. Kissell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CONNOLLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H, R. 9324)
granting an increase of pension to Jennie Allen; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9325) grant-
ing a pension to Julia A. Cameron; to the Committee on” In-
valid Pensions, !

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 9326) granting an increase
of pension to Sarah M. Boyle; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 9827) granting a pension
to Susan E. Darrough; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOCH: A bill (H. R. 9328) granting an increase of
pleusion to Martha Farmer; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington : A bill (H. R. 9329) for the
relief of George Charles Walthers; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H, R. 9330) granting a pen-
sion to Laura Banker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 9331) granting a pension to
Willinm H. Henderson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 9332) for the relief of Joseph Y. Dreison-
stok; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9333) for the relief of W, J. Cook; to the
Committee on Claims,

By Mr. NELSON of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9334) granting a
pension to Annie I. Webber; fo the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9335) granting a pension to Theodate S.
Black; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. OLIVER of New York: A bill (H. R. 9336) granting
an increase of pension to Mary D. Fisk; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ROBSION of Kenfucky: A bill (H. R. 9337) grant-
ing a pension to Cynthia Smallwood; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. ’

By Mr. RUBEY : A bill (H. R. 9838) granting an increase of
gensiion to Almira E. MecArron; to the Committee on Invalid

ensions. ;
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By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9339) granting an increase of
pension to Fred Stanley; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension ta
Theodore A. K. Gessler; to the Committee on Indlan Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

2806. By the SPHAKER (by request) : Petition of employees
of the Hlectrician’s Craft, their helpers and apprentices, of the
eleventh congressional district of Indiana, protesting against
any favorable action on passage of the Howell-Barkley bill; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

2807. Also (by request), petition of Parent Webb Cleveland,
Staten Island, N. Y., favoring bonus bill; to the Committee on
Ways and Means. 5

2808. By Mr. ARNOLD: Petition of the Chamber of Com-
merce, Effingham, Ill, favoring the passage of the McNary-
Haugen bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

2809. By Mr. CORNING : Petition of Albany County Bar As-
sociation, Albany, N. Y., in opposition to the passage of the
Caraway bill to amend the practice and procedure in Federal
courts, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

2810, By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of William F. Stecher,
Dorchester, Mass., recommending early and favorable consid-
eration of H. R. 6484, to retire disabled emergency officers of
the Army; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

2811. Also, petition of American Train Dispatchers Associa-
tion, Boston, Mass.,, recommending favorable consideration of
the Howell-Barkley bill; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

2812. By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of officers
and employees of the Pacific Box Co., Tacoma, Wash., urging
immediate reduction of income taxes along the lines of the
Mellon plan; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

2813. By Mr. MILLIGAN : Petition of State Board of Agri-
culture, Jefferson City, Mo., in re potash production in the
United States; to the Committee on Agriculture. ;

2814. By Mr. YOUNG : Petition of 33 citizens of Dickinsom,
N. Dak., protesting against tax on radio receiving sets; to the
Committee on Ways and Meéans.

2815. Also, petition of Bottineau Post, No. 42, of the Ameri-
can Legion, Bottineau, N. Dak., urging extension to five years
of presumptive period for tubercular veterans; to the Com-
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

2816. Also, petition of the Sorosis Club of Harvey, N. Dak.,
urging legislation for the creation of a membership in the In-
ternational World Court; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

SENATE
Tuespay, May 20, 192}

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

Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name. Thy
kingdom come; Thy will be done in earth as it is in heaven.
We would ask therefore that this morning this may be the
desire of our hearts, not simply the utterance of our lips, but
that Thy will may be regnant in our lives, directing every
thought and action and enabling us to understand that when
Thy will is regnant the blessedness of life shall be realized
and the high intent of Thy purposes with Thy children shall be
fully attained. We ask in Jesus' name. Amen.

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester-
day’s proceedings when, on request of Mr, Lopge and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the
Journal was approved. -

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED “BILLS SIGNED

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaf-
fee, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon
signed by the President pro tempore.

8.105. An act for the relief of Arthur Frost;

8.129. An act for the relief of the William D. Mullen Co.;

8.130. An act for the relief of George T. Tobin & Son;

8. 210. An act for the relief of Peter C. Keegan and others;

§.589. An act for the rellef of James Moran;
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8. 1572. An act for the relief of the New Jersey Shipbuilding
& Dredging Co., of Bayonue, N. J.;

8.1608. An act granting permission to Commander Dorr F.
Tozier, United States Coast Guard, retired, tol accept a gift
from the King of Great Britain;

H. R.694. An act to amend an act entitled “An act for the
relief of the Saginaw, 8wan Creek, and Black River Band of
Chippewa Indians in the Btate:of Michigan, and for other pur-
poses,” approved June 25, 1910;

H. R. 837. An act to exempt from taxation certain property
ODt the Daughters of the American Revolution in Washington,

L O ; r

FL I:.1620. An act authorizing the removal of the restrictions
from 40 acres of the allotment of Isaac Jack, a Seneca Indian,
and for other purposes;

. k. 2498. An act for the relief of the East LaHave Trans-
portation Co. (Ltd.), owner; A. Picard & Co., owner of cargo;
and George H. Corkum, Leopold 8. Conrad, Wilson Zinck, Free-
man Beck, Sidney Knickle, and Norman E. LeGay, crew, of the
schooner Con Rein, sunk by the United States submarine K-j§;

TL. R. 2665. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
ety of Ohicazo to construct a bridge across the Calumet Ttiver
in the vicinity of One hundred and thirty-fourth Street, in the
city of Chicago, county of Cook, State of Tllinois;

11. R. 2881. An act to compensate three Comanche Indians of
the Kiowa Reservation; ;

H. . 2887. An act to authorize the extension of the period
of restriction against alienation on the homestead allotments
made to members of the Kansas or Kaw Tribe of Indians in
Oklahoma ;

H. R.3183. An act for the relief of Rush O. Fellows;

H. R. 3800. An act to cancel an allotment of land made fo
Mary Crane, or Ho-tah-kah-win‘kaw, a deceased Indian, em-
bracing land within the Winnebago Indian Reservation in
Nebraska ;

H. R. 3000.' An act to cancel two allotments made to Richard
Bell, deceased, embracing land within the Round Valley Indian
Reservation in California ; '

H. R, 4122, An act to amend an act entitled “An act to re-
vive, with amendments, an act to incorporate the Medical So-
ciety ;erd the Distriet of Columbia,” approved July 7, 1838, as
amended ; :

H. R.4200. An act te provide for the cleaning of the exterior
of the post-office bullding at Cincinnati, Ohlo; | !

H. R.4462. An act to amend an act entiled “An act author-
jzing the payment of the Choctaw and Chlekasaw town-site
fund, and for other purposes " ; :

H. R. 4494. An act anthorizing extensions of time for the pay-
ment of purchase money due under cerfain homestead entries
and Government land punrchases within the Fort Berthold In-
dian Reservation, N. Dak.; ol |

H. R. 4647. An act for the relief of the Underwood Typewriter
| Co, and Frank P. Trott;

! L R.D5808. An act for the relief of Bdgvard T. Willlams;

. H.R.6012. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of
| Claims to ascertain the eost to'the Southern Pacific Co., a cor-
\poration, and the amounts expended by it from December 1,
11908, to November 30, 1907, dn closing and controlling 'the
. break in the Colorado River, and to render judgment therefor,
|#s herein proyided; :

H. R. 6059. An act authorizing the conveyance to the city of
| Washington, Mo., of 10 feet of the Federal building site in said
city for the extension of the existing public alley through the
entire block from Oak to Lafayette Streets;

H. 2. 8298. An act to authorize the leasing for oil and gas
mining purposes of unallotted lands on Indian reservations
‘affected by the proviso to section 3 of the act of February 2§,

H. R.6810. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Millersburg and Liverpool Bridge Corporation, and its succes-
gors, to construet a bridge across the Susquehanna River, at
Millersburg, Pa.; 3 ) ,

. R.7063. An act granting the consent of Congresd to the
State of Illinpis and the State of Iowa, or either of them, to
|consttuct a bridge across the Mississippl River connecting the
county of Carroll, IlL, and the county of Jackson, Iowa;

H. R.7846. An act to extend the time for the construction of
a bridge across the North Branch of the Susquehanna River
from the city of Wilkes-Barre to the borough of Dorranceton,

Pa.;

H. R.7913. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of
|Claims to hear, examine, adjudieate, and enter judgment in
any claims which the Creek Indians may have against the
United Btates, and for other purposes;

H. R, 8229. An act granting the 'consent of Congress to the
city of St. Paul, Minn., to construct a bridge across the Mis-
sissippl River; and | )

H. R, 8304, ‘An aet granting the consent of Congress to the

«elty of Chicago to construct a bridge across the Calumet River

at or near One hundredth Street, in the eity of Chicago,
county of Cook, State of Illinois. :

AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE ACT
Mr. WADSWORTH submitted the following report:

The committee of conférence on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill
(8, 2169) to amend In certain particulars the national defense
act of June 8, 1916, as amended, and for other purposes, having
met, after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to fheir respective Houses as follows:

'ghlalt the House recede from its amendments nunmbered 6
and 11.

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the House numbered 1, 2, 8, 4, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 12,
and agree to the same. :

Amendment numbered 5: That the Senate recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the House numbered 5, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out
the language proposed to be inserted by the House and in lieu
thereof insert the following: )

* 8pe. 2, Add at the end of section 4c of the national de-
fense act of June 3, 1916, as amended, the following: * When
in his judgment efficiency demands such action, the President
is authorized to except officers of the Medieal Corps, Ordnance
Department, and Chemical Warfare Service from the provi-
gions of this section requiring duty with troops of one or more
of the combatant arms. The President is further aunthorized
to except from the provisions of this section reguiring duty
with troops of one or more of the combatant arms such
officers of the Judge Advocate General’s Department as are
now engaged in patent litigation in which the Government
is involved.""” I

And the House agree to the same. 3

J. W. WapswortH, Jr.,

Rarrm H. UAMERON,

Duxcan U, FLETCHER,
AManagers on the part of the Senate.

Jorn O. McKENZIE,

Harey E. HuLr,

Percy H. Quin, 3 g
Managers on the part of the House,

Mr. ROBINSON. Is the report signed by all the conferees?
Mr. WADSWORTH. It 1s. - A

Mr. ROBINSON. It is a unanimous agreement?

Mr. WADSWORTH, Tt is. -

Mr. ROBINSON. I have no objection to the report.

The report was agreed to.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. WARREN presented resolutions adopted by the Sheridan '
(Wyo.) Commercial Club, favoring an amendment of section 4
of the interstate commerce act, which were ordered to lie on
the table.

He also presented memorials of gundry citizens of Green
River, Wyo., remonstrating agninst the passage of the so-called |
Howell-Barkley railway labor bill, which were referred to tha'

Committee on Interstate Commerce. .
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. BRANDEGER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 160) to amend an act en-
titled “ An act to amend section 73 of an aet entitled ‘An act
to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary,’
approved June 12, 1918," and for other purposes, reported it
without amendment.

Mr. SMITH, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to
which was referred the bill (8. 862) amending section 1 of the
interstate commerce act, reported it without amendment.

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PATENTS

Mr. KEYES, from the Commitiee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred Sen-
ate Resolution 224, submitted by Mr. Ernsr on the 15th instant,

i it favorably without amendment, and it was consid-
ered by unanimous consent and agreed fo, as follows:
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Resolved, That the Committee on Patents, or any subcommittee
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the Bixty-eighth Con-
gresg to send for persons, books, and papers; to administer oaths;
and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per
hundred words; to report such ‘hearings as may be had in eonmection
with any subject which may be pending before said committee, the
expenses thereof to be pald out of the contingent fund of the Benate);
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during
the sessions or recesses of the Benate.

RELIEF OF INJURED GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. From the Committee on the Judiciary
I report back favorably, with an amendment, the bill (8, 2508)
to amend an act entitled “An act to provide compensation for
employeeg of the United States suffering injuries while in the
performance of their duties, and for other purposes,” approved
September 7, 1916. Inasmuch as it is an emergency measure I
ask unanimous consent that the bill may be immediately con-
gidered.

Mr. KING. Let it be reported.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
the information of the Senate.

The reading clerk read the bill,

Mr. KING. This is a very important measure and affects a
matter that has received consideration heretofore. I think it
had better go to the calendar and be considered in due order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the
bill will be placed on the calendar.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred
as rollows

By Mr. TRAMMELL:

A bill (8. 3343) granting an increase of pension to Fannie H.
Dayvis; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GEORGE :

A bill (8. 8344) to provide for the establishment of a dairy-
ing and livestock experiment station at Tifton, Ga.; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. EDWARDS (by request) :

A bill (8. 3345) to renew and extend certain letters patent to
John V, Rice, jr.; to the Committee on Patents:

By Mr. FRAZIER:

A bill (8. 3346) to provide that jurisdiction shall be con-
ferred upon the Court of Claims, notwithstanding the lapse of
time or statutes of limitation, to hear, examine, and adjudicate
and render judgment in any and all legal and equitable elalms
arising under or growing out of any treaty or agreement be-
tween the United States and certain bands of Indians, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr, STERLING :

A bill (8. 3347) to extend the benefits of the United States
employees’ compeusation act of September 7, 1916, to Theodore
B. Warner; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HALE:

A bill (8. 3348) granting a pension to Alice E. Alden (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. NORRIS:

A bill (8. 8349) granting an increase of pension to Samuel
P. Howland; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. GOODING (for Mr. WaATsoN) :

A bill (8. 3350) granting the consent of Congress for the
construction of a bridge across the Ohio River between Vander-
burgh County, Ind., and Henderson County, Ky.; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

By Mr. BORAH:

A bill (8. 3351) granting a pension to Rose G. Bingham; to
the Committee on Pensions.

DBy Mr. McNARY :

A bill (8. 3352) to provide for the appointment of an ap-
praiser of merchandlse at Portland, Oreg; to the Committee on
Ceommerce.

By Mr. FRAZIER:

A Joint resolution (8. J. Res, 129) to provide for venue of
suits against the United States Grain Corporation; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

NATUBALIZATION PETITIONS

Mr. ERNST submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (8. 2178) to relieve United States dis-
trict judges from signing an order admitting, denying, or dis-
missing each petition for naturalization, which was ordered to
lie on the table and to be printed.

The bill will be read for

+ REIMBURSEMENT TO SENATOR FRANK I. GREENE

Mr, LODGE submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
280), which was read- and referred to the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is,
authorized and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Sen-
ate, to Hon, FRANK L. GREENE, a Senator from the State of Vermont,
the sum of $7,5600, as reimbursement for actual and necessary expenses
incurred by him in the treatment and care of injuries resulting from an
accidental bullet wound received while walking on the street in the
clty of Washington, D, C., February 15, 1924,

POBTHUIIO‘UB MII.ITARY PROMOTIONS

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Presldent, I ask unanimous consent for
the immediate consideration of the joint resolution (8. J. Res.
124) to provide for the posthumous appointment to commis-
sioned grades of certain enlisted men and the posthumous pro-
motion of certain commissioned officers. I am sure there will
be no objection. I hope the Benator from New York [Mr.
WapswortH], chairmgn of the Military Affairs Committee, will
give me his attention.

During the World War a soldier whose appointment to a
higher office was made, if not received by him and accepted
before he died, wags thenr denied his proper place on the rolls
at the higher rank. If he was killed in battle, and his com-
mission had been issued but not accepted in writing, under a
decision of the Supreme Court he was denied the promotion
which he earned on the field of battle. The joint resolution
which I have introduced provides specifically that there is no
Increase of pay in any particular and no expense involved to
the Government, but it simply allows the boy who died in
service or was killed in service after the promotion had been
made but before it had been formally accepted to be placed
on the rolls in the grade and at the rank to which he had
been appointed. I ask the Senator from New York if he will
kindly state anything I may have overlooked in regard to the
Jjoint resolution?

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

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not object to the passage of the
Joint resolution.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I shall have to object. We
are waiting to call up some matters in the regular way, and I
think it is time to stop the granting of unanimous consent to
consider measures out of order until we can get something up
in the regular order..

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Semator from Wyoming
objects to the request of the Senator from Georgia, and the
joint resolution remains on the calendar.

RELIEF OF INJURED GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES

Mr. SHORTRIDGHE. I ask leave to return to the order of
reports of committees.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. We are now in the order
of the introduction of bills and joint resolutions.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I ask unanimous consent to return to
the order of reports of committees; and on behalf of the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary I report back with an amendment the
bill (H. R. 7041) to amend an act entitled “An act to provide
compensation for employees of the United States suffering in-
juries while in the performance of their duties, and for other
purposes,” approved September 7, 1916.

The bill bears upon the same matter as that referred to a
few minutes ago.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection——

Mr. ROBINSON. I inquire of the Senator from California
if the bill he has just reported relates to an amendment of
the employees compensation act?

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I answer, yes; as agreed upon.

Mr. ROBINSON. Is the bill similar or suhst,antia.uy similar
to the Senate bill which he has already reported?

Mr. SHORTRIDGH. It is not only substantially similar,
but is in exactly the same words, I will say to the Senator from
Arkansas. We propose to amend the House bill in the manner
in which we propose to amend the Senate bill

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Cali-
fornia has asked unanimous consent to submit a report from
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from Arkansas understands
that, but he wants to understand what the Senator from Cali-
fornia is reporting.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I am reporting the House bill, I
may answer the Senator, with the amendment agreed upon by
the Committee on the Judiciary.
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l. Mr. ROBINSON, Does it embrace the so-called Caraway
| amendment?
© Mr, SHORTRIDGE. ' Yes.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Without objection the re-
|port will be received.

ADJ'Usm COMPENSATION OF WOBLD WAR VETERANS

| Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I wish to occapy about
{three minutes of the time of the Senate,

« Mr. President, in my judgment, the President made a mis-
|take In declaring the attitude of the smoldiers as immoral in
'aakiug for a readjusted compensation, ' When the railroads
‘asked for a readjustment of their war pay immediately after
the war and received in the neighborhood of §2,000,000,000,
I'Mr, Coolidge did mot then declare their claim'immoral, and
ghould not have done so. 'Afterwards when the war con-
tractors, commoily known ad ‘war profiteers, demanded and
received $708,000,000 1n readjusted pay, he did not declare
their action' immoral, and perhaps should not have dome so,
though there was more room for such a declaration 'in 'that
particular ease. Nor, when the eivilian' employees of the Goy-
‘ernment asked for and received hundreds of millions of dol-
lars in readjusted pay or bonus, he did not declare their ac-
tion immoral, and should not have done so. In some way he
‘has, in my jodgident, the mistaken view of limiting lis charge
of immorallty of m:tion in askmg readjusted pay solely to the
ex-service men,’

Harsh -crlticism of & conslderable portion of the citizens of

!this country may eatch the public eye for a' short time, but
it is never lasting.  “'When we consider the difference in'pay
that  the soldlers received during the war and the enormous
profits and  pay that were ' earned by those who remained
at home, I should think anyone would 'see that  theére were
two sides to the question’ anEl thal: tt was unnecesmy to abuse
elther side, '
11 Wor i3 'the President's theory t‘h-at the passage of the bonus
bl will preveat tax reduction' correct. 'The '$100,000,000 a
year it will take to pay the bonus is a larg'e sym, but not
governmentally’ speaking. For ! instance, ' the President has
just recommended, through' his Navy' Depart:nent, ‘an''increase
41’ the Navy whleh if ‘emrried out, 'will' eost bably more
than the soldiers’ bonus The Republican athngllstmttcn ‘last
year recommended al'ship subsidy bill that wonld bave cost
quite as mueh as the bonus. The enormouns’ sums' spent 111
the Government on mirplanes during’ this administration tha
bave since been declared uselesd will amount to ‘nearly as
much as the bonus, The sums spent on' submirines, which
Bums have been thrown away according to the reports, would al-
most rival the expenditures of the '=oldiers’ bonus. ' ?

In addition, the extravagant tax refunds and tax' abatemen‘ta
inaugurated by this admimistration eosts the Government sev-
eral times a@s much as the honus.  The 'Gulf Refining:Co, in
which Mr. Mellon is personally interested, drew from the
Treasury Department in less tham 380 days after Mr. Mellon
/became Secretary of the Treasury, the enormous sum of 83,800,
/000 in tax refunds, Last year he paid over §$2,300,000 te one
ot the five big Chicago packers. These ave types of refunds.
During the Wilson administration there were practieally few
'refunds, and those resulting from accidental mistakes made
(in the assessment and collection of taxes. Since Mr. Mellon
'has been in. office the rise in tax refunds has been eontinuous
land tremendous—$24,000,600 ; in, 1921, $48,000,000 in . 1922,
and $220,000,000 in 1923, As enaormous ag these figures are.
'however, we are advised that in the way of abatements much
more has been granted to the wealthy taxpayers, hut Mr. Mel-
i lon, mder the law, keeps these mtﬁcm secvet. s much . as

S8
m“‘e are spending this year $330000.000 on an army, We
had about as good a one just before the war that cost us about
. 8100,000,000 per year. We are spending more than twiee-as
much on our Navy as we did just before the war, and it is
| claimed that our present Navy is not as good as it was then.

None of these extravagances has even been attempted to
be checked by the President. He becomes economical only
where the soldiers are concerned.

A most substantial tax reduction blll has | already  been

ssed by the Congress, and If it does not become the law
Fa“lll be because of the fault of the President. 1n vetalng it
snd not the fault of the Congress.

EMPTOYEES OF LEGISLATIVE BRANOH OF THE GOVERNMENT'
; The PRESIDENT pro tempore, . Morning bnsiness is closed.
Mr. WARREN, I move that the Senate proceed to the con,

sideration of House bill 8262, being a bill, rela to the salar
ries of the 2,000 or more employees of the Capito

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo-
tion of the Senator from Wyoming that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of the bill named by him.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate as in Committee of
the Whele proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8262) to fix the
compensation of officers and employees of the legislative branch
of the Government, which had been reported from the Joint
Special Committee on Readjustment of Compensation of Officers
and Employees of Congress without amendment,

Mr, ODDIBE. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
guornm.

mgi‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Seereta.rx will call the

T'he roll wans called, and the following Senators answered to
their names:

Adams Brnst Keyes Sheppard
T R e T
[Syel] or

Brandeges Fletchor S‘rmmons“
Broukhnrt Frazier McKelinr Smith
Broussard George McKlpley Smeot
Bruce Gerry MeLean Spencer
Bursum ) Glaes MCN‘I:K‘ Stanfield
Cameron Gooding Stephens
(C:upper E&le i Moses g:tnrllnz

Araway arre ep WAnEen
Colt Harr OLP Trammell

peland i Heflin [ die ~“Underwood
Cummins | Howell Overman Wadsworth
Curtis Johnson, Callf.  Phipps Walsh, Mass,
Dale H Johnson, Minn, nan Whalsh, Mon
Dial Jones, N. Mex. . |, w Warren i
Edge Jones, Wash. Ransgdell Wheeler
Edwards Kendrick = . Robinsan

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. . Seventy-five Semators have
angwered to the roll call. There is a quorum present.. The bill
I8 before the Senate as in Commlittee of the Whole_ a.ncl apen
to amendment. = . T :
pMr, KING. Let the bill be read. . = | 2y 0
“*!fha’ reading clerk read the bill as rollows. AT

Be it enacted, eto.

. Becron 1. The followlng popitions and ,annual (exupt nh-re speci-
fled pthﬂwlm) rates of compensation gre . hwatw astabu,ﬂud-
Sm'z'l q
OFFICE OF THE VICE PRESIDENT | i
| Secretary (to the Viee  President, 34200. clerk. $1,940; nﬁa!sunt
clerk §$2,080; messenger, $1,310, ;
¢ C'!IAPIEA.I‘I )
b Chnpfam of t‘ha Sennte, $1,520,
OFVICE OF, 'rHII &Iﬂmﬂl’

ﬂmmury of ‘tle ' ‘Sesate, ' including | compensation as  disbarsing
officer of salaries’ of Senators, and of contimgent fumd ‘of the Benate,
$6,600;: assistant! secretary, Henry M. Rose, $5,500; réading clerk,
$4,600; financlal clevk, $4,5007 ehief dlerk, §8,420; auim fluan-
cial clenk, $8,600 ; minute and Journal clerk, $8,600; principal clerk,
$8,100 ; lbradan, ' $8,000; enrolling ' clerk, $8,150; printing clerk,
$8,000; executive ' clerk, $2,890; fle clerk, chief bookkeeper, 'and
assistant Journal clerk, at $2,880 ‘ench ) firgt assistant 'librariem, and
keeper of statiomery,. $2,780 each; assistant librarlan, §2,150; skilled
laborer, $1,620 ; clerks—thres at $2,880 each, two at $2,690 each, one
$2,460, one $2,100, ope §$1,770; assistant keeper ef stationery,
$2,360; assistant in etationery room, $1,520; messenger in library,
81,810} special officer, $2,150; assistant mressenger, $1,5620'; laborers—
three at $1,140 each, three at 01 010 each, one in u‘tnﬂonm Toom,
81 440.

DOCUMBENT ROOM
Superintendent, $8,500; first assistant,

$1,770 each; skilled Inborer, $1,620.
COMMITTER EMPLOYEES

. Clerks and messengers to the following committees: Agriculture
and Torestry—clerk, $3,800; assistant clexk, $2,150; assistant clerk,
$1,880; additional clerk, $1,620. Appropriatione—eclerk, - §$6,000;
agsistant clerk, $3,800; sesjstant elerk, §3,000; three assistant clerks,
at $2.700 each; two assistant clerks, at $2,100 each; messenger,
$£1,440. To Audit and Control the Contingent Expenm of the
Senate—clerk, $3,300; assistant clerk, $1,940; asslstant  e¢lerk, $1,830;
gddltional clerlk, 31.520 Banking and Cuorrency—clerk, $2,300;
assistant clerk, $2,150; two assistant clerks, at $1,880 each. Clvil
Service—clerk, $3,800; assistant clerk, $1,040; asslstant clerk, $1,880;
additional clerk, $1,520. Clalms—clerk, $8,300; assistant clerk,
$2,570; assistant clerk, $2,860; two assistant elerks, at $1,830 each.
Commerce—-clerk,  $3,800; assistant clerk, $2,680; assistant clerk,
$2,150; aseistant clerk, $1,820. Cenference Minority of the Senate—
clerk, asson agsistant clerk, $2,160; two assistant clerks, at $1,830
each, District of Columbia—clerk, $3,800; assistant clerk, $2,480;
assistant clerk, $1,830; additional eclerk, $1,520. Xducatlon and La-
bor—clerk, $3,300; assistant clerk, $2,150; assistant clerk, $1,830;

'$2,880; ‘two clerks, at
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additional clork, $1,520. Enrolled Bllls—elerk, $3,300; assistant
clerk, $1,940; assistant clerk, $1,8380; sdditional clerk, $1,620. Ex-
penditures in the HKExecutive Departments—elerk, §8,800; assistant
clerk, $1,940; assistant clerk, $1,830; additionsl eclesk, $1,620. Fi-
« nance—clerk, $3,800; special assistant to  the commitbee, $8,150;
assistant clerk, $2.590 ; assistant clexk, $2.460; aselstant clerk, $1,840;
two assistant clerks, at $1,830 each; two experts (one far the mmjor-
ity and one for the minority), at $2,360 each; .messenger, $1.520.
Foreign Relations—eclerk, $3,300; assistant clerk, .£2,600;  assistant
clerk, $2,150; assistant clerk, $1,830; additional clerk, §1.620, elmmi-
gration—clerk. $3,300 ; asslstant clerk, $2,150; assistant dlerk, $1,880;
additional clerk, §1,520. Indian Affairs—clerk, $3,800; asslstant
clerk, $2,670; nssistant clerk, $2,040; assistant -clerk, §1,880; addi-
tional elerk, $1,520. & Interoceanic Canals—eclerk, $8,800; sassistant
clerk, $2,150; assistant clerk, $1,880; additienal clerk, §1,620. Inter-
state Commerce—clerk, $8,800; two assistant clerks, at $2,150 each;
assistdnt clerk, $1,830. Irrigation and Reclamation—clerk, ,$3,300;
assistant clerk, $1,940; assistant ¢lerk, $1,830; ndditlonal clerk,
$1,520. Judiciary—clerk, $3,800; assistant clerk, $2,600; two assist-
ant clerks, at $2,150 each; assistant clerk, $1.880. Tibrary—clerk,
$3,300 ; assistant clerk, 31.940 assistant clerk, $1,880; additional
clerk, $1,620. Manufactures—clerk, §$8,300; assistant clerk, $2,040;
assistant clerk, $1,880; additional clerk, $1,520. Military .A.I!aira—
clerk, §3,300; assistant clerk, $2,690; additional clerk, §1,940; three
assigtant i:lerks, at $1,830 each. Mines and Mining—¢lerk, $3,300;
assistant clerk, $1,940; asgistant clerk, $1,880; additional clerlk,
$1,620. Naval Affairs—clerk, $3,3900; assistant clerk, $2.590; two
agsistant clerks, at $1,880 each, P&t&nm—deﬂ $8,800; assistant
clerk, $1,940; assistant clerk, $1,830; additional clerk, $1,520, Pen-
slons—clerk, $3,300; assistant clerk, $2,160; four assistant clerks, at
$1,830 each. Post Offices and Post Roads—clerk, §3,300: assistant
clerk, $2,460; three assistant clerks, at §1,880 each. Printing—
clerk, §3,300; assistant clerk, ‘§2,150; assistant clerk, $1,880; addi-
tional clerk, :1,520 Privileges and Flectlons—clerk, $3,800; mtnnt
clerk, $2,040; assistant elerk, $1,830; additional ¢tlerk, $1,520. Public
Bulldings nnd Grounfs—elerk, $8,800; assistant clerk, $1,840; assist-
ant clerk, $1,830; addiuonal clerk, $1,520. Public Lands and Sor-
veys—ctlerk, %8, 300 "assistant clerk, '$2,360; asslgtant clerlk, $2,150;
two assiatant clerks, at §1,830 each, leviﬁon of the Laws—clerk,
$3,800; asdistant clerk, $1,940; assistant ' clerk, $1,880; additional
clerk, ‘$1,520. Rules—elerk, 18.800 to ‘include ‘full compensation 'fdr
the preparntion -blennially of the'! Senlta Manudl under the direction
of the Committes on Rules; ‘two asdlstant clérks, at $2,160 each;
asgistant ¢lerk, $1.,880; additional clerk, $1520. ' Terriorles and
Insular Possessions—clerk, ‘$8,800 ; assistant clerk, $1,940; uaht:unt
clerk, '$1,880; additional clerk, $1,520. ¥
CLERICAL ASSISTANCE TO SENATORS

Clerical assistdnce ‘to Senators who nre mnot chalrmen ¢! 31- eom-
mittees specifically provided for herein, as follows: Beventy’ kg, ‘at
$3,800 each; 'TO asstatant clerks, at ‘$1,940 each, and 'TO assistant
clerks at §1,880 each. 'Such clerks and assistant Ha-h shall be ex
officlo clerhmdnsdstantclerka of ‘any comnittee otwh.lchthej:
Senator 1s chairman,' '

Seventy-one 'add clerks gt $1,520 each, one for u&; 'Bemator
having no more than one clerk apd two wssistant clerks For himself
or for the committee of which he is ehatrmmm.’

OFFICE OF HERGEANT AT ARMS mmomm

Sergeant’ at ‘Arms #md 'Doorkeeper, 136,560 Asdistant Dootkeeper,
$4,200; Acting Assistant Doorkeeper, $4,260; ‘two ‘floor ‘assistants, at
§8,600 each; messengers—five (ncting as assistant doorkeepers, ‘in-
cluding one for minority), at $2,150 each; 88 {(incluiding one ‘for mi-
mority), at $1,7T0 eaéh; ome, §1,810; ome at card ‘door, $1,840; clerk
on Journal work for CoNguEssStONAL RECORD, to be Bélected 'by the offi-
cial reporters, '$2,800; storrkeeper, '§$2,740 stenographer ‘in charge of
furniture adeounts and records, '$1,520 ) ‘upholsterer ‘antd locksmith,
$1,770; cabinetmaker, $1,520; three carpenters, at $1,890 eath; 'Jan-
itor, $1,520; five ‘skilled iaborers, at $1,810 sach ; laborer in ,charge of
private passage, $1;340; thiree female attendamts '{n charge'of 'ladies
retiring roowrs, ‘&t $1, 210 eath; three uttenflants to women's tollet
rooms, Senate Office Building, at $1,010 each; telephone operators—
chief, $2,040; four, at $1,200 each ; night vperator, '$1,010; télephone
page, $1,010; laborer in charge of Benate toilet roomsd in old' "Hbm:
space, $950; press gallery—superintenilent, '$2,740 ; assistant super-
intendent, ‘$1,840; messenger ‘for wservioe to press eorrespendents,
$1,240; labmm—-t‘hm, at §1,100 ‘ench; 84 -at $1/010 each; 21 pages
for the Benate Chamber, at the rate -of asao per dn:r -each, furing tbo
session,

Police force for Senate Office Bullding under the ‘Bergeant at 'Ama-
Bixteen privates, $1,860 each ; speecial-officer, '§1,520,

POST OFFICE

Postmaster, $2,740; chief clerk, $2,150; 8 mail earriers and.1 wagon

master, at §1,5620 each; 3 riding pages, at 51,220 each.
FOLDING ' ROOM

Superintendent, $1,040; foreman, ‘§1,840; asslstant, -u'rso eloik,
$1,520 ; ‘folders—T7 ut $1,810 each, 7. &t $1,140 each. '

/CAPITOL POLICE 7
Captain, $2,180; 3 MHeutenants, at §1,580 each; 2 speeial officers, at
311!20 cach; 8 Bersnntn. at '§1;410 each ; 44 privates, at tl ;360 ench.
Joine COMMITTER ©ON PRINTING
Clerk, $4,000; inspector, $2,400 ; ata.uogr&pher. $1,740.
OFFICE OF ARCHITECT OF THE CAPITOL
Architect of the Capitol, $6,000; chief elerk and accountant, $3,150;
clivil engineer, $2,770; econstruction draftsman, $2,800; 2 elerks, at
$1,520 each; laborers—2 at $1,010 each, 2 at $050 each; forewomsm
of charwomen, $760; .21 nhuwnmn. at $410 each; 48 elevator eon-
ductors, at $1,520 each. |
Hooss oF REPRESENTATIVES
HYRICE OF THD SPRAKER
Becretary to the Speaker, $4,200; clerk to the Bpeaker's table,
$8,600, and for preparing Digest of the Rules, $1,000 per annum ; clerk
te the Bpenker, §$1,940; messenger to the:Spenker’s table, $1,620; mes-
seager to the Epeaker, £1,440.

CHAPLATN
Chaplain of the Honse of Representatives, $1,620.
OFFICE OF 'THE CLEHK

'Clerk of ‘the 'House of Representatives, Inclulling compensation as
disbursing officer of ‘the contingent fund, $6,500; journal elerk, and 2
reading clerks, at $4,200 each; disbursing clerk, $3,570; tally clerk,
£3,470 ; file clerk, $3,420; enrolling clerk, $8,200 and $1,000 additional
80 long as'the position is held by ‘the present inenmbernt ; property cus-
todian and superintentient of furniture and repdir shop, who shall be &
gkllied ea‘hinetmn:_ker or upholsterer and experienced in the constructlon
and purchase of furniture, $3,600; 2 assistant custodians at $3,000
each ; chief bill clerk, $8,150 ; weslstant enrolltng elerk, $2,880; assist-
ant o disbursiag clenk, $2,760; stationery slerk, .$2,570; librarian,
$2/460 ; assistant librariams, §2,240 ; ansistant file elork, $2,250 ; nssistant
librarian, and assistant journal clerk, at $2;150 each ; clerke—1 $2,150,
8 at £2,020 each; beokkeeper, and sssistant in disburging office. at
$1,040 each ; 4 assistants to chief clerk, at.$1,830 each; etemograpber
o ithe fClewk, £1,780; iocksmith and typewriter sepairver, §1,620; mes-
senger and clock repairer, $1,520 ; assistant In stationery room, $1,520;
8 anessengens, ut §1410 each; ;stenogmpher so Jomrnal elerk, $1.310;
9 telephone operators, at $1,200 each; 3 sesslon telephone operiaters,
at $100 per month each ; substitmte telephone operntor, when reguired,
at $3.30 per day; laborers—8 at:$1,200 each, § at $1,010 each.

(COMMITTRE BMPLOYERS
* “Clefks, ‘messengers, ‘and “janitors ‘to the following committees: Aec-
counts—clerk, $2,880; assistant clerk, $2,150; janitor, $1,810. Agri-
cuttare—clerk, $2,880 ; assistant clerk, '$2,150; ‘Janitor, $1,310. Appro-
priations—clerk, §5,000, and §1,000 nddlt‘lonﬂ o lomg as the position
is %l by ‘the ‘present mcumbent ; assistant elerk, '§4,000; 8 assistant
élerks, ‘at '‘$8,000 ench ; assistant c‘lerk. §2440 ; Jarnitor, §1440. 'Bank-
ing and Currency—-clerk. $2,360; assistant clerk, $1,620; Jjanitor,
$1,010. ' 'Census—clerk, $2,360'; ‘Janitor,’ '$1;010. ' Claims—clerk,
$2,880 ; assistawt elerk, §1,520 ;' janittor, $1,010, -Cotnage, 'Weights, and
Measures—clerk, $2,360 ; janitor, $1,010. Dispositfon of Tsdess Mxecu-
tive Papers—clerk, $2,360. Distriet of Celumbia—clerk, $2,880 ; assist-
ant clexk; $2,150;; jeniter, .$1,010. Bdusation—elenk, rz.sso. Hiee-
taon of President, Viee President, and Representatives in Congress—
clexk, $2,860.  Elections No. l—clerk, $2,360; janitor, $1,010. Elee-
tions No. 2—elezk, ($2,860; janitor, $1,010. FBlections No. 3—clerk,
$2,860 ; janitor, $1,010. Hnrolled Bills—elerk, §2,860 ; janitor, $1,010.
Flood Control—clerk, $2,360; janitor, $1,010. Foreign Affairs—clerk,
$2,880 ; assistant clerk, $2,150; janitor, $1,010. Immigration and Nat-
uralization—clerk—§2,860; Janitor, '§1,010. ' Indian AfMdire—eclerk,
$2,880 ; assistant ¢lerk, "§2,¥50 ; Janitor, $1,010. Todusirial Arts and
Expositions—clerk, $2,380; janitor, $1,010. Insular Affalrs—clerk,
$2,360; jJanitor, $1,010. (Interstate ‘and Pereélgn Commerce—clerk,
$2,8580 ; additianal clerk, $2,360 ; assistant elerk,:$1,830 ; janitor, §1,310.
Irrigation and Reclamation—clerk, $2,360; janifor, . $1,010, Invalid
Pensions—<elerk, $2,880 ; stenographer, $2,060; assistant clerk, $2,360;
Janitor, $1,240, Judldary—clerk $2,880; assistant clerk, $1,940; jan-

itor, §1,240, Labor—-clerk, $2,360; hn!.tor, $1,010. Library—clerk,
$2,860; janitor, $1,010. Merchant Marine and Fisherles—clerk,
$2,360; janftor, $1,010. Military Affalrs—clerk, $2,880; assistant

clerk, $1,830; janitor, $1,810. Mines and Mining—clerk, 2,360 ; janitor,
$1,010. Naval Affairs—clerk, $2,880; assistant clerk, $1,830; janitor,
$1,810. Patents—clerk, '$2360; janitor, $1,010. FPeoslons—clerk,
$2,880; assistant clerk, $1,040; janitor, $1,010. Post Offices and Pest
Reads—clerk, §2,880 ; wesistant | clerk, '$1,780; janitor, $1,810. (Print-
ing—clerk, $2,360; janitor, $1,810. Public Bulldings and Gronnds—
clerk, $2,880 ; assistant clerk, $1,5205 janiter, i$1,010. 'Public Lands—
olerk, §2,880 ; asslstant ¢lerk, §1,520 ; janitor, $1,010. Civil Service—
clerk, $2,860; janitor, $1,010. Rewision eof the Laws—clerk, $3,000;
janitor, '$1,010, ‘Rivers and (Harbors—eletk, $2880; assistant clerk,
B2/150; fanitor, '$1,810. Roads—derk, $2,860; Janiter, $1,010.
Ruoles—clerk, $2,860; assistant cletk, §L830 ¢ janitor, $1,010. !I:!u:_i:
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tories—clerk, $2,860; janitor, $1,010.
assistant clerk, $1,520; janitor, $1,010.
$3,800; aseistant clerk and stenographer, $2,860; assistant clerk,
$2,250 ; janitors—1 $1,310, 1 $1,010. . World War Veterans' Legisla-
tion—clerk, $2,880; assistant clerk, $2,150. -

OFFICE OF SERGEANT AT ARMS

Sergeant at Arms, $6,500 ; Deputy SBergeant at Arms, $2,880 ; cashier,
$4,000; 2 bookkeepers, at $2,640 each; Deputy Sergeant at Arms in
charge of palrs, $2,150; palr clerk and messenger, $2,150 ; messenger,
$1,730 ; stenographer and typewriter, $1,200; skilled laborer, $1,140.

Police Force, House Office Building, under the Sergeant at Arms:
Lientenant, $1,620; 10 privates, at $1,300 each.

OFFICE OF THE DOORKEEPER

Doorkeeper, $5,000; special employee, $2,040; superintendent of
House press gallery, $2,240; assistant to the superintendent of the
House press gallery, $1,620; janitor, $2,040; messengers—17 at $1,500
each, 14 on soldiers’ roll at $1,5620 each ; laborers—1T7 at $1,010 each,
2 known ag cloakroom men at $1,140 each, 8 known as cloakroom men,
1 at $1,010, and T at $800 each; 2 female attendants in ladies’ retiring
rooms at $1,440 each ; superintendent of folding room, $2,880 ; foreman
of folding room, $2,840 ; chief clerk to superintendent of folding room,
$2,150; 3 clerks at $1,940 each; janitor, $1,010; laborer, $1,010; 31
folders, at $1,200 each; shipping clerk, $1,620; 2 drivers at $1,140
each; 2 chief pages at $1,740 each; 2 telephone pages at $1,440 each;
2 floor managers of telephones (one for minority) at $2,400 each;
assiatant messenger in charge of telephones, §1,830; 42 pages during
the session at $3.30 per day each; laborer, $1,100; superintendent of
document room, $3,050: assistant superintendent of document room,
$2.460; clerk, $2,040:; assistant clerk, $1,040; 8 assistants at $1,600
each ; janitor, $1,220; messenger to pressroom, $1,310.

BPECIAL AND MINORITY EMPLOYEES

Bpecial employee (Joel Grayson) in the document room, $2,740.

Rix minority employees at $2,150 each, authorized and named in the
resolution of December 5, 1923.

Assistant foreman of the folding room, authorized in ihe resolution
of Scptember 30, 1918, at $4.76 per day.

Laborer, authorized and named in the resolution of April 28, 1014,
$1,140.

Labarer, authorized and named in the resolution of December 19,
1801, $1,140.

Clerk, under the direction of the Clerk of the Ilouse, named in the
resolution of February 13, 1923, $2,740.

Buccessors to any of the employees provided for in the five preced-
Ing paragraphs may be named by the Ilouse of Representatives at any
time.

Office of majority foor leader: Legislative clerk,
$2,880; assistant clerk, $1,880; janitor, $1,310.

Conference minority : Clerk, $2,880; asaistant clerk, $1,740; janitor,
$1,310. The foregolng employees to be appointed by the minority
leader.

Two messengers, one in the majority caucus room and one in the
minority caucns roem, to be appointed by the majority and minority
whips, respectively, at $1,520 each.

. POST OFFICH

Postmaster, $4,200; nssistant postmaster, $2,5670; registry and
money-order clerk, $1,880; 34 messengers (including one te superintend
transpertation of mails), at $1,620 each; substltute messengers and
extra services of regular employees, when required, at the rate of not
to exceed §105 per month each; laborer, §1,010.

OFFICIAL REPORTERS OF DEBATES

Bix official reporters of the procegdings and debates of the House, at
$6,000 each; aseistant, $3,000; 8 expert transcribers, at $1,520 each;
janitor, $1,220.

War Claims—clerk, $2,880;
Ways and Means—clerk,

$3,000; clerk,

COMMITTEE STENOGRAPHERS
Four stenographera to committees, at $0,000 each; janitor, $1,220.
CLARK HIRE, MEMBERS, DELEGATBS, AND RESIDENT COMMISSIONERS

The clerk hire for each Member, Delegate, aud Resident Commis-
gioner shall be at the rate of $4,000 per annum and shall be pald in
fccordance with the sct of January 20, 1923 (42 Btat. chap. 43,
p. 1217) : Provided, That no person shail receive a salary from such
clerk hire at a rate in excess of $3,200 per anpunr.

8Ec, 2. This act shall take effect on July 1, 1924,

Mr, KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator who
has the bill in charge what is the aggregate increase in the
galavies allowed for all of the officers and employees covered
by this bill?

Mr, WARREN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Wyoming?

Mr. KING. I yield. I have asked the Senator a question,

Mr. WARRKN, The Senator from Utal inquires of me just
what I was about to say anyway.

Mr. KING. I shall be happy to hear the Senator. There is
no report accompanying the bill.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, there is a report—a very
full report. If I remember rightly, there are 2,361 people pro-
vided for here. Btarting at what is perbaps the most interest-
ing subject for the moment, the employees here at the Senate,
the percentage of raise for the first clerks, the senior clerks
of Senators, is a little over 20 per cent above the sulary that
they are now receiving and the bonus, and that is the only in-
creagh of that proportion.

On the House side, opposite that, their increase is but 10
per cent—that is, each Member gets $4,000, from which he
provides for all of hig clerks, The minimum that a Senator's
clerical force gets is $8,600. He gets $3,300 for hig first clerk,
$1,940 for the next, $1,830 for the next, and $1,5620 for the
fourth.

In the case of the committees, some of them, where there
is not a great amount of work, have the same number of
clerks. There are other eommittees, heavily worked, that
have niore assistants, and thelr assistants have higher pay.

The increase in the assistant clerks and in the employees
in the Capitol is from 8 to 10 per cent more than the present
pay and the bhonus. The classification outside of the Capitol,
as we understand from what has been done in the other bills,
seeks to cover the old salaries and the bonus and from 3 to 5
per cent increase, except in the upper grades—as, for instance,
Assistant Secretary of ‘a department. That position has had a
salary of $5,000 for the last 40 years without raise, and in
that case the salary has been raised considerably more than

that. :

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator in charge of the bill a question. On page 1 it is ob-
served that under-the office of the Vice President a clerk is
paid $1,940 and an assistant clerk $2,080. Why is the subordi-
nate paid more than his superior? Why does the clerk receive
less than the assistant clerk?

Mr. WARREN. That arrangement is one where a resolu-
tion clerk followed the regular statutory clerk. It occurred in
the old bill, and we did not change it. Of course, one proposi-
tlon lias been observed throughout—not to reduce any salary—
and that has been carried into all of the reclassifieations that
are made outside of the. Chamber, not to reduce any of the
salaries or wages that are received, except in some of the
lump sums, where they were running over the normal. The
matter to which the Senator refers is one that I shall not be
able to explain.

Mr. ROBINSON, Of course it seems anomalous to pay the
clerk $1,840 and the assistant clerk $2,080.

Mr, WARREN. I will acknowledge that, Mr. President
That is a very just and reasonable complaint to make; but the
former Vice President, who is now President of the United
States, had arranged it that way, and we have not changed it.

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

Mr. WARREN. I was about to finish, but if the Senator
wishes to ask me a question I yield.

Mr. COPELAND. I did want to ask a question, and perhaps
the Senator can continue his remarks in answer to the Senator
from Utah by answering my question.

I notice, under the office of Sergeant at Arms and Door-
keeper, that there seems to be a very marked inequality in the
pay of the doorkeepers, and I wondered why that was. Then,
when we come to the salaries recommended for the press gal-
lery superintendent and assistant superintendent, why they are
not paid at the same rate as the clerk and assistant clerk of
a Senator?

Mr. WARREN. Their :lutles are entirely different, and the
saluries have always been very different; so we saw no reason
for changing the proportion of salary on account of what the
Senator has said.

I was golng-to say, further, that this bill is the result of
the congideration of a joint committee composed of three
Members of the Senate and three Members of the House, who
met and speunt, perhaps, & month on the matter at our closing
time a year ago, and again abont a month before we assembledl
at this session. Those men should, and I think did, reflect ths -
feeling and wishes of their respective bodies. In the con-
gideration of this bill each side met the other, and naturally
dil the best they eould. The House has laid its eards upon
the table and passed the bill exactly as the committee rec-
ommended it.

There are questions that will occur, I think, to any man. I
think it Is human nature that one man thinks he does a little
more work than another, or that he i8 worth a little more, anil
that he is worth at least as much as somebody who is graded
higher than he ig. It is pretty difficult to take a large lot of
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employees amd arrange matters satisfictorily to all of them,
unless the matter is dealt with at the time of their emiploy-
ment, as'In'a’ case where a commercial concern has a line of
t'mployment and these matters are agreed upon when the men
eome in, on & basis of ' take it or léave it.”

Here are a large number of employees, many of whom hava
heen here a great many years, while others are mew. The
general result of this arrangement is'that the representatives
of the House on the joint committee’ were willing to acknowl-

cause they tafked it over long beforeshand—that we
should make a further sdvancement in the case of the first
clerks of Senators, who are given $3,800, on account of the
increase of husiness; so they are increased, as 1 have said, at the
rate of over 20 per c¢ent, But every Senator gets as the
| minimum the amount T stated.

As to the employees who receive more than $2,500 no bonus,
| of course, reached them heretefore, and in their case there has
been an increase simfilar to that made In the case of employees
who had the bonus, because the bonus was to make up differ-
ences.

¥ shall be glad te give any further information that 1s de-
sired, but that is about all there is to the measure. It stands
in' this way: The raises have been from 8 or 10 per cent up to
20, except where the saldaries are $4,500, and salaries of that
size were not raised at all. On the other hand, as I said, Mem-
bers of the House received less for clerks than Senators receive,
In other words, a Member of the House receives $4,000 for his
clerks, while a Senator's force receives $8,500 as a minimum,
In the House $4,000 is their maximum, because fhelr minimom
is 83,300 H a Member employs only one clerk and $4,000 if he
employs two. {
Ml]%’r' KING. Were any new positions or offices created by the

Mr. WARREN, I think not. I do not remember one.

Mr. KING. 1Is this the bill which provides for automebiles
énagﬁv?;ious other accessories for certain employees in the

0!

. Mr. WARREN. It does not touch that at all. It has nothing

to do with the contingencies. It is simply a straight matier of
how much the secretaries and clerks shall receive for their serv-
ices, and this bill dees not appropriate. The appropriation bill
will follow.

I am reminded of ome or two alleged erm and I am not
contending that they are ot errors. If such errors exist, when
the appropriation bill comes aleng, as it will when we reaeh a
point where the House can predieate an appropriation bill upon
this measure, we ean correct these errors, of eourse, becnuse
there is no Intention eof allowing the mistakes té go uncor-
rected. But as a general prepesition, I think we will fare better
and get through with better spirit all the way, and get better
pay for eur employees if we aecept this bill as it comes to us
from the committee and from the Honse.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I desire to eall tlmatl!.n—
tion of the Semate to a situation in the decument

downmrmclerk.whomtthlpeutnrwdtoﬂm:utter
:andlwlllheahletnlhawtheeunditimwhuthmm
come up.

fs ‘éne 'of those! T think fhat resclution s still uli‘ve. and I
think the pay is being drawn under it. "'

Mr. WADSWORTH. Afr, President, the situation there Is
exceedingly umjust. While this bill provides for. five employees
in the document room, and in former years we have had as
many a8 &ix, and upon one or two occasions at least seven, Iiter-
ally there are only threé mien working there now, the superin-
tendent, the first assistant, and this other man, who apparently
holds ne title whatsoever, and who, ‘with the first assistant and
the superintendent, 'does all the work."

T do not know what the appropriation bills are going to
carry for him, He disappears in this shuffle. The Secretary
of the Sénate tells'me he s absolutely essential to the good
work in that office, but the joint committes has forgotten him,
ag far as I can find out. The efficiency of the place is de-

| pendent wpon somebody remembermg each year to slip an item

into an appropriation bill to take care of this man,

Mr. WARREN. 1t has not been handled that way.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then a resolution must be pnmed put-
ting him upon some roll of the Senate, to be paid ouf of the
contingent fund of the Senate,

Mr. WARRHEN. As T explained to the Senator, I ﬂli.nk it is
handked under an old resolution which takes care aof it; but
I shall be able to Inform the Senate in a few moments.

Mr., MOSES. Mr. President, a patlinmentary inquiry.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Semltor will state his

inquiry.

Mr. MOSES. T wish to inguire If the bill is in its amend-
ment stage?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in the Committee of
the Whole.

Mr? MOSES. ' Dves the Henator intend to offer an amend-
ment

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not intend to offer an amend-

| ment now, because I want to cooperate with the Senator from

Wyoming, who tells me that perhaps the matter can be fixed
when certain Informution comes before the Senate.

Mr. WARREN. Thsmianoﬂoﬁbtmtltmheﬂxed.
so that no man will be left out, |

Mr, WADSWORTH. That is my fdea. ' T want to say, how-
ever, further, that in 1021 the salary of the second assistant
was §2,250. The worlk js still going on. just as it was before.
If this bill were put in logical form to carry ont what is' going
on now, and what is right and proper In’ the mutter of salaries,
the second assistant, in my judgment, should be put In either
here or taken care of in some other statufory way with a
galary of $2,250, plus the bemus of $240, phus the 5 per cent

'proposed increase, which would give that man a salary of

$2.602.50. What the functions of a gkilled hbumr are I am
not entirely certain.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. Pmsl'ﬂent, T have ascertained that what
I sald in regard to thiz ease is true. There Is a resolution
covering the mmtter whick has been passed every year for
several years' past. ‘There are two or three similar places.
We tried once to repeal aTl those resolutions, and have each
place taken care of By the 'session or by the Congress terms,
but 'this ts one of those which have been continued. This man
has been paid conmtinuously, as I suppose, because the resolu-
tion is alfve, and he is drawing his pay now.

Mr. WADSWORTH. The injustice of it is that he is doing
the work of the seeomd md‘heilﬂmfngthepny
of a laborer. i

My, WARREN, 'Fhat is something 1 do not ¥now mmything
aheut, of course.

Mr. WADSWORTH. That iz the fact.

Mr. KING. Why should we not abolish the office of second
assisiant, ' the first assistant iz doing his work?

Mr. MOSES. And make them all skifled Taborers?

Mr. WADRWORTH. Mal;a them a!l laborers?

Mr. KING. No. 1If he'ls dotng work of the Bsecond
aseistant, the presumption is the second assistant Is doing

nothing.

Mr. WADSWORTH. '.Badre is no second assistant now by,
tiile under & statute. This man fs ingtheworkthatthe
aemd udstant d@id ‘from 1908 to 1921,

Is' the office of 'second ‘assistant, then, abo!ished

"It was abolished in 1921, and it
Because there is & man there doing all of
that work. He s dofmg It as the result of a resolution of the
Senate which authorizes fhe employment on a separate rell,
not under this statateory rell, of 'this peérson, who, as far as T
mﬂndao-t.hmttha‘mo!’aminbmr

; ‘the Benator from Kansas tMr.
cms].whhmmn with- it, ‘and he expressed the
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opinion that the second assistant should go in the bill. But
if he is to be taken care of in some other way, I am not going
to be particular about it, because the Senator from Wyoming
tells me that if this bill is amended in any way its passage
“will be jeopardized.

Mr. KING. Will the Senator tell me, from his examination,
, Whether it is necessary to have a superintendent, a first assist-

ant, two clerks, and a skilled laborer?

Mr. WADSWORTH. From all I know, that office is under-
,manned now. It does an important, effective service for Sen-
,ators. If there is anything a Senator wants, it is prompt serv-
ice from the document room.

.  Mr. KING. In addition to those to whose positions I have
{ Just called attention, is the position now held by the person
to whom the Senator is referring a necessary one?

. Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; it is an anomalous position. He
113 doing the work of a second assistant, and is not being paid
enough. They had to get him in there to continue the office.
He voluntarily took the position.
| “Mr. WARREN. May I ask the Senator whether, in his
conversation with the Secretary of the Senate, the Secretary
~stated whether he has been detailing others to that office?

Mr., WADSWORTH. He has been detalling this man.

' Mr. WARREN. Has he been detailing others?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I believe not, other than the number
provided for here.

. Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, I wish to offer the amendments
which I send to the desk and ask to have reported.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New
Hampshire offers the following amendmpms. which the Secre-
tary will report.

The Reapine CreErg. The Senator from New Hampshire
offers the following amendments: On page 2, line 24, strike
out “ $3.300” and insert in lien thereof * 54,200"; on page 3,
lines 1 to 23, both inclusive, strike out * $3,800” wherever
appearing therein and Insert in lien thereof “$4,200"; on
page 3, line 24, strike out “$3,600"” and insert in lieu thereof

34500"- on page 4, lines 4 to 24, both inclusive, strike out
* $3,300 " wherever appearing therein and insert in lieu thereof
“$4,200"; on page 5, lines 1 to 22, both inclusiyve, strike out
. " wherever appear therein and insert in lieu thereof
“$4,200"; on page 6, line 4, strike out " $£3,300 " and insert
ln lieu thereof * $4.200.”

-The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree-
ing to the first amendment,

Mr., MOSES. All the amendments go to the same subject,
g::d I ask unanimous consent that they may be considered en

oc,

The PREBIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and they will be considered together.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, this bill is a most imperfect
response to a movement which took place in the Senate toward
the close of the Sixty-seventh Congress, at which time a very
determined effort was made upon the floor of the Senate to
amend the legislative appropriation bill in order to. provide
greater ‘compensation for the secretaries to Senators and clerks
to committees. As a result of that agitation, after the fallure
of the amendment upon the floor, a joint committee was pro-
.vided for, the result of whose labors is contained in the bill
now before us,

I have described it as an imperfect response to an agita-
tion, because, although the explanation given to the Senate by
members of the committee is that the committee considered
the result of the reclassification in the ecivil service in the
city of Washington throughout the various departments and,
finding the average increase there to be of a certain per-
centage, decided to make the same average percentage in these
increases, that percentage totally loses sight of the principles
of the classification bill, because every Senator who is familiar
with the terms of the classification aect applying to the elvil
service as a whole knows that in the higher positions, where the
largest amount of work was required and where was required
also the greatest of ability and the greatest variety of public
services, tliere the increases were much more considerable, in
some cases reaching to the extent of 50 per cent of the salary
theretofore paid. Twenty per cent is the average increase
given here.

I need not advert to the character of the service performed
by secretaries of Senators and clerks of committees. Kvery
Senator knows how varied, how continuous, how delicate, how
important the services of his secretaries are to him; and I
would wish—and the purpose of my amendment i8 to produce—
an increase in salaries for secretaries to Senators which would
be something commensurate to the service rendered to us, and
somathing commensurate to the old-time relation: between sgala-

ries of Senators and their clerks back in the days before any
inerease took place at all.

We have been told, we wlll be told again, I assume—tlle
Senator from New York has Jjust put the Senate upon notice—
that any amendment made here to this bill will jeopardize its
passage, We have been told, we probably will be told again,
that the House will absolutely refuse to consider any change
which we make in the text of this measure. We have been
told, we will be told again, that we must take the bill as it
stands or have nothing. To all of that I retort that nobody ean
tell what the result of an effort to amend the bill will be until
the effort is made.

As I said to the Committee on Appropriations when appear-
ing before them in behalf of the amendment which I haye now
presenfed, of course if the Senate conferees do not intend to
stand for the rights of the Senate as written into an amend-
ment in this bill or any other bill, naturally the Senate can not
accomplish anything; and I added that which every Senator
knows#, namely, that it is always possible to recede if we come
to a point such as we have been told will result. I further
retort to all those assertions that this is a matter which con-
cerns the Senate alone. If I may say so without being re-
proached from the otlier end of the Capitol, this is a matter
with which the other end of the Capitel has no business at all
to deal.

We do not undertake to interfere with the Member« ot the
House in fixing the salaries of those who assist them. We have
never undertaken, Indeed, to say to them that the. salaries
should be paid in given sums to any person. We have given
them full liberty of action within the limit of appropriations
they saw fit to fix for themselves. Therefore I contend that this
is .a matter which we should determine. I suppose there are
no Senators here who will not admit that a eompetent principai
secretary is worth $4,200 a year, and if we conclude that is the
=alary which we should pay our principal secretaries, it is
nobody else’s business, and anybody whe attempts to make it
his business should he plainly told that he is going beyond his
functions and outside of his jurisdiction.

This is a question which has been argued on the floor over.
and over 'again, and I wish to point out only one thing more,
that the amendment which I have here presented, while earry-
ing the increases named, maintaing every differential now exist-
ing as among the clerks to tlle various committees and the sec-
retaries to Senators.

Mr. LODGH. Mr. President, will the Senator vield?
Mr. MOSES. I yield to the Senator from Mnssachusetis.
Mr. LODGIH. The Senator mentioned differentials. 1 should

like to ask if his amendment maintaing existing differentiais?

Mr. MOSES. Wishing to create as little dislocation as pos-
gible in the salary scale of secretaries, wishing to produce as
few heartburnings as might be In eonnection with the amend-
ment that I have proposed, I have undertaken to carry on the
scale of salaries exactly as it now ‘exists. TIn a case where a
secretary to a Senator or the principal clerk of a committee
has been obtaining more salary than that paid to the average
clerk of the committees or average principal secretary to Sen-
ators, I have maintained that differential.

I suppose I can discern what the Senator from Massachusetts
has in mind. The Senator from Massachusetts—and he will
correct me if I am not reading his mind correctly—of course,
is thinking of the differential, in the first place, of $300 which
is paid to the clerk of the Finance Committee. He is prob-
ably thinking also of the small differential which exists in some
of the minor places in some of the other committees. But, for
example, at one period in the Sixty-seventh Congress there were
two committees of the Senate whose chairmen were influential
enough to have the salaries of their clerks increased: Those
increases have been taken into consideration, although they
were made individoally and without any relation to the classi-
fication of secretaries and clerks. Those increases were taken
into consideration and made the basis of the increases proposed
in the bill reported by the joint committee, and also in the
amendment which I have offered.

I have made no attempt to change the situation as I found it.
If the Senator from Massachusetts wishes to criticize the situ-
ation as I found it and as I have continued it in my amend-
ment, I shall not attempt to make retort to any such criticism,
because I well know that there are committees of the Senate,
notably the 10 so-called major committees of the Senate and
some of the minor committees of the Senate, where there is an
infinite drudgery to be done by the committee, and that
drudgery, of course, is loaded upon the capable shoulders of
the clerk of the committee. Yet even in those cases there is a
dead level of salary that has continued to exist. If I were to
criticize in general terms the bill which has been presented by



1924

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

8969

the joint committee, it would be that, unlike the reclassifica-
tion of the civil service, no attempt has been made in any par-
ticular to grade the salaries in accordance with the measure of
work going to a committee; that is to say, the work which the
clerk of the committee has to do. {31 4

My opinion is that the salaries which I ask for in the amend-
ment are none too high, considering the amount and character
of services required and the difficulty which every Senator has
to retain in his service competent clerks in whom he has ample
confidence. & H

Mr., LODGE. Mr, President, if the Senator from. New
Hampshire will allow me——

Mr, MOSES. I yield the floor to the Senator. :

Mr. LODGE. The matter of the arrangement of salaries can
be based on-two different systems. We ean base it on the
amount of public work of each committee. : Notoriously there
are some of the eommittees that have very heavy work, while
otliers have much less. If we adopt that as the base we must
make variations in the salaries. We can put all the salaries
of the clerks on the basis of the work for the Senator who.is

chairman of the ecommittee, and that personal work as well as

public work would justify the system adopted here, though I
think it is a poor system, but it would justify it in making the
salaries all alike.

But what seems to me can not be justified is taking out of
this long list one committee and making that one clerk an ex-
ception. No doubt there is a great deal of committee work to
be dene by that committee and no doubt a most competent man
is doing the work, but he is no more heavily worked than the
clerks of many other committees, and yet it is proposed to give
him $300 more than any other committee clerk. They all ought
to be on the same basis; that is, as to their value to the Sena-
tor who is chairman of the committee, or on the general basis
of an equality of value to all Senators in the work of the clerk
for him as chairman of the committee. But I do not think
there is anything that can justify paying one committee clerk
more than another if we adopt the uniform payment plan for
all committees alike, as is proposed to be adopted here.

Now there is one other point which was suggested to my
mind by what the Senator from New Hampshire said, and that
is having the House fix the salaries for Senate employees. I
o not think there is any defense whateyver for that. We do not
interfere and we never have interfered, of course, with the House
appropriations for their own service and expense of adminis-
tration, and we ought not to do it. When they send a bill here
and tell us we can not make any amendments to it at all, the
bill having been made in the House, I would much rather see
the bill fail than to submit to that kind of a proposition. It
seems to me intolerable that we can not be allowed to fix the
pay, great or small, graded or ungraded, for our own employees,
and that is what is proposed here, that we must not touch the
bill because the House has already made it. To that I object
as strongly as it is possible for words to do it.

Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. President—— : -

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator from North Carolina.

Mr. OVERMAN. We have to meet the situation as it is. We
can amend the bill as much as we please, but what is going to
become of it? What will become of it if we go to amending
it? This matter was settled by a joint committee to which the
mutter was referred in recess. We had a meeting with mem-
bers of the committee representing the House of Representa-
tives, a committee appointed by that body to meet with us,
and we did the best we could. We may have made some mis-
takes, but if we did they can be hereafter corrected by an-
other bill. But so far as this bill is concerned it is the result
of the joint action of a committee of the House of Repre-
sentatives and the Senate. Let us amend it if we want to and
let usg send it back——

Mr. LODGE. That is all T ask.

Mr. OVERMAN. Let us send it back to the House of Rep-
resentatives and let it die. That Is the condition that con-
fronts us. We can do as we please.

Mr. MOSES. Of course it would die if the Senate conferees
do not vote for it in conference.

Mr. KING. If ought to die anyhow.

Mr. OVERMAN.  We will fight for it. We are going to give
each clerk $240 bonus in addition to the salary. We increase
the salaries 5 per cent in that way. We must look at the facts
as they confront us. - i

Mr. LODGE. I am not quarreling with the amount,

Mr. OVERMAN. The House of Representatives voted it
down because the Senate was getting so much more money
than the House that the Members of the House were jealous
and voted it down. 1 Bkl IFt

Mr. LODGE. I believe I have the floor, but I am not sure,

Mr. OVERMAN. I thought the Senator had yielded the
floor.. : !

Mr. LODGE. I did not yield the floor,

Mr. OVERMAN. T beg the Senator's pardon.

Mr. LODGH. I only wanted to finish what I had under-
taken to say. I know it was the work of a joint committee.
The work of a joint committee does not bind the two Houses
any more than the work of any other committee does. They
are the creation of the two Houses. They bring in a report
applying to salaries. The House makes its own salaries and
we have not interfered with those salaries, but we are told
that we must not' amend the bill so far as our salaries are
concerned, otherwise it will be lost.

Mr. WARREN. I beg the Senator's pardon—I have not said
that. g
Mr. LODGH, 'I did not say the Senator from Wpyoming
had sald it. ! {

Mr. WARREN. I do not know of anybody who has said it,

Mr., LODGE, It has been stated to me repeatedly, though
not on the floor. 'That is the principle to which I object. I£
the House chooses to make changes in the report of the joint
committee in the course of their own administration, nothing
would induce me to vote against the bill for that reason. It
is their right to say what their clerks and their officers shail
have, and I think we have a like right. They do not undertake
to fix salaries for us in the annual appropriation bills. - They
are just as anxious to pass the bill as we are. But I do not notice
that they ever say a bill ean not pass if we make a change.
They expect us to make amendments. I think it is a wrong
relation between the two Houses. I think we ought to have it
understoed that we do not interfere with their expenditures and
we de not wish to have them interfere with ours. Let each
House settle for itself its own expenditures. I yield the floor.

Mr. OVERMAN, Bverybody knows that we can amend the
bill and everybody appreciates the fact that if we do amend
it the conferees, answering the Senator from New Hampshire
[Mr. MosEs], will stand for the amendment so far as they can.

We, as Senators, get about $3,000 more than each Member of
the House for clerk hire, and the Members of the House of
course may demand that they get ss much as Members of the
Senate. Members of the House only get $4,000 for clerk hire
and that is the reason why they voted down overwhelmingly
the proposed increase. It was called up again.and Mr. MApDEN
got mad beecause they wanted to amend it. He said the bill had
to pass as it was, and I did not blame him. The joint commit-
tee of the House and Senate got together and prepared the bill.
We tried 'to do justice to everybody. We tried to increase
everybody’s salary, giving a bonus in addition to the 5 per cent.

Where are we going to end up with these® great expenses?
Are we going to give this clerk $4,800 and that clerk $3,500 and
the other clerk $5,000 and some other clerk $6,000? Where will
it all end if we undertake to do that?

We are going behind new by reason of the great expenditures
incurred in conducting the Government. We ought to econo-
mize if we can. ' I think we have done very well by our clerks
in the pending bill, and I hope it will pass just as it has been
reported from the special committee. It is not that we can not
amend the bill, for we can amend it and everybody knows it;
there is no use to tell us that we can not do so. 8o if the
Senate wishes to amend the bill, let us do it, and we shall try
to retain the amendments in conference,

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I can speak only for my
own office, but I am very conscious of the fact that it would
be very difficult for me to operate my office without the very
efficient secretary who is! there engaged. I received on yes-
terday 2,500 telegrams from people south of Fourteenth Street
in New York City who did not want any bonus for the soldiers.
My office has an enormous correspondence. I am here to
say that my secretary, by reason of his business capacity,
could earn $12,000 or $15,000 a year in private employ. I
think that the amendment offered by the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Moses] is a very reasonable one, and that
we ought to provide for this Increase in the salaries of our
employees.

Mr. DIAL. Mr. President, we all realize that the work
here is growing heavier and heavier as time goes on, but we
also, realize that it is necessary that we shall economize;
that we shall stop spending so much money. There is no one
here who has a higher regard for those who serve as our
secretaries than have I.. In order to fill such a position a
person must have education, experience, and possess all-around,
first-class ability. I do not know of any other place that
is harder to fill than is the position of secretary to a Senator;
that is, if it be filled efficlently, and as Senators have a right
to expect it shall be filled.
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I feel, however, Mr. President, that the amendment offered
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Moses] should net
have been offered, and that it ought not to be “We
are doing by our ferce of eclerks as well ias the condition' of
the ' eountry will permit, I feel it would be a great mistake
now | faverably to consider the amendment offered by  the
Senator from New Hampshire. I am satisfied that too many
clerks are employed in eonneetlon with some of our Senate
committees, and those might be dispensed with. Under the
conditions in which the people are now we should show to
the country that we have their Interest at heart, and also
that we are not here to legislate for ourselves and for eur

own affairs alone, but that we are here to I.eslslata for the.

people all over the country.

When we are reminded that many people are out of em—
ployment, that mills are being shut down dally, that; peaple
are walking the streets, it is no time to have the newspapers:
carry the information that we have legislated to increase
salaries to/ any such extemt as is proposed; by the Senator
from New Hampshire. I therefore trust, Mr. President, that
the amendment may be defeated.

Mr. FERNALD. Mr, President, I have not .the least inter-
est in what has been gaid about the action of the Members of
the House in regard to this bill; it dees not coneern me at
all; but I have been deeply imprasaed by what the Senator
Irom North | Carolina [Mr, OveErMmaN] has said, and I believe
it is true.. We have hed & committee whieh has had this
matter under consideration for weeks and weeks. It is a very
delieate . matter properly to  arrange all, of these different
silaries and to make the proper disecrimination, if there be
diseriminntion, as to the pajr of the clerks of the diﬂerent
committees.

. I bave employed office help for 40 years, and I think naw I
have as efficient office: help as can be found in the city of
‘Washington. I realize that what I now shall say will probably
incur the enmity of every persom who is engaged in effice
work in the Senate, in the House, and effice buildings; but
I am frank to say that every position eccupied by eur em-
ployeuunbeﬂﬂedinmmmhyumhod:whohjmtas
efficient as those we now have and on the present salary.

JlouottheyuunghdieswhoamthmeMnretakm
from the different States; they have eome from schools, coms+
mercial colleges, .and tmm different eccupations. . They are

here because they get higher salaries here than they eould

obtain elsewhere, and conditlons are nmote favorable to . their
happiness here than they would be in sny other place in the
world. L believe we are pnyi:ng gurclerks amply, indeed
‘highly, that we are paying them more wages than are paid
in almest any commercial industry in the land.

Itmmmemgﬂtlnm“mnotheintmmdh
what the House may do, we ought to be interested in the
taxpayers of this country and how they feed abowt this matter.
Everybody eomes to Congress except the taxpayers. We are
increasing salaries; we are creating bureaus; we are bullding
up departments; we are increasing the salary list all the time.
When I came here there were about 60,000 persoms in the
employ of the Government; them the number weat up to
128,000 ; and we have been t:ry!ngtogesitmdumd,bmwlth
very lltt.le result.

¥ am in entire agreement with the Benatnr i‘m North
Carolina, who has had this matter under eonsideration. I
believe that the salaries as decided upon in the report of the

chairman of the committee are about what they ought te be; |

that they are sufficiently high; and I, too, am oppesed to the
amendment which has beem of.l:erd by the Senator from Naw
Hampshire.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from ‘.\laine fAIr.
Ferwarp] bas turned the attention of the Semate in the right
direction so far as concerns what we as the servants of the
people ought to do. The people are demanding that expenses
be reduced, and we are being commanded to lower them. i

Since the beginning of the Werld War we have raised the
salaries of our employees several times, and mow in this in-
stance we propose to raise the salaries of the clerks eof Sen-
ators twenty-odd per cenf. There are nol employees either in
the House of Representatives or In the Distriet of Columbia
or out through the eountry at large who have received such a
percentage of increase as a whole.

I agree with the Senator from Maine when he says that
if these employees, men and women béth, should vacate {heir
places plenty of others could be found who would take themm;

In fact, most of us have requests fromy time to time to find |

employment for others here In Washingten at rates of com-
pensation whieh are lower than we are pay!ng.

‘wish, as my own the

| Ways and Means, and It seemed but natural that

| the Ways and Means Committee in the House, there is

The Senator from New Hampshire in hig eloguent endeavor
to have the salaries raised seems (o me. has been a little
gratuitous in his'aspersions as to what is assured and what ig
going to bel demanded.~ I do not lmow to whom he refers.
Possibly he may have referred to me. I shall not state thnt
thebﬂlmnotpmﬂmded,buzlmythatlbeueve!t
wonld be unfortumate if we should undertake to amend it,
becanse I think we will find ourselvesd in a better position on
thie other side if we do not do so. I am but the creature of
the Senate, and the Senate, of course, may do what it chooses: |
but to incresse the salary of cur first clerks some 75 or 80

iper cent I think would be an outrage, so far as that is eon-

cerned, when we comnsider what i8 pald to junior clerks, also
what is paid to department clerks. .

T kmow how ungracious it is for me to stand here and speak
about keeping salaries down or to be enlisted agninst a greater
Increase of salarfes in the Senate for all of our employees.
I know how popular it id for Senators to appeal in behalf of
their elerks and others for greater compensation for them, |
Probably swelr action gives them great personal credit, but I J
assume that the ility of the chairman of the Appro-|
priations Committee is to try to conslder these questions coolly|
and do' the best he can to help make what may be considered
reasonable provision for the employees of Congress. '

Now, as to the varlations to which the Senator from New
Hampshire and the Senater from Massachusetts have alluded.
The Senator from New Hampshire says that he bases his
amendment upen this bill, and yet he says this bill is abso-'
hately wrong. If the Senate thinks it best to undertake
to amend the bill by the various proposals which will be made
by Benafors on the floor, of course it will do so. ' I simply
wght, to'say that I think the best course,
to pursue would be to' take the bill as a whole, and then later,
te increase any salaries' which may be considered too low and
to provide for any defeets, if ‘any there be, in the bilL

"A8 to the clerks of the 'major committees, I have always
been’'in' favor of their having greater compensation, but I
have not been able to eénvince others that that should be
done.' For instance, the last time we raised the salaries of our
employees the increase was applied to the clerk of every Sen-
ator alike, barring, I think, the clerks of two committees.

"With reference to the allusion to the higher-salarfed clerks,
I lvave nothing to say as to the clerk of the Commitfee on Ap-
propriations, for that 1s a matter regarding which the Senate
can do as it chooses.

As to the clerk of the Finance Commiittee, the salary In that
case was adjusted as It was because on the Flouse side slmilar
compensation is provided for the clerk of the Committee on
com-
pensation of the clerk of the Senate Committee on Finance
should be the same as that of the clerk of the Committee on
Ways and Means, for both commmittees consider the great
tariff and revenue bills of all kinds. I may be wrong, but T
myself think that I would rather Increase the salaries of other
clerks than to reduce the amount provided for the clerks of
those two committees, respectively.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a
question? :

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Washington inm
the ehair);r Does the Senator from Wyomlna yield to the Sen-

 ator from Massachusetts?

Mr. WARREN. Ido 1 ./
Mr, LODGE. I1f the compensation of the clerk of
nanes Committee is based on the amount paid to the

e H'L-
rk of

no
such basia of comparison in connection with the Committea
on Foreign Relations of the Senate and the Committee on

| Foreign Affairs of the House. The Committee on Foreign

Affairs of the House has not the same work te perform as
that which comes to the Committee on Foreign Relations of
the Senate. For instance, the House committee has no treaties
to rdeal with. k

Mr. WARREN. That is true. : )

Mr. LODGE. So it seems to me that to take the House
committees ag our standard would be moft mislending than

| to take simply the work of each committee.

Mr. WARREN, 'Ag the Senator knows, the House committee
has perhaps a little over half of the work whieh is Imposed on
the Senate committee; but that has nothing to do with 'it. '

'Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wyo-
ming yield to the Senator from Florida?

Mr. WARREN. I yleld.
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Mr. FLETCHER. The same observation as that made by
the Senator from Massachusetts would apply to the Commerce
Committee, for instance, of the Senate. In the House there are
committees on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, Rlvers and
'Harbors, and Flood Control, which have jurisdiction of sub-
jects matter which in the Benate are dealt with by one com-
mittee, namely, the Commerce Committee. So that we can not
very well gauge the work of the commitiees of the Senate by
the work of the committees of the House, ‘

Mr. WARREN. They have not been so0 gauged, and I
spoke only of the one eommittee, because the clerks of the
other committees on the House side are paid a less compensa-
tion than the clerks of the Senate committees,

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President—

Mr. WARREN, For instance, if the Senator from Florida
will allow me, admittedly the Foreign Affairs Committee of
the House does not have any such amount of work as the
Senate Committee on Foreign Relations, but the clerk of the
House committee does not get as high a snlary as ig allowed
to the clerk of the Senate committee,

Mr, LODGE. I used that example, not on account of exist-
ing salaries, but to indicate that fo take the House committees
for our standard and fix the salaries of Senate committee em-
ployees on that bagis seems fo me to be misleading,

Mr. WARREN. I have denied twice that we have taken
such a standard, and I will deny it again.

Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator's pardon. He said that
the reason the clerk of the Finance Committee was given a
higher salary than the clerk of an ﬁ other committee of the
Senate was because the clerk of the House Committee on Ways
and Means was given such a salary.

Mr. WARREN. That is one commlittee.

Mr, LODGE, That is taking the House standard, is it not?

Mr. WARREN. It is not taking the standard of the House
committees generally; no.

Mr. LODGE. It is taking the standard of the cne House
committee, and I merely wanted to po‘lnt out that to do so
is misleading.

Mr. WARREN, I do not eare to indulge in further remarks
now, and I am perfectly willing that the vote should be had on
the amendment.

Mr. DIAY. Mr. President, I desire to submit a point of
order against the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. Mosgs] on the ground that it is not reported by a
standing committee and is to increase an appropriation without
an estimate. The point of order is made under Rule XVI,
whieh, in part, is as follows:

All general appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on
Appropriations, and no amendments ghall be recelved to any general
appropriation bill the effect of which will be to increase an appropria-
tion already contained in the bill, or to add a new item of appropriation,
unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law or
treaty stipulation or act or resolution— :

And so forth.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chalr will suggest to the
Senator from South Carolina that he doés not think this is a
general appropriation bill, and therefore overrules the point

of order. '
Mr, KING. Mr. President, I rise principally for the purpose

of expressing my dissent from the proposition announced by the

Senators from Massachusetts [Mr, Lobae] and New Hampshire
[Mr. Moses]. Both have challenged the right of the House to
have anything to say concerning expenditures made by the Sen-
ate, or resulting from actiens of the Senate, in so far as they
relate to the salaries and employees of the Senate. In effect
their position is that the Senate, in dealing with its own em-
ployees, is independent of the House; and that Congress, as
defined by the Constitution, means only the Senate when legis-
lation is sought affecting employees and officers of the Senate.
Conversely, their position is that the Senate can have no voice
in expenditures made by the House relating to its officers and
employees, This position, Mr, President, I regard as unsound
from every point of view.

Mr. WARREN, Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me
for a moment?
Mr. KING. I yield.

Mr. WARREN. The Senator no doubt is about to say, and
say very truthfully, that every appropriation bill, every dollar
that is expended, has to be voted on by both House and Senate.
It is true that we have a contingent fund, hnd we can use it as
we please; but that fund has to come, in the first place, from
the joint vote and support of both Houses.

Mr. KING. The Senator has anticipated me. I was about
to observe that no money can be lawfully taken from the

Treasury of the Unlted States, except as a result of an ap-
propriation made by Congress. Both the House and the Sen-
ate must concur, and their action must meet with the approval
of the President of the United States. Both the House and
the Senate are guardians, or should be, -of the Interests of
the publle. Hach Member of the Senate and the House has
a responsibility for every dollar taken from the Public Treas-
ury. Both the House and the Senate are responsible for ap-
propriations and ' neither branch ecan take refuge for an
extravagant or illegal item carried in an appropriation bill,
behind the proposition that the responsibility for it rests ex-
clusively upon one branch of the legislative department. If
the Senate arranges to pay its employees excessive or extrav-
agant salaries or compensation, I submit the House may
not escape condemnation by perfunctorily assenting to the
same upon the pretext that the Senate alone is concerned
in the matter; nor can the Senate escape criticism if it
approves of unjust and improper items of expenditure incurred
by the House in the payment of its employees and officinls.
I insist, Mr. President, that the House has a right to scru-
tinize items of appropriation which the Senate desires made
for its contingent expenses or to meet the salaries of its em-
ployees, and I repeat that it is the duty of the Senate to
examine the measures reported by the House which carry
appropriations for House employees.

When the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Mosks] states
that “it is no business” of the House what the Senate pays
its employees, I:respectfully submit that the position is not
only unsound but it contravenes organic law and subjects
the Senate to merited criticism. It seems to me that the
position will be regarded as arrogant, and that it does not
recognize the proper relations between the legislative branches
of the Government.

May I say, Mr. President; that, in my Opl.nlon, too little at-
te.ntlon is paid by Congress to appropriation bills, and the peo-
ple are justly complaining of the extravagant appropriatlons
which have characterized this as well as preceding Congresses,
and which have added to the intolerable burdens of taxation
from which the people are suffering. I have been amazed at
the indifference of both branches of Congress to the increasing
appropriations and the expanding powers of the Federal Gov-
ernment. Seldom is any appropriation challenged and our
efforts seem to be to increase appropriations. The spirit of
thrift and economy and retrenchment certainly does not rest
upon the legislative branch of the Government, and Congress
becomes a contributor to the tribulations and hardships which
are vigiting our country and carrying despair to the hearts of
millions of the farmers of our land.

I have recently felt that the stremgth of Mr. Coolidge arises,
largely from the belief which the people have that he is an
exponent of economy in government and is opposing extrava-
gant appropriations emanating from the House and the Senate.
May I add in parenthesis, that Mr. Coolidge does have great
strength among the people, and if Democrats do not realize it
now, they will be awakened from their dreams sooner or later.
I have not time to -analyze the facts to shiow whether there is
foundation for the belief which the people entertain respecting
Mr. Coolidge. In my opinion, his efforts in behalf of retrench-
ment and economy and efficiency in the public service have
been greatly exaggerated by the press, and do mot afford
foundation for the belief of those to whom I have referred.

Mr. President, I regret that so few voices have been lifted
upon either side of the aisle this session in favor of economy
and in opposition to appropriation bills.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from Arizona?

Mr. KING. I yield.

Mr. ASHURST. I always appreclate the pungent and schol-
arly remarks of my friend from Utal, and he is usually cor-
rect. The only place, however, where President Coolidge has
manifested any desire to economize is to shut off a few pen-
sions of old Civil War weterans. and Indian war veterans
and to shut off insurance policies for the soldiers of the Great
War, Name any other plaoe where economy has been talked
about and I surrender.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I observed a moment ago that
I would not stop to analyze the claims made for Mr, Coolidge
or the basis for the belief of the people. That I shall do later.
I was deploring that so little had beem said or done in the
Senate to lighten the burdens of taxation by reducing the
expenses of the Government and excising from appropriation
bills hundreds of millions of dollars which I feel the situation
does not call for. My able friend from Arizona is a skilled
legislator and one of the most valuable men in public life,
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but I d& not now recall W eloqnlen:n:olc:tn: this

gession opposition to appropria billa, W,y conree,

that he does stand f

priate time, lift his voice against extravagant appropriations,
Mr, ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator permi

me? Imgolngtovoteagnlnsthemmdmentpropomu

the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosEs], g

I thought the Senator would.

Mr. ASHURST.
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by the very able Senator.. That is th
I start out to vote for decreases of a
.  Well, Mr, President, I would not now
to smite my friend from. Arizona. My ineffective
warrant me in critielzing hims. However, may I
nator with some levity, * So long as the lamp holds out

come him into the ranks of those who are trying to reduu
expenses of the Government.

Mr. OVERMAN, Mr. PrMIMpetheBmtormnot.
include me in his statement that no voice has been raised om this
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tions Committee in keeping down appropriations, and regret
that he has not received stranger But I was about to
state that whatever efforts have been made by Mr. Ooelidge te
limit expenditures they have evoked but little, if any, support
from Republicans. The Republican Party, frue te iis past
record, now disrégards, as it always has disregarded, the.admeo-
nitions of wise and courageous men, whether within or outside
of its ranks. It came to ~more than’ three years ago
upon the false plea that it stood for ecomomy and world con-
duct the business of the Governmmenmt along sane, rational, and
economical ‘lines. It has utterly failed to keep its promises

Extravagance and waste have attended its administration, and'
the evidences of mlsdmtn!stntion and corruption have sind:u-

the Natton.

If Mr. Coolidge were to .e.r,y
sympathetic voices would be heard upon the other side of the
alsle. The Republicam Party has control of Congress and dll
branches' and departments of the Governdient. It eould have
projected wise and salutary legisiation and inaugurated reform

measures and policies' which wetld have resulted in: oumcnnm.:

It has been weighed in the balance and found wanting © ' |

We will have another appropriation bill before us: within the
next day or twe, whieh will add from sixty to eighty millions
of dollars annually to/the tax burdens of the people. ‘This bill
deals only with increases in salaries. Congress is more econ-
cerned 'in creating bureams and departmewnts: and executive

agencies and increasing salaries tham it is in< promotimg 'the:

welfare of the people and dealing with vital problems mlaﬂns
to agriculture and domestic-and foreign affairs. TG

Mr.' President, if the Democrats desire to win the mt elec-
tion—and they ean, and I believe will win—they could have no
better slogan than economy, retrenchment, veform in goverm-
mental affairs, and a reduction im the tax burdemns of the people.
When the farmers of the United States are earning a mere
pittance, perhaps averaging leass than $500 per annum, and
they behold what is paid to employees of 'the Federal, State,
and munieipal governments, and when they feel theé grindimg
heel of poverty, they ean not be other than resentful toward
their Government and would be justified in demanding the
adoption of such measures as would reHeve them from the
crushing burdens under which they rest

Mr. President, the Demoeratic Party here should stand fbr
economy and should ' fight the extravagant appropriations
which daily pass this body. But little help will be received
from Republicans. 1 hope there will 'be unanimity ‘upon the
part of the minority in opposing measures which add so greatly
to the sufferings of the people,

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the
amendment of the Senator from New HnmpsMre. whlch I send
to the desk and ask to have read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator trotl Georgia
offers an amendment to the amendment, which will be stated.

aloud for mrmhmmt, fw-

The reading clerk read ag follows: { !
.&nc:;uuz me&mﬂt-nm-mmmmmam

On page 3, Ilnu!.toﬂ both inclusive, strike out * $3,300™
mamtl&m and insert §n 'Heu thereof “ §5,800." ‘

‘On page 8, line 24, n'!rn\aom $8,600 " and insert In Hen thereof
* 38,900

On ' page 4, lines 4 to' 24, DBoth 'inelusive, strike out " $3,300"
wherever appearing therein a.nf! fosert In lea thereof “ §3,600,"

On ' 'page B, Hmes 1 to 22, 'both 'Imclusive, strike owt “ $3,300 "
wherever aweaﬂngtheﬂhln&lno'eﬂln lieu' thereof “$3,800"

On page 6, line 4, ntrlka out “83,300" and insert in 'New thereof
* §3,600.”

Mz. MOSES. . Mr. President, may I ask, the Senn.tor from
Gaorxh A question? ;
Mr. HARRIS.

Certainly.
‘Mr. MOSES. Thlaisamﬁﬁomehangearsew is it; in the
amendment which X have offered? . .
Mr. HARRIS. Yes: it makes the mmpensaﬂon $3,600 for
the first clerk instead of $3,300,

‘Mr. ' MOSES. A.nditlaoﬂ!u‘sdunsubu:itutetormx
amendmentd . : \
Mr. HARRIS. Yes, i

Mr. MOSES. .1 accept it as mch. Mr., Presldmt. :

The PRESIDING OFFICEIL. ., The Senator from New Hamp-
shj.ra aecepts the amendment of the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. HARRIS, | Mr. Presideat, ¥ am not going into the gues-
ﬂnnatwhattha House has te say about employees of the
Senate, or what the cenference committes will do. I believe
that the Senators on the conferenee eommittee will do their

| very best to carry out what the Semate wotes for., T am goiag

to discuss only, the merits of this guestion. . -

-The private secretaries to Sepators have more work to do
than the secretaries to the governors af States. The average
salary of the secretaries to govermers of the States of  the
Uniomy, is more than §$4,000,; This amendment provides for a
salary of $3,600. Senators’ secretaries have to spend. large
sums in going to and from their homes with their
families in the belidays. Lathamtim——lnmx&atatrom.
$250 to $300—and that is deducted from their salaries. . }

11 know of mo men in the Government employ in Waﬂxinston
Wwho do the seeretarial, work they do and get less tham $3,600.
I think we; sught .to inerense this salary to at least that
AMOUNL, Itunnimwwthnmlauthremivins.
this galaxy for gimilar work. "G 10

I am not so fortunate as some of the. othez Bemtars. who
can better afford to pay for extra clerieal help out of their own
resources. 1 Have to do’ that, and I am not able to do it
If we losé our efficlent secretiries, valuable men that they are,
of 1f the salarfes’ gre put 'at so low a point that we can not
hold those men, 1t 'will make the work of ‘Senators harder.” 'It
is utterly impossible for a Sendtor to do in person all the de-
partmental work and the offier work ‘that s asked of him.' T
want this salary to be more, because I want my secretary to
give service te the people of my State, help look after the many
claims of soldiers, and do many other things that regquire nbil-
ity, eharacter, and loyzity which it is' impossible for a Semator
to do and keep up with his committee and other work of the
Semate: : If the)salary is so low that we ean not hire efficient
men, the people of  the -States—the seoldiers, farmers, lahorers,
and basiness people—are going to suffer, and not the Semators.
For that reason I hepe this amendment will be adopted.. :

(Mr. ASHURST. - Mr. President, I thisk T should euta poor
figure to stand up bere and argne agsinst an increase of salary.
for a secretary or clerk to a Senator. Ef I may be pardoned for
a personal reference, iy peeretary is a man of family and four
children, and the salary heretofore has been imsufficlent. .. {

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. ASHURST. . I yield gladiy.; -

Mr. BARRIS. . What does it cost the Sanatara secretary to.
go home and come back here? | i

Mr. ABSHURST. | A yast amount.’

Mr. HARRIS. It means several lmndreﬂ dollarg out of his
salary.

Mr, ASHURST. The saldry has been heretofore. and la now,
I think, $2,740. Under the pending bill a moderate and yet; I
think, a substantial: increase is propesed.

Mr. OVERMAN. i« Mr. President, the present ﬂlar:l is 32.500.
He gets §2,740 by reason of the bomus. 'The bonus is done away
with now ; and therefore, unlemthhbﬂllspumd, hewi.‘l!g‘et
only $2,500.

Mr. ASHURST. Yes. 'Here i#'a substantial inerease that I
faver and for which I would voté; and I hope it will not be

-
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constroed that my voting against the amendment proposed by

thie Senator from New Hampshire means that I want to begin

cheeseparing with the salary of a Becretary or a clerk. In

fact, Mr. President, they are the last upon whom I 'should
. want to apply the knife of retrenchment.

It so happens, however, that we are confronted with a praeti-
cal difficulty. Here is an increase, and it is a substantial one
and I think & just one. If we amend this bill, it is my opinion
that we may lose the bill

Mr. President, I had in mind the proposing of an amendment
on page 6 of this bill. 'Take, for instance, the upholsterer 'and
lock«mith, the cabinetmaker, and the ecarpenters—they get,
respectively, $147 a month, $1268 a month, and §118 a month.
They make these dégks. ' They upholster thesé chairs. There
is not one in the carpenter shop but that could go out and get
his 810 'a day in private employment. They are men'of the
highest type of efficiency, and I think their compensation ought
to be incrensed; and I would take pleasure in proposing the
amendment now, but I am of opinion that if we amend this
bill we wiil run the risk of losing what it does contain.

Legislation is a compromise; legisiation is subject to many
exigencies which ina pructlml way we ¢an not ‘ovarcome.
Therefore' T will withhold the' proposed ameadment, 'which I
intended te offer, which would give the upholsterérs and the
cabinetmakers and the carpenters inereases. I call upon eveéry
Senator here to witness that these carpenters and thése uphol-
sterers wiho take care of these desks and ‘who make a great
amount of furniture for the Senate are underpaid: . But
rather run ! the risk of iosing this bill''I wlmhold the
amendinont. “That is the only ithing that keeps me now from
voting for the amendment proposed by the! Sens.lm from New
Humpshire—the practical idifficulty in the way

'1I'agree with the Senator from Georgiaj; t.he necrotxrlea must
go home; they must pay their own railroad fare; they get mo
mileage, anﬂ it is a‘hardship—aigreat lmrdgmll. ‘especi it
they have families. But I fear, I repeat, we will run a risk
of logl?g the substantial lncreasea tha m:u xmm:s rif we
amend dt.

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. Pms&deut, u: treqnenﬂy happens thnt
a/bill is' paksed withont a rolll call . Thinking perhaps t.bat my
be the case with this bill, I desire to say just a word. .

I am not going to make a plea for economy. Thﬂt would
take some time, and serveé no good: purposes here. I realize

quite ‘well 'that the. Senate: talks economy, and yet at. every |

opportunity increases the expenditures of the Government.
The people of the' country are burdened with high tnxes:

Pleas are coming from every section for a reduction of taxes, |

for rellef from heavy buardens.  We answer the letters; the
telegranis, the (persenal pleas, and pledge ourselves:constantly
to an effort to reduce taxes, and yet, as I said, 'we are con-
stantly incveasing those burdens:  Hardly a, day pasaeu but
that the tax burden grows heavier.

1 realize quite well that there are some ctses where an in»
crease of salary should be granted, but I believe firmly that
we are making a mistake with regard to most of these matters,
As T gaid, I do not expect to make & speech on ieconomy, but
¥ simply rose to anmounce my position, ‘and te put myself on
record ¢n this proposition.

I do not believe there is any: jumsiﬂution for the amendment
offered by! the Senator from New Hampshire, nor do I believe
there is any justifiention for mn.v of the increases contained in
this bill, Feor these réeasons I expect to vote both against the
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire and against
the bill itself.

The PRESIDING OFFICHR. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp-
ghire [Mr. Moses] as modified by the proposal of the Senator
from Georgia [Mr. H.ums.]

Mr. WARREN, Which I hope, Mr. Pmsldant. may not be
agreed to.

The ameéndment was rejected

The PRESIDING OFI‘ICEB The bill is still as in Com-
mittee of the Whole and open to amendment.

Mr, KING. ' Mr. P'resident, & parliomentary lnquiry. Does
the vote just taken dispose of the amendment. offered by the
Senator from New Hampshire?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does. The Senator from
New Hampshire accepted the mddification. !

Mr, WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I desire to ask the
Senator in charge of the bill if he is thoroughly convineed that
the adoption of one amendment having to do with the second
assistant in the document room would actually threaten the
life of this bill? Would the House be disposed to refuse to
lconcur in an amendment of that sort, to take ¢are of a -sitna-
tlon which is notorious, and which affects our document room?

I will accept the advice of the Senator from Wyoming or the
Senator from Utah, but I want it given in public. Here 15 a
situation which can not be defended. I want that man clas-
sified as he was formerly and as he should be to-day.

Mr. WARREN, I do not understand tlmt ‘the man’s salary
has been reduced.

Mr. WADSWORTH. The pllce was aboiished in 1921. I
think perhaps the Senator fails to understand some of the de-
talls of it.. The place o;g.asslstant superintendent was estab-
lished in 1906.

Mr. WARREN. None of these places were established by

law.
Mr. WADSWORTEH. Just as this bill establishes positions

and salaries.

Mr., WARREN. For the time being.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; for the time being. The next
Congress cah repeal this whole thing if it wants te, but it
becomes the basic law. regulating the salaries of the employees
in the House and Senate.

In 1906 the position of assistant superintendent in our docn-
ment room was eutahllshed. a man was appoluted, and he went
to work. In 1021, in the drive for, economy, the pesition was
abolished by belns unmentioned in the legislative act of 1021,
Instanfly the document rpom fell into such confusion and be-
came so far behind in its work that the Secretary of the Senate
had to secure authority.to employ & man on the contingent roll
and send him to,the document room to do, this work.  His
salary was ounly $1,200, and the same man who had been.doing
the work before volunteered to continue,  Since that time the
Secretary of the Benate bas secured an increase of pay for
that man of $300 ,He is u;mw getting $1,500, plus the bonus.

Mr, KING. 'Why should they not just change him around
n.nd make him first assistant if he is so;invaluable?. i

WADSWORTH. The place of first, assistant is filled,
a.nil that mare 1s working hard, This man is doing the work
of a second 'assistant: has done it right along, and the Secre-
tary of the Senate. tells me that we can not get along without

| him. Why not have bim classified as such, as he was formerly?
| I'have not found a Senator but who says it ought to be doue,

except that .the Houmse of Representatives may  defeat this
measure because, forsooth, the Senate proceeds. to name a
semnd asgistant, in its own, document ®o0m. ;7 {1

‘Mr, President, that is going antimly too fa.r

Mr “WADSWORTH. That is the question.I ask. That is
why I have been deterred from oﬁa;ins t.h.a amendment. I have
not, offered it yet, .

Mr. WARREN, T lm,ve said to the Senate. and I will say it
agnin, that fn five or six days we shall have the appropriation
bill here, and this matter and anyother thing of the kind can be
fixed, If the Senatar wishes to offer, his amendment new, as I
sald before, it i1s with the Senate; it is not with me.

Mr. FLETCHER. May I call atl.enﬂon to the fact that the
bill carries for theé document room a superintendent at $3,500;
first assistant, $2,880; two clerks, at $1,770 eqch; and a skilled
laborer, at $1,520; total 11,440. That 1s carried in this bill

Mr. WADSWORTH. That 8 one less than was provided for
vears and years, prior to 1921. This provides for five employees
altogether. Formerly there were six, and it is notorieus that
the document room does not serve Senatom to-day as promptly
as they ghould be served.

Mr, FLETCHER. This raises the present cost by $400. The
present cost 'ig'$11,040, and this makes it $11,440.

Mr, WADSWORTH. The present cost?

Mr. FLETCHER. That is $11,040.

Mr. WADSWORTH. ¥For the document room; yes. There
are only four men actually working there, of whom one is this
man, who is not carried in this bill., The two clerks. do not
work there. They are shifted off somewhere else at somebody’s
earnest request.

"'Mr. WARREN. The Senator should not hold us responsible
for that. The Secretary has immediate charge of those. 1 do
not know why he should detail them somewhere else, but if he

‘| does there is mo reason why an authorization bill should be

changed on that account.

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am not asking for it on that account,
and the Senator' knows that. The Senator leaves it to the
Sennte to decide whether this bill will be killed if an amendment
is offered? X !

Mr., WARREN. I make no such assertion

. Mr. WADSWORTH. The Senator left it to the Senate to
be decided. 'That was the assertion the Senator made.

Mr. OVERMAN., That is not justified, and I think it should
be resented. |

Mr, WADSWOBTH- Il it ﬂle opinion of the Benator from
North Carolina that the House would reject this whole thing?
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Mr OVERMAN. After considering the whole matter as it
exists there, what was said by Mr. MappEN on the floor, and
what was done with the bill, I believe we can not get it up again
in the House of Representatives if we amend it here.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now I have a direct answer, and I
shall not offer the amendment; but my efforts to cure this
gituation will not cease from now on.

Mr. OVERMAN. I will help the Senator.

Mr., WADSWORTH. They will be made when every appro-
priation comes up here containing -items for the support of the
legislative employees. They will be made whenever the con-
tingent fund of the Senate is under discussion. This thing
olught to be fixed There is no defense for it in its present situa-
tion.

Mr. OVERMAN. I will help the Senator.

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

POSTMABSTERS AND POSTAL EMPLOYEES

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I desire to make a motion, but be-
fore doing so I want to make just a very brief statement, I
am going to move that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of Senate bill 1898, which is a bill prepared by the joint com-
mittee of the Senate and the House to readjust the compensa-
tion of postmasters and reclassify and readjust the salaries and
compensation of employees in the Postal Service. The bill
affects 300,000 employees in the postal department in every
State in the Union. I am very anxious that the Senate shall
give it consideration. I understand, however, that the Senator
from Idaho [Mr. BoraH] desires to speak at 2 o'clock on the
results of the inquiry of the special committee of which he
was chairman, so that I will not attempt to discuss the bill,
giving way to him.

I move now that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
Senate bill 1808, to readjust the compensation of postmasters
and reclassify and readjust the salaries and compensation of
employees of the Postal Service.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah will
State his inquiry. : !

Mr. KING. Is it permissible under the rules to offer as a
substitute for that bill some other bill?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1t is not. If the Senate votes
down the motion to take up Senate bill 1898, of course a motion
to take up another bill would be in order.

Mr. KING. Tt Is debatable, I presume?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not until 2 o’clock. The ques-
iJ:ion is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New

ersey.

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

'lll‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading clerk will call the
roll.

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

Adams Edwards Jones, Wash, Robinson
Ashurst BErost. -~ Eendrick Blheppard
Ball Fernald Kin, Bhipstead
Bayard Ferris Lad: SmFLh
Berah Fletcher Lod Stanfield
Brandegee Frazier MeNa Btephens
Brookhart {George Mayfield Sterling
Broussard Gerry Moses Swanson
Bruce Glass Neely Trammell
Cameron Gooding Norbeck Underwood
Capper Hale Norris Wadsworth
Caraway Harreld Oddie alsh, Mass.
Colt arris Dyerman Walsh, Mont.
C?Setand Heflin P Warren

Dale {owell Httan Weller

Dial Johnson, Calif. talston Wheeler
BEdge Johnson, Minn. Ransdell

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-seven Senators having
answered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is
on the motion of the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epge] to
proceed to the consideration of House bill 1898,

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor.

lliié-? WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator
yie

Mr, BORAH. I yield.

CHILD LABOR CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, just prior to the
close of the business of the Senate on yesterday I indicated a
purpose to bring before the Senate for consideration Senate
Joint Resolution No. 1, providing for the submission of an
amendment to the Constitution in relation to child labor, re-
ported to she Senate on April 15 last. On April 28 there came
to us from the House, House Joint Resolution 184, identical in
language, dealing with the same subject. I am desirous of

having speedy consideration by the Senate of one or the other
ofrthe joint resolutions, but some Senators who are opposed to
the resolution have asked that its consideration be deferred.
I ask unanimous consent that on Tuesday, May 27, one week
from to-day, at the close of the routine morning business, the
Senate proceed to the consideration of House Joint Resolu-
tion 184, -

Mr, EDGE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it.

Mr, EDGE. If the bill which I am seeking to make the
unfinished business shall be made the unfinished business, then
if the request made by tlie Senator from Montana is granted,
would that displace the unfinished business?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not until the time fixed in the
Senator’s request.

Mr. EDGE. After the time is reached, if the measure sug-
gested by the Senator from Montana be taken up, would the
unfinished business only be temporarily laid aside or would it
lose its place permanently?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The unfinished business would be
temporarily laid aside.

Mr. LODGE. The time asked for by the Senator from Mon-
tana would not possibly interfere with the bill of the Senator
from New Jersey that it is now proposed to have taken up.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should not think so.

Mr. LODGE. I think we shall finish the postmasters’ bill
before that time. I mean it is quite safe so far as the Senator
is concerned.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, we may have appropriation bills
of importance before us at that time, or we may have before
us farm-relief legislation which is of great importance. I
think we had better wait until a later period before we take
up the child-labor question, and I am therefore constrained to

objeet,
bTha PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah
objects.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. As objection is made, I shall seize
the first opportunity that presents itself to move that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of the House joint resolu-
tion to which I have referred. I fixed the day which I did
for the accommodation of Senators who had some objections to
urge to it.

Mr. ROBINSON. Let me state in connection with the re-
quest of the Senator from Montana that there are absent now
two Senators who want to be present when the joint resolution
is taken up and who will return before the date he has men-
tioned. I myself would be glad to see an arrangement perfected
for the consideration of the joint resolution.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, In view of the objection made I
give notice that, upon the conclusion of the consideration of
the bill new about to be made the unfinished business, I shall
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of House
Joint Resolution 184.

ALIEN PROPERTY TRADE INVESTMENT CORPORATION

Mr., NORRIS. Mr. President, I would like to call the atten-
tention of the Senator from Montana to the fact that I gave
a similar notice as to one of the farm-relief measures pending
here that ought to be taken up, in my judgment, before we
keep on increasing a lot more salaries. When the time came
and I sought recognition In competition with some one who
wanted to take up a bill to increase salaries, I could not get
recognition. The Senator from Montana is in the same pre-
dicament that I am in. I want to give notice that unless some
arrangement is made by which the joint resolution (8. J. Res.
121) to create a body corporate by the name of the “Alien
Property Trade Investment Corporation” is taken up I shall
move to take it up, and I ghall take the time of the Senate
to go into it while some other bill is pending. If those who
want to consider some legislation of that kind are interested,
they will have an opportunity to vote for it even if they do
displace something elsée. We ought to be considering that
meagure nNow. s

Mr. BORAH, If a vote can be taken upon the motion of
the Senator from Montana without debate, I am willing to
yield for that purpose.

Mr. KING. No; it can not.

AMr. BORAH. That is what I suspected.

Mr. EDGE. I understand the Senator from Montana has
not made a motion?

Mr, BORAH. No; he merely gave notice that he would
make it. 7 :

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho is
entitled to the floor, and will proceed.
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SENATOR BURTON ‘K. WHEELER In January and February of 1928 he was engaged in a num-
Mr. BORAH, Mr, President, T ask,that the Clerk may read ber of lawsuits in Montana, which lawsuits were in the State

the resolution which I send to the desk.

The PRESIDING OFFICHER. WIthout objection, the Qlerk
will read as requested.

"The reading clerk read as foljows:

Resoleed, That a committee consisting of five Members of the Benate
be appointed by the Pregident pro tempere to investigate amd repert
to the Benate the facts in relation to the eharfes made in & certain
indictment returned against Senater BorToN K. WHEpLER in the United
Btates District Court for the Biate of Montana.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, the unpleasant task which was
assigned to the committee has been finished so far as the com-
mittee’s work is coneerned. Reports, both majority and minor-
ity, have been filed, and I now désire, preliminary to making
a motion to accept the report of the committee and discharge
the committee, to discuss more in detail than we did in the re-
port the facts which we were authorized to investigate.

The statute under which the charges against Mr. WHEELER
arise was known originally as section 1782 of the Revised Stat-
ntes 'of the United Stateg and hag later been carried into the
Oriminal Code under section ¥13. There is in my opinion no
difference in legal import befween the act as it originally ap-
peared and as it appears in the Criminal Code so far as the
charges against Senator WaEELEs are concerned. There was a
change in phraseology, some additional officers were included,
and in some respects modification was had, but theé statute as
it originally existed and as it was constroed by the Supreme
Conrt of the United States in my ‘1udgment covers the entire
work of the committee.

Mr, STERLING. 1t is agreed, on my part at any rate, that
the import of the two statutes, so far as the Wheeler case is
eoncerned, is the same. There is no dispute about it.

Mr. BORAH Very ‘well. I therefore direct particular at-
tention to the statnte as it orlginally appeared, because of the
constraoetion which 'has’ been -plm:a!y upon it by the Snpreme
Court. There are two offenses designated 'and defined in the
statute—one that of making an agreement upon the part of a
‘Member of Congress to perform service before a rtment.
That is one offense. The second offense i8 that of receiving
eompensation, regardless of whether any previous agreement
‘had been made for the performanee of services by a Member of
Congress before n department. Tha.t was the origlnal statute.
That 18 the statute stilk

The important feature, theretore, of the investigation ap-
peared from the beginning to be whether My, Waperer had)
made an agreement with anyone after his election to the Senate
té perform any service before any of the 'departments at
Washington; secondly, whether, regardless of any previous
agreement, he had received any compensation ' for the perform-
ance of such service. I know eof no 'way, the committee seemed
to know of no way, to ‘arrive at the facts which we were

anthorized and instructed to investigate other than to go

directly to the guestion of whether or not sueh an agreement
‘had been made or whether such compensation had been had.:

The statute does not inhibit or prehibit a Member of Congress

from performing services before a. department provided he is
not acting under an agreement for compensation er previded he
does not receive compensation. As I stated upon yesterday,
every western Benator particularly understands bhew almost
daily he is ealled upen by his people at home to go before the
departments, particularly the Department of the Interior, to
render some gervice to some eonstitnent. I take it fa all proba-
bility thateevery western Senator would agree with me that
that is a thing we are called upen té do almost every day and
certainly every weelk that we are here. The statute does not
prohibit that. It enly prohibits the perferming of a serviee
under agreement or for eompensation..

1 digress to say that it would be a great comvenience, to west-
ern Senaters particularly, if the statute prohibited one from
going before a department in those matters at all. It reguires
a vast ameunt of service which it is very difficult for us to
decline to perform. ‘We really owe it to our eonstituency to do
it, and yet it is really a service outside eof our duties ns Sen-

ators. One who does not have the misfortune fo represent a

Stute largely, if not dalmost whoily, under eontrol of the Na-
tional Gevernment can not realize the burdem whieh it imposes
wpon a Senator. But daily we perform those services, and there
is no, inhibition; there is no imprepriety in it, so far as any
statute now obtaining defines eur duties.

The most important figure perhaps in this comtreversy out-
side of Mr. WuEELEe is Gordon Campbell Mr. Campbell is a
geologist ; he has been for some time engaged in developing the
oil fields in north Montana, which is mown 28 the Kevin fleld.

courts of Montana invelving a large part of his property. The
testimony discloses that at least 19 or 20 lawsuits were on the
docket, and at one time I believe the number was as high as 40.
Mr. Campbell became dissatisfled with the legal assistance
which he had and concluded that he wanted to employ other
attorneys. To that end he talked with a friend of his about
whom he ghould employ. Among others whose names were
suggested was that of Mr, WureLer, of the firm of Wheeler &
Baldwin, of Butte, Mont.

The first witness called by the Investigating committee with
reference to this matter was a Mr. Tom Stout, I call particular

-attention to his testimony. Mr. Stout has been for a number of

years the owner and editor of a newspaper in Montana; he was
twice a Member of Congress from that Btate, and is a eitizen
of prominence and standing in the State. He knew Mr. Camp-
bell; he was somewhat interested in a friendly way in the
work of Mr. 'Campbell or in his interests, and they talked over
the question of the employment of attorneys. Mr. Campbell
asked M Btout if he wounld see Mr. Waeeree and talk with
him about' taking employment. Mr. Btout went to Butte and
had a talk with Mr. WHERLER.

I am going te trespass upon the time of the Senate to-day.to
some extent by reading the testimony. I think It absolutely es-
sential te a proper consideration of the matter that we fake
the time to do so.! After reading the views of the Senator
from South Dakota [Mr. Sterring] this morning and observing
the constructien which he placed uwpon some of the testimoiy
I do not feel like trusting myself to place a eonstruction upon
the testimony as I see it. I think It better to read it as it was
given. Mr. Stout testified as follows:

The CHAIRMAN. Are you interested in any way jn the oil matters in
which Mr, Campbell 1s interested?
Mr. STouTr. None whateever. . r
] - » - L 2 ® -
The CHAIMMAN, You may state the eonversation which you had with
him [Mr. WaEELER], as you recall it,
That was in December, 1922, °

Mr. Stoyr. Well, Mr. Cnmpben sald that he desired, If poasible, to
employ Mr. WaHERLER to represent him in some litigation that he had
there in Montana, but that he did not know him. I told him that I

.was making & business' trip to Butte in a few days and if 'he desired

I would take the matter up with Mr. WHEpRLER, and he commissioned
me to do ®o,

The CHAIRMAN. Did you have any interest in the matter other than
that of being acquainted writh the situation of the two partieﬂ

Mr. Brovr. Nene at all; no, eir.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you afterwnrds tnke it up with Mr. WaRELER?

Mr, S8TOUT. Yes; I went to Butte, as T advised Mr, Campbell, arriv-
ing in Butte along about 8.30 or & o'clock, I think it was. I called up
Mr. WHEELER. I do met remember whether I had previously tele-
graphed him or mof, but at any rate he came down to his office that-
evening, and I met him there about 9 o'clock and we ‘took this matter
up. Do you desive me to just geo abead now, Senator?

The CaAlRMAN. Before yon take that matter up, what was the boasi-
ness—the kind ef business--law bueiness, which you were delegated
to speak to Mr, WHERLER nbout?

Mr. S8Tour. About seme Utigation in the Montana courts.

The CHAIRMAN. Relative to what subject matter?

Mr. STour. Relative particularly te, I think, an applicatien for-a
neceivenship which had heen made by some parties to have one of Mr,
Campbell’s companien: thrown into. a receivership,

At the time Mr., Campbell coneluded to employ additional
pounsel a suit for receivership covering & large portion of his
property was pending, and the matter was coming up for hear-
img. This was & ease In which Mr. Btevenson, a former asso-
cipte in imterest wiih Mr. Campbell, was seeking to have the
property placed under the control of a receiver.

The CHAIRMAN, And in'what cofivt was this coming up? -

Mr. Srovur. In the listrict oourt—the Btate eourt at Great Falls,
Mont.

The CHAIRMAN, New you may state tbe conversation that youn
bad with Mr. WHERLER,

Mr. Sreur. Well, I advised him of Mr. Campbel's desire to retain
him—his firm. ‘We talked it over for some time. He stated finally
the terms under which he would undertake the case. I told him’
that that was a matter that would have to be takem up with Mr,
Campbell, and that [ would telephone him; and during the course
of that econversation Mr. WHERLER stated that, of eourse, he eould
not represent him exeept inlthe State courts there. In other words,
assuming that Mr, Campbell might have some business in the public
lamd Department of ¢he Gevernment, he advised me at that time
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to so advise Mr, Campbell—that he would not represent him in any-
thing except the litigation local to Montana and in the Btate courts.

The CHAIRMAN. Did you afterwards communicate with Mr, Camp-
bell ?

Mr. STour, Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. By phone?

Mr. StouT. I think I phoned Mr. Campbell that night,

Benator STERLING, Where was he at that time?

Mr. Stour. Mr., Campbell was in Great Falls at the time.

The CHAIRMAN, Did you have any further conversation with Mr,
WHezLER In regard to this matter of the employment?

Mr. BrouT. I do not recall ever having talked with him agaln,
Senator.

The CHAIRMAN, As I understand, Mr. WHEELER stated to you the
terms under which he would be employed. I presume you mean——

Mr. BToUT, The retainer,

The CHAIRMAN. The retainer; the amount of the fee, ete.?

Mr. 8TouT. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN, Who brought up the subject with reference to his
employment being eonfined to court matters, ete.?

Mr. StTouT. Senator WHEELER himself brought that up.

The CHAIRMAN., When you spoke to Mr. Campbell over the phone
in regard to the matter, did you say anything to him in regard to the
terms which Mr. WHEELER hnd suggested with reference to the fee
and the scope of his employment, ete.?

Mr. 8TouT. I do not recall, Senator, that I spoke any further than
with reference to the fee. I do not think that I did.

The CHAIRMAN, After you reported to Mr. Campbell in regard to
this employment, I understand you to say that you never talked with
either Mr. WHEELER or Mr. Campbell further in regard to it?

Mr, STouT. No, no, sir. I !

The CHAIRMAN. You had no further interest in it?

Mr. 8TrouT. None whatever,

The CHAIRMAN, Were there other attorneys talked of between Mr,
Campbell and yourself?

Mr, S8touT. No; there were not.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any fact connected with this matter in
any way that my questions have not ealled out, that you think has
any relevancy to this matter?

Mr. SrmoouT. I think not, BSenator. Of course, there have been
many reports, but it is all hearsay and would hardly be relevant.

At the bottom of page 5 this question is asked by Senator
SWANSON :

Senator BwAnsoN. Did Senator WHEELER state the amount of com-
pensation he would expect?

My, BToUuT. Yes, sir.

Benator BwaANsoN. How much was it?

Mr. BrouT. It was $10,000 a year retalner.

Benator SwaNsoN. And what was he to do for that $10,0007

Mr. Broum His firm was to look after Mr. Campbell’s litigation
there in the State of Montana, :

Benator BwiAxsoN. You recall that he distinctly stated that it was
to be confined to that litigation—his employment ?

Mr. BrovT. It was so very distinctly stated, Benator.

» - * * * * .

The CHAIRMAN. Mr, Btout, the statement which you have made with
reference to Mr. WHEELER'S ralsing the question of his Inability to rep-
resent Mr. Campbell other than In the Btate courts s a very important
feature of this testimony. Can you recall anything like the substance
of the language which was used by Mr. WHERLER ?

Mr. Brour. No; I can not, Benator. The matter came up rather
casually, We were talking about the terms of the agreement, and
WHEELER sald, " Of course, I ean not represent him except In the
State courts here’; and not being an attorney myself, the significance
of it did not appeal to me until it was later explained.

Mr. President, that testimony relates to the making of the
contract with Mr. WHEELER. The testimony comes from a wit-
ness who, so far as I know or as the record discloses, would
have no interest in the subject matter other than the fact that
he might be personally friendly to Mr. WaREELER. I assume he
is friendly to Mr. WHEELER, although they were opposing can-
didates in the senatorial election. However, outside of that
there is no relationship other than that which I have indicated.

It seemed to me at the time of the hearing, and it seems to
me now, that the testimony of Mr, Stout must be disposed of
and utterly disregarded, or we have the inception and making
of this contract wholly disengaged and divorced from any pos-

- gible dereliction of duty or of wrongdoing upon the part of Mr.
WaeeLER, I shall undertake to show as we proceed that the
services performed, the acts under the contract, and all matters
in relation thereto not only failed to contradiet or impeach Mr,
Stout but sustained the contract as he states it.

I wish to digress here to say, but not necessarily by way of
harsh eriticism, though worthy of observation, that it is a little

difficult for me to understand that in none of the criticisms
lodged against Mr. WHEELER by those who have seen fit to
charge him with a vlolation of the statute, not even in the
report of the able Senator from South Dakota, is any reference
whatever made to the testimony of Mr. Stout or to the testi-
mony of any other witness who was present at any time during
the making of the contract. If I understand the report of the
Senator from South Dakota, he even complains that we placed
Mr, Stout upon the witness stand at all.

The testimony of Mr. Glosser, who was not present when the
contract was made and who states he knew mnothing about
it except from hearsay, and the testimony of Mr. Rhea, who
was not present and knew nothing about it except from hear-
say, are referred to, adverted to, and discussed; but the wit-
nesses who had knowledge of the making of the contract and
who were the only ones’ who could give legal or competent
evidence concerning it are never referred to. It is a peculiar
state of affairs that requires primary and competent evidence
must be put aside and appeal made to hearsay.

The next witness to whom I shall call attention is Mr.
Campbell. I shall not take much time in reading his testimony,
but I shall ask leave to insert in the Recorp excerpts from it.

Of course, Mr. President, Mr. Campbell is an interested
witness. His testimony must be viewed in the light of an
interested witness. He is under indictment for using the mails
for fraudulent purposes, and those matters must be taken into
consideration in -weighing his testimony. There is another
feature to it, however, which has its compensation against
that fact, and that is that while Mr. Campbell is interested,
and while he is under indictment, he was an exceedingly
frank witness. He willingly walved immunity. He made no
claim that he might incriminate himself, but stated that he
was there to give the facts and all the facts and supply any
documentary evidence that was in his possession. This had
some weight with me in these days when there seems to be
a great familiarity upon the part of a large class of people
with that provision of the Constitution of the United States
which enables them to claim privilege from ineriminating
themselves.

Mr. Campbell testifies as to these lawsuits, as to the fact
that he felt that his property was being gradually taken away
from him; that every time he had litigation it seemed to him,
as he said, that while he felt he was in the right, the litiga-
tion wound up by giving the other party a piece of his land;
and he said to Mr. Stout: “I want somebody who will fight.
I want some one who will fight for me”; and finally it re-
sulted in what I have already disclosed, Mr. Stout talking with
Mr. WHEELER.

Mr. Campbell says that Mr. WHEELER stated to him several
times, in discussing these matters, that he must understand
that he could not attend to these matters in the land depart-
ment or before the Government; and let me pause here to
say, Mr., President, something which seems to me rather ex-
ceptional—that in all the career of Mr. WHEELER as a lawyer in
Montana it appears that he never at any time had any practice
or business before the land department in Montana or the
Interior Department in Washington. As an active practitioner
in a State situated as Montana is with reference to her land
titles and the Federal Government, undoubtedly he was many
times called into a position where it would have been advan-
tageous for him to do so; yet he eschewed the practice, as I
take it from what apepars, because it was not to his professional
taste. If it does appear now that he appeared in the land office
or before the Interior Department, it is the only instance In all
his professional career in which he undertook te attend to
that kind of business. In other words, throughout his pro-
fessional career, when he could have done so with perfect
legitimacy and without any criticism from anyone, he preferred
not to take that kind of practice and eschewed it; but when
it became dangerous, prohibitory, and illegal to do so, it wounld
seem, according to the claim that is made, that he was inclined
to take a chance at it.

I think it is worth remembering that it was not omnly by
reason of the statute but by reason of his professional taste
that he preferred the actual trial of cases, and it was for that
kind of service and that kind of legal, professional work that
Mr. Campbell employed him. Having some twenty-odd law-
suits in the State of Montana, as he said, he employed Mr,
WuEELER to give his time and ability and fighting qualifications
to seeing if he could preserve his property.

As to the fee of $10,000, I do not know but some might con-
gider that a large fee. 1 have heard that comment. In
my opinion it was an exceedingly reasonable fee when you take
into consideration the fact that all the property of Mr, Camp-
bell was involved, more or less, that his entire holdings and his
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entire work and the fruits of his years of effort were in-
volved, and, the witnesses say, the values at that time were
estimated in the millions, In view of the fact that he was to
take care of all the litigation it was a reasonable compensation.

A line or two from Mr. Campbell’s testimony, and I will in-
sert the balance im the Recorp:

Senator CARAWAY. Mr. Campbell, I want to ask you a que_ﬂﬁon- Dld
yon have any understanding, either expressed or implied, for a con-
sideration or without a consideration, under which Mr. WHEELER
was to appear before any department of the Government to represent
you?

Mr. CAMPBELL. No, sir. =

Senator CARAWAY. Mr. WHEELER had no relation at all to any mat-
ter that was pending before any governmental agency ?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Absolutely not, and that was understood between us,
that he should not, and he was not employed for that. He was em-
ployed to handle my suits in Montana. .

The testimony preceding that is quite in detail in regard to
it, and I only read those few lines as the eoneluding sentences
ln regard to his testimony.

The CHAIRMAN, Did you have a conversation with anyone mlatiu
to employing Mr, WHEELER ?

Mr. CAMPBELL, Yes, sir,

The CHAIRMAN, With whom?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Tom Stout,

The CHAIRMMN, Do you recall about the date of this conversation?

Mr, CAMPBELL, Possibly about the middle of December,

The CHAIRMAN, 19221

Mr, CAMPBELL, Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN, This was after Mr. WHEELER had been elected Sena-
tor?

Mr. CAMPBELL, Yes, air.

The CHAIRMAN, Btate in a general way what the conversation was
with Mr. Stout.

Mr, CamPBELL. I think Mr. Btout came to Great Falls, and we
were quite friendly, and I used to talk my matters over considerably
with Mr. Stout, being a friend, and I had told him, or practically
he knew, about my lawyerg, and how some of them had not treated
me right, as I called it; so I said: “ It is funny that I can not get
a lawyer that will stand pat with me and will work for me and make
a fight." Most of the lawyers, when I wonld take them in, would want
to compromise with somebody and give them a lot more of my land—
compromise instead of making a fight.

The CHAIRMAN. This is what you said to Mr. Stout?

Mr. CAMPBELL. To Mr. Btout. I said: ¥ don't know Mr. WHERLER,
but it seems to me that he is a fighter, and I sbould like to get a
lawyer that has got some fighting qualities.” We talked along that
line, and Mr. Stout said: “ Well, I am golng to Butte, and I will take
it up with Mr. WHEELER,” which he did.

The CHAIRMAN. Did he report to you?

Mr. CampBELL, He reported to me by phone. that night or the next
night,

The CHAIERMAN. Did you have litigation pending in the State courts
at that time?

Mr. CAMPBELL, Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. What was the natum of it?

Mr. CaMpBELL, My past associate had filed or had started a suit
to call for a recelver on my company. He had instituted a suit a year
before that in the Lewistown courts, and it was thrown out of court,
Afterwards Mr, Wilson, my attorney, had settled with him and gave
him a considerable portion of my field or part of my acreage for a
complete settlement, simply to call off all litigation, so we could
work,

Senator STERLING. Who was that past associate?

The CHARMAN. Did you, after talking over the phomne with Mr,
Stout, afterwards see Mr, WHEELER?

Mr. CAMPRELL. Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Where?

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. WHEBLER came down to Great Falls, in my office.

The CHAmRMAN, About what date?

Mr. CAMPBELL. About the 20th of December, I think—the latter part
of December, 1922,

The CHAIRMAN. Did you have a conversation with him about em-
ploying him

Mr, CAMPBELL. Yes. ' .

The CaHAIRMAN, Where?

Mr. CAMPBELL. In my office.

The CHAIEMAK., Was (this employment in writlng? Did yon reduce
it to contract form?

Mr. CaMPBELL, I do not think so; mo, sir; I do not recall any
writing ; 1 am quite sure it was not.

The CeBAmRMAN. Well, then, you had a conversation with him abount
employment ?

LXV—566 ¢

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir. 9

The CHAIRMAN, State what it was—the terms.

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. WHEELER asked nre the character of these suits,
and, in fact, I think Mr. WaEBsLER had known in a general way what
they were, and I told him about the sults that were coming up and
what I wanted to do in starting some other suits, which we did,
countersuits, and I wanted him to handle all of my litigation on these
suits; and we talked the matter over from his standpoint, and he
informed me that, of course, he could not do anything for me if any
land matter came up. I told him that Mr, Beaulleu was attending to
all our land matters; that he was employed for that purpose.

Senator BTERLING, Hxactly what did you mean by ‘‘land matters”
there?

Mr. CampBeELL, Well, I had a permlt. and some of our leases were In
bad shape. We had to clear the title of them. There were a great
many mortgages against this land and liens in different ways that
had to be cleamed wup.

Now, Mr. President, I come to the testimony of Mr. Beaulieu.
Mr. Beaulien is an attorney, and was located in the home
town of Mr. Campbell. He has been engaged in the practice of
law for some time in Montana. He iz now located in Los
Angeles, Calif. So far as I ean see, he has no possible interest
in this controversy. He might have a sympathetic interest,
knowing the faets, perhaps believing in the innocence of Mr.
WHEELER, but no interest which would have any bearing upon
a man of any sense of right or any intellectual integrity in the
coloring of his testimony. Mr. Beaulien was the regular attor-
ney for Mr. Campbell. He was what might be called his office
attorney. He attended to his land titles and practically to the
details of all his litigation. He states that all these matters
passed under his snpervision, no only with reference to the
land-title matters, but he was also, of course, as general counsel,
familiar with the litigation.

I undertake to say that it would be practically impossible for
any contract to have been made, and certainly impossible for
it to have been earried out, in which Mr. WHEELER'S professional
services included the kind of practice of which he is now ac-
cused without the general counsel being familiar with it. It
would seem that he would be quite as familiar with it as inci-
dental employees were, men who were not connected with the
legal department, men who were simply in the field service.
Mr. Beaulieu tells us that Mr. WHEELER had nothing to do with
this part of the work for Mr. Campbell,

I read a line or two from Mr. Beaulieu, on page 44:

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know anything about the employment of Mr.
WHEBLER by Mr. Campbell with reference to some matters In Montana?

Mr. BravrLieu. Well, I was not present when they made their agree-
ment, but I do know that Mr, WaEeLss did some law work for Mr.
Camphell,

The CHAIRMAN, What was the nature of the business which Mr,

WaEELER transacted for Mr. Campbell?
" Mr. BeAuniet. Why, he appeared as one of the attorneys in what we
called the recefvership ease. The firm of Wheeler & Baldwin appeared
in several cases in which 1 wag also counnsel in the State courts of
Montana,

The CHAIRMAN, What was the nature of those cases?

Mr. BBAULIEU, One was an attachment suit brought by L. C. Steven-
‘son to recover some money, I believe $14,000 or §15,000, from Gordon
Campbell Kevin Syndieate No. 1,

Another was a receivership case to have a receiver appointed for the
Gordon Campbell Kevin Syndicate No. 1.

Then some of them Involved private leases from landowners to the
syndicate and to Mr, Campbell.

I call particular attention to that statement. The titles were
not omly involved to & certain extent, so far as the National Gov-
ernment was concerned, but there was a controversy with ref-
erence to titles as between individuals. There are two kinds
of titles referred to—those in which the Government is in-
volved and those in which there mlght be a conflict of interests
between individuals.

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, will the Senator give the
page from which he Is reading?

Mr. BORAH. Page 45.

I read further from Mr, Bmmllen'

The Cmmuuu. What was yom- particular work, or what did your
professional services cover, in your employment with Mr. Camphell and
your work with Mr, Campbell as attorney?

Mr. Beavnieu, I was chief counsel. I had control of all the litiga-
tion that was handed to me by him.

The CHAIRMAN, Did you have anything to do with titles?

Mr. BeavrLiey, Yes; I did. I examined probably all the titles he
had, and drew the pleadings, and everything.
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' The CHAIRMAN. I beffeve you stated you were not present when the
contract was made between Mr. WHEELER and Mr. Campbell?
Mpr, BeAvLmEv, Yes, sir; T was not.
The CHAIRMAN. Did you ever talk with Mr. WHEELER about the mna-
| ture of that contraet? :
Mr. BEATLIEU. Yes; I think T did; on one occasion.
The CHAMMAN, When was that; about the date of 1t?
Mr, BravLigu. Oh, T could not say. It was shortly after he was re-
tained, and T believe before he went abroad.
The CHAmMMAN. Can you state that eonversation? Pirst, T will ask
¥You, was there anyone else present besliles you and Mr. WHEFLER?
Mr. BeavULiED. I believe not,
The CHAIRMAN. Can you state that conversation?
Mr, BEAULIEU. Why, v substance it was thia: I asked Mr. WHEELER
what he thought about a certsin Government permit—some question
| of law ; T forget just what it was; and| to use the exact words——
| Senator StErLING. Now, Mr. Chairman, of course, it is understood,
| I suppose, that we go a little beyond the rule that would be applied in
. the trial of a case in court here,

And finally, after we settled that eontroversy, the followlng
eccurred:

The CEatrmax. You may state wﬁat this conversation you had w!H:
| Mr, WHEELER was as fully 4 you cam. °
Mr. BEAvnIED. I asked Mr. WHEELER Some queaﬁm with referenm
toa law point concerming a eevtain permit, and Fenator WHEELER had
lived in Montana so long that he ueed preétiy strong lnnmsa somes
times—plain—and he gafld, *“1 don’t know a thing
| about Government permits. ' 1 wouldn't know one of the things
4T maw it Besides, T told Campbell T would net have nnythmg to Gb
. ‘with hid Government land.” That was his answer.

Mr. President, if seems singular to talk about the impressions
‘which Mr. Glosser said he got, because he says. that all he
! had was impressions, or to talk about the hearsay testimony of
| Mr. Rhea and to wholly disregard the testimony of Stout dnd
Beallen, men who were in a position to know, and the duty of
one of whom it wag to know, who states that in the very begin-
ning of this transaction Mr. WHEELER was careful to say:

i Besides; L told Campbell I would not have ini‘ﬂlins to, do with hiI
Government. Iand,

T say here that there is no conflict of legal eﬂdmee. 80 far as
| the making of this contract is concerned. 'So far as' legal or
| competent evidence goes, T challenge anyone to show a confliet
of evidence with reference to what the nature of this contract
was., Hvery witness, interested or disinterested, who was in a
position to know the facts, who helped to make the: contraet,
or who knew of its. execution, states emphatically that Mr,
WrEeLER was careful fo confine his_employment to the State
courts of Montana. In addition to that, Mr. President, Mr.
Beaulieu took up these, titles himsgelf, and each permit, each
lease, or other thing which brought them in contact with the
National Government, Mr, Beaulieu states he attended to him-
self; that he teok it up directly with an attorney in Washington,
whose testimony I will come to in a few moments, and that Mr.
WrerLER was neither counseled nor in any way consulted in
regard to the matters in any way whatever. Mr. Beaulieu and
Mr. Waerrgr did consult and counsel with reference. to, all
. Btate litigation, but when Beaulien called the permit. matter

to his attention Mr. WHEELER informed him he knew nothing
about it, and besides he [WaEErEr] had informed Campbell
' he would have nothing to do with such matters, If Mz
WagELER. had considered, himself employed  relative to these
matters, he would naturally have consulted many times w
Campbell's regular attorney, and Beaulieu would have consult
with Wraemrr. Now, is Beaulieu a perjurer? For what rea-
son? Why sheuld a reputable attormey and now no longer
Campbell’'s ally and far removed’ from the State come here
and swear falsely? ' His ev-ldenee id'to me most eonclusive;

I will ask' to have inserted in the Rroorp part of page 4ﬂ'
and part of page 48 of tHe record.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objectiom ib is so
ordered.

The matter referred to is as fellows:

‘The CrAmmMAN, You may state what this conversation yoeu bhad with
Mr. WHEELER was as fully as you can.

‘Mr. BEAUBIED: I asked Mr. WHEBLER some questlon with reference
to a Imw point concerning a eertain’ permit, and Senator WHEEBLER
had lived in Montana so Iomg that be used pretty streng language
sometimes—phin—and he sald, "1 don't know a ~——— thing
about Government permits. I wouldn't know one of the —— things

if I saw it. Besides, T told Campbell I.would net have mythl.ng tol

do with his Gévernment land." That was his answer,
The CHAIRMAN, I do not think that is self-serving. e |
Senator STERLING. No; his answer is not.

Benator Camdway, He speaks. the langnage of the West, does he not?

The CHAtRMAN. I object; dow’t you, Senator McNAimx?

Senator McNarY. Yes,

The CoAtRMAN. Now, did you have amy other conversation in regard
to his employment and the performance of his (tut;r as attormey for
Mr, Campbell?

Mr. BEAULIEU. Only in that same conversation. he says:

“1 told, Campbell that I would appear for him in the State
courts out here in Montana, and that is all T would do.”

The CuAlRMAN, Did you ever after that assume to consult Mr,
WHEELER about permits?

Mr. BepAvLiRU. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN, Did you ever, ms an assoclate counsel or counsel
for Mr. Campbell, have any professional relationship with Mr, WHEELER
thereafter with reference to any mattér which was pending or to be
pending before the Iand office In Montana or before the Interior De-
partment here?

Mr, Bravrieu, No, sir; I did not.

The CHAmRMAN. Now, you were In close tonch with Mr. Campbell's
business all the time, were you not?

Mr. BeavLigv, Yes; I was.

The CHAIBMAN, You, were practically in his office, were you notj or
did you have a separate office?

Mr. BrAULIEU. Well, he furnished the office. I practiced generally
in addition to doing his work.

The CHAIRMAN, Were your offices together—in: the same building?

Mr. Beaurino, Yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN, You had supervision and charge and kmowledge of
all his legal business?

Mr. Bpaviieu, Well, I assume I did; that was, all he banded to
me L took ears of.

The CHAIRMAN. DId you ever Imow of Mr, WHrELER performing
any legal services for Mr. Campbell in connectiom with. any, matters
pending in the Land Office or, in the. Interior Department ov before
any of the departments here?

o Me, BRAULIpU, No, sin; L da not know of any matter at all

The: CHAIRMAN. Did Mr. Campbell; employ, afterwards, aun. attorney
here in, Washington with reference to some matters—a Mr. Feely?

Mr, BeavniEu, Yes; be did.

The CEHAIRMAN, Did you. communicate with Mr. B\’aly?

. Mr, Beavnasu. I did.

The CHAIRMAN. Did. xou eomnmnlcat.a wlth Mr. Feely through: letter
or: telegram.?.

Mr. BeavLiEU. I wrote hlm aevaml letters and. telegrams.

The CHAIRMAN, That was. wh:l:l reference  to matters pendtng before
the: department? . i

Mr. Beavninp. Yes, utr. : !

1 The CEAmMAN. DId Mr, Wmu.nk. h.lm an.yﬁ:lus to do w"lth that?
o M, Bravneau. No, sir; not-that I ever heard of

The CHAIRMAN. Did you consult bim in regard to it in any way?

Mr. BievrLeau. No, sir; not about, that, . In fact, I newer saw Mr,
Waennan, from before he went abroad. until just the other day when I
came to Washington.

The CHAIRMAN, Do. you know of Mr, WHRELER ever performing any
services for Mr, Campbell with reference to these publie-lm m.t‘terg
or matters of any kind before the departmenis? .,

Mr. BRAULIEU. I haver no- knowledge of his mrmrmlng an_r service
with  reference to theee mntters

. The CHARMAN. Have, you, any knowledge of uny agreemnnt on hia
wr. to. perform. such services] FiRG

Mr, BRAUGLIED, I have mot. ]

Mr, BORAH. Mr. President, ¥ want to eall nttenth:m to the
testimony of Mr. Baldwin.’ My, Baldwin is the law partner
of Mr. WHEELER, and to that extent an interested party. But
perhaps, while I am discassing the testimony of Mr. Beaulieu,
it will be more Iogleal to take the testimony of My. Feely, the
attorney in Washington. -

As I have stated, Mr. Beaulien had charge of this matter
of titles and permits and took up these several matters coming
before the department ' Washington with' Mr. Feely. 'Mr.
Feely is a practicing attorney here in Washington. ' He belongs
to the firm of' Vogeisang, Brown, Oram & Feely. He is a
man of ability, and testified with clarity and eandor: Thelr
principal business seems to be that of practicing before the
departments, two of the members of the firm having been at
one time or other connected with the Interior Department.

I ask particular attention to the fact that all these matters
which relate to the land matter passed dh‘ecm trom Mr.

"Beaunlfeu to Mr. Feely.

. I read the following from the t.eatlmony oft Mr Feely"

The CHAIRMAN, What were the cincumstances and  the piues and
time where you met him? B

Mr. Frerny. I met Mr. Campbell in "March, and he was, iutmdnced
by Mr. Booth. Mr. Campbell stated to me that he had matters pend-
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ing before the department with reference to clearing up certain titles,
and that he had heard of our firm in Montana, and he arranged with
our firm through me to take care of all the matters that he had pend-
ing and In connection with which he was interested in the Kevin
Sunburst fleld.

The CHAIRMAN., Can you give the date, about?

Mr. Feery. I ean nof, Senator. It was some time in Mareh; I am
quite certain about that.

The CHAIRMAN. Was the contract of employment in writing?

Mr. FeeLy. No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. The terms of the contract were, then, that you were
to take charge of the matters concerning Mr. Campbell's interests
before the department?

Mr. FEELY. That was it. Mr, Campbell told me he had several mat-
ters pending there respecting titles, and he had an attorney named
Beaulien in Great Falls who took care of matters there, and that he
would refer all mattera through Mr. Beaullen to our firm, which he did,

The CHAmMAN, With whom dld you communicate in Montana as
representative of Mr. Campbell?

Mr. FErLY. Mr. Beaulleu, of Great Falls, Mont., extensively.

The CHAIRMAN. By letter and by telegram?

Mr. FeeLy. Oh, 1 imagine 50 or more telegrams passed between our
firm and Mr. Beaulieun and more letters than that. We handled all
those cases and were in constant correspondence with Mr, Beaulieu
regarding all the matters that he referred to us.

The CHAIRMAN, Did you, then, take up the matters that Mr., Camp-
bell had before the department?

Mr. FeeELY. Yes; we took up all of the permits and all the applica-
tions for extensions and the various assignments of all those permits
which were assigned to us by Mr. Beaulieu.

The CHAIRMAN. In your employment by Mr. Campbell, was your firm
employed individually—or singly, I should say—or in connection or in
association with somebody glse?

Mr, FEELY. No, sir; our firm was employed as a firm here,

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. FeerLY. But we had no connection ;
tion or soclal conmection with Mr. Beaulieu. Mr, Beaullen, as I
understood it, was Mr. Campbell's attorney in Montana, and Mr.
Campbell sent everything in to us through Mr.  Beaulien.

The CHAIRMAN. Was there anyone else present when you were em-
ployed except Mr. Booth?

Mr. FeeLY. No, sir.

The CoAmman. Are you acquainted with Senator WHERLER?

Mr, FeerLy. I met Senator WHEELER during the summer of 1923,
and 1 think it was practically after we had carried out all the business
that was intrusted to us by Mr. Camphel through Mr. Beaullen. I
never met Senator WHERLER until during the summer of 1923,

The CHARMAN. You had no acquaintance with Mr. WHEELER, no
business connection with him, then, at the time that the contract was
made with Mr. Campbell ?

Mr, FeeLY. No, sir; I never saw Senator WHEELER before, and the
only thing I ever heard about Senator WHEELER was that he beat Mr.
Riddick, of Montana; and that is all I ever knew about Benator
WHEELER.

Senator CarAwAY. You never had any connection whatever with
him in this matter of Mr, Campbell?

Mr. FeeLy. No, sir; I never wrote to Senator WHEBNLER In connec-
tion with anything, only in the summer of 1923 after I met Senator
WHEBLER personally.

Senator CARAWAY. But you never consulted with him about these
matters?

Mr. FexLy. No, sir.

Senator CARAWAY., He had nothing to do with them?

Mr. FeerLy. No, sir; I never addressed a communication to Senator
WaeeLER in Montana or to SBenator WHEELER'S firm.

* * * * * i *

The CHAmMAN. Just what interest did the United Btates have?
Wags there any controversy there with the United States in regard to
that permit?

1 ask some attention to this statement. In my opinion, if all
the evidence in this case were taken against WHEELER, it would
be very doubtful—I mean as construed by those who think it
proves guilt—if Mr. WHEELER would be guilty under this
statute at all. I read further:

Mr. FepLy. No; not in the Scott case, there was not a controversy.
There was no controversy with the permittees or the assignees in any
of those cases—that is, with the United States. Those permits were
granted, as I stated, under the act of February 25, 1920, for compli-
ance with the terms of the aet; that is, within a certain length of
time that they would place derricks, ete., upon the land, and within
the first year they would go down 500 feet and the next succeeding
year 2,000 feet. There was not any controversy between the United
Btates and any of those permittees to whom I have referred. Of

that Is, no financial connec-

course, the United States, through the Commissioner of the General
Land Office, declded all questions as to who was entitled to the
assignments of those various permits; but I do not consider that as a
controversy between the permittee and the United States.

The CHAIRMAN. What I was going to reach is, what financial in-
terest or what interest would the United States have in the guestion
of whether John Doe or Richard Roe held a particular permit?

Mr. FEELY. None whatsoever,

* - - * * * *

The CHAIRMAN. In connection with any of these permits to which
I have called your specific attention and which are mentioned in the
Indictment, or any other permit, what, if anything, did Mr. WHEEBLER
have to do with you or you with Mr. WHERLER or your firm with Mr,
WHEELER with reference to thesé matters, whatever they may have
been, in which you presented the question to the dapartmenti

Mr, FeeLy. Absolutely nothing.

So we have not only the contract as made by Mr. Stout and
as affirmed by Mr. Campbell and stated by Mr. Beaulieu but
we have that which is much stronger proof, more conclusive
evidence, that in carrying out this contract Mr. WHEELER ob-
served the declaration which he made to Stout and made to
Campbell that he would have nothing to do with the presenta- '
tion of these matters before the department, and the result
of it was that Beaulieu took the matter up with Feely, and
Mr. Feely put every single one of those controverted marters
through the department, without consultation in any way with
Mr. WHEELER. Neither Mr. Beaulieu in Montana nor Feely in
Washington consulted or knew Mr. WHEELER in these matters
before the departments. The matters passed through a wholly
different channel.

I do not know how legal evidence could more thoroughly
establish the fact that this was a contract outside the Inhibi-
tion of the statute, and that Mr. WHEELER observed in good
faith the terms of the contract as he understood it. If there
was no agreement to accept payment, if there was no com-
pensation made for the services, Mr. WHEELER had a right to
do what every western Senator does every day, to make any
suggestion with reference to his constituents which he thought
was in their interest. I venture to say that if you will open
the files of any western Senator, you will find evidence of such
transactions going on from day to day. This entire matter
turns upon the question of whether there was an agreement
behind what he was doing, or compensation to come, and all
legal and competent evidence disproved it. The testimony of
interested and disinterested witnesses alike declares that no
such contract as inhibited by the statute was made. You must
find that Mr. Stout deliberately falsified his entire testimony.
You must find that Mr. Beaulieu, a disinterested and reputable
attorney at the bar, colored his testimony. You must find
that Mr. Feely, a practicing attorney here in Washington,
whoelly disinterested, must have colored his testimony, or else
you must conclude that the contract was clean, and that the
parties carrying it out were clean from the beginning to the
close. All legal or competent testimony must be disregarded,
and all disinterested witness put aside in order to avoid the
conclusion that Senator WHEELER stands clear of any wrong-
doing.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho
yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. BORAH. I yield.

Mr. GLASS. I feel impelled to call attention to the fact
that this is a matter gravely affecting the integrity of one of
the great executive departments of this Government. Not only
does it involve the integrity of a great executive department
of this Government but it involves the question, as some of
us think, of attempted blackmail by that department through
the forms of law. Yet when the chairman of the committee
investigating the facts of this matter appears here to present
the facts and to argue them we have on the other side of the
Chamber not exceeding four Members, including that mems-
ber of the committee who acted as prosecutor of the Senator
from Montana.

Mr, STERLING. Mr. President, will the Senator excuse
me for calling his attention to a word which I hardly think
he is justified in using? The Senator from South Dakota
does not act as prosecutor of the Senator from Montana in
these proceedings. All the Senator from South Dakota was
interested in was the truth, so far as it aflected what I
deemed the-proper question in this case, and that is as to
whether the grand jury were justified in finding an indict-
ment even if we should go that far, and I object to the use
of the word * prosecutor” in characterizing my connection
with this proceeding. |
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Mr. GLASSE; - Mr. President, I meed the term as it has gen- .

erally been wmsed here to designate that member of the com-

mittee whe has made himself especially active in seeking, ap-.

parently, to convict the Senator -or person ¢!

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, again the Senater from
virginia misrepresents me. 1 am not seeking to comvict the
Senator from Montana. T should regret to see ithe Senator
from Montana convicted.

Mr. GLASS. Well, 1 do not think you will see that. I
meant the designation in no eoffensive sense whatsoever. I
ventured teo interrupt fthe distingmished Senator frem Idaho
in order to call the wcountry’s attention teo the sort of pro-
ceeding we have bere in @ matter of this kind, ms I said,
gravely affeeting the wvery integrity ef .one of the great execu-
tive departments of this Government, charged with undertak-
ing to blackmail the Senate of the United States and to .cause
it $o terminate its investigatiom of rascality by invelving one
of its own Members in a serious charge. There have been as
many as four Senators en the other side of the Chamber to
Lear an exposition af the facts adduced by this investigation.

AMr. BORAH. Mr. President, I now call attention to the
testimony ©of Mr. Baldwin. Mr. Baldwin is the law partner
of Mr. WaerrEr, Of conrse we must take into consideration
im weighing his testimony that he is his law partper and per-
haps feels an interest deep!y in his welfare. But Mr. Baldwin
came befere the committee and brought with him all the boeks
of the firm that had any relatien to the matter under investiga-
tion. I do net want anyone whe is interested in besmirching
the character of Senator WrareLer to forget for a moment that
Senator WaHEELER and Mr, Baldwin brought everything in their
possession for the purpose of uneovering it before our commit-
tee. The docket as they kept it from day te day, the registry

of their tramsactions in the office, the record of their lawsuits,

any correspondence that they had, was at the beck and call
of the committee.

Mr. Baldwin appeared and ne ene could hear Mr. Baldwin
testify withont eoncluding that he was stating with care and
caution the facts as he understood them. He stated, in cor-
roboration .of the testimony already given by other witnesses,
that their firm’s sole duty and obligation under the contract was
te look after the litigation in Mentana, They opened the
records and disclosed the proceedings, the number of sults pend-
ing, what they did in the suits, the motions filed, the demurrers
filed, the metions argued, the demurrers argued. It was all
thrown open to the cemmittee. I shall net take the time of
the Senate to read Mr. Baldwin's testimeny, baut it is clear cover-
ing all peints, and eonclusive and in complete harmony with
the facts as developed by the acts of the respective parties
in carrying out the contract.

I now read from the testimony of Mr. Baldwin:

The CHAIRMAN. Now, coming back to this §2,000 payment and con-
tract, did that have anything to do-with any matter other than the
matters to which you have veferred and im commection with the litiga-
tion in the Btate courts?

Mr. Birowrin. Abselutely mothing. That was our retainer to ecare
for His business in Moentana in the comrts for a period of one year.

The CmairMAN. Now, disposing for the moment of the receivership,
did you bring other sunits for him?

Mr. Batpwin. We breught a number of suits, and also dcfended a
number of suits. This record shows 19 cases. i

The CHAIRMAN, Nineteen cases in which you appeared as plaintiff or
defendant ? | i

~Mr. BALbwiIN. For the Campbell interests ; yes, sir.

Mhe (Cmimmman, State gememlly, Mr. Baldwin, the nature of that
litigation.

Mr, Barpwin., Well, some of It was large Htigation emd some of it
was not 'so large.

The CHAIEMAN. Abowt what was the nature of the ltigation?® What
did it have reference to?

Mr. Bappwin. It had reference to—ene case was o case for a libel
tavolving $100,000.  There wore certain publications put in eireula-
flon for the purpose, as we thought, 'of damagimg Ar. Campbéall's com-
pany and ruining his reputation and the reputation of his concerns;
anfl for the purpose of stopping further wirculation of such matter we
brought an action agninet 1. B. Stevenson, as I recall it, for $100,000.
There were snits brought against Mr. CamnpbeHl that would, 1f carried
to a euccessful conclusion, pot his companies out of budiness, and we
defended In those, 1

There was a case brought by L. B. Btevenson against ome of Mr.
€ampbell's companies for A number of thousand dollars—tens of thou-
pands of -dollars, T thinik—eclaimed to be due on account of percentages
earned in ‘financing one of the concerns. i

There were smaller suits brought against ethers for the purpose of
recovering amounts of money that we supposed they had abstracted
improperly from the companies’ funds.

There is an action pending in the district court at Shelby involving
8 trangfer made by one of the Campbell companies to some one in
Seattle. If you want the detailed information, I have the record here,

The CHAIRMAN. No; I do not think it is necessary to go into details,

Mr. CampBELL. But that is a general statement.

The CHAmRMAN. Was thepe anything pending in your office at any

. time relative te Mr. Campbell's nffairs which reguired you to appear

before the Interfor Department or the local land offices in Montana?

Mr. BALDWiN. Absolutely mething. I have never appeared before
the Interior Department for anybody. So far as I know, the firm
was never retained in any case to appear before that department.

The Crarmmaw, Was there eyer anything placed in your office to
be looked after which would lead you to the land office either in Mon-
tana or in the Imterior Department here?

Mr, BALDWIN. Absolutely mothing. Mr, Campbell and his companies
had an atterney nmmed Beaulien who took cave of all their records and
titles. And when it did appear to be necessary—mnow, this again is
bheargay with me ; it was mot placed before -me—when it became neces-
gary for Mr. Campbell to secure counsel before the Interlor Depart-
ment, he employed atterneys here in Washington, D. C. We were mot
consulted at all about that. °

The CaarrMaN. Did your firm ever communicate with the lawyer
here dn Washington with reference to these matters—with Mr. Feely?

Mr. Banowin. Certainly not. I do not think there was any cor-
respondence ever had between Mr. Feely and our office. 1 have
searched the files—or, rather, run through the files—and I never saw
a letter of that kind.

Here I call atfention to some letters which passed between
Mr. WarerEr and Mr. Campbell, These letters are photostatic
copies of documents which were impounded in Montana, part
of the documents which, as has been stated in the publie prints,
were so damning to Mr. WaeEeLee. 1 shall only read some
paragraphs, but in all references to the matter in this cor-
respondence, where they were In controversy about the pay-
ment of the fee and the delay in paying the fees, there is not
an intimation anywhere to the effect that the services of Mr.
WaerLEr covered anything other than the litigation in Mon-
tana. The letters refer to the fact that “ You are employed
to attend to the litigation in Montana.,” I pause to say also
that there is not a piece of documentary evidence in the case
that controverts that proposition.

Mr. Campbell said in one of these letters:

We are wondering what we ave going to do about our lawsuits and
cases. Mr, Beaulicu bas left eur organization and gone to California,
We have not empleyed another atterney, and I de mot want o do so
at this thme, but we wish to werk throngh your office if we pos-
sibly can.

This was the time when they were having some controversy
because the fees had not bheen paid. There had been $2,000
pald in Janwary and $2,000 paid in February amd the balance
was unpaid. It was to be paid, as I understand it, $1,000 a
month thereafter.

We do not know when these sults are set for trial, as this was all

left to Mr. Beaulieu, and I did not get to see him before he left to get
all the data.

Mr, Wn‘mm, in reply, said:

With reference to your litigation there is no season why you should
not handle it through our office. I am quite sure Mr. Baldwin would
be glad to handle it, and, as I indicated to you before, if some of the
litigation were of sufficient importance I might go to Montana myself

and apesist in the trial. But, Campbell, 1 can not bandle this litigation
without being pald,

Again, in a letter fram Mr. Campbell:

We were nnder the impression that' we were to pay you $10,000 a
year for your services. I 'belleve this was the understanding, that we
were supposed to pay you originally $3,000. We have already paid
Fou .§4,000. We were under the inrpressiom that this would carry at
least until our sults came to trial and something was done in regard
to our litigation. But now, WHEELER, I want you to get me right.
I am not trying to crawl out of any obligation .or make anyone the
goat except myself, but I really think enongh money has been paid to
our attorneys and that our cases should at least be taken care of.

Again he said in another paragraph:

1 think Mr, Baldwin could well afford, on the money paid into your
partnership, ‘to earry en this litigation at least to the point where it
comes to trial in the courts.

Mr. WHEELER, in reply, sald:

The understanding that you speak of in your letter is not aceurate,
The understanding was that you were to pay $4,000 dewn, and thet
you were to pay each month until the sum of $10,000 was paid. How-
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ever, I want to do everything I can to help you out, but yon must in
turn do something to try to raise the money also, I shall be glad to
gee you when you come East,

I think it more than signficant—I think it convineing proof—
that when they were discussing the matter with reference to
the fees and where there was some impatience expressed upon
the part of Mr. WHEELER that the fee was not being taken care
of, that these parties in their correspondence, which must have
been under circumstances in which they would not be supposed
to be speaking other than that which they understood to be
the fact, referred to the services as litigation in the State of
Montana. It is much stronger to me, the almost unconscious
expression of “litigation " as they had understood it from the
beginning, than any oral testimony that could be given. So I
repeat that the documentary evidence before the committee
supports the contention of the oral testimony of those who made
the contract. You must controvert, disregard, or disprove not
only the oral testimony of those whoe made the contract but the
written evidence of it as expressed between the parties from
time to time when it was being carried out. Does not the
direct testimony prove there was no illegal contraet; does not
the acts of the parties, such as Mr. WHEELER's statement to
Beaulieu, prove there was no illegal contract; does not the let-
ters referring to the litigation prove there were no illegal con-
tract?

Now let us turn to another phase of the matter. T have
already called attention to the services of Mr. Beaulfeu and
Mr. Feely.  What do we find when we get to the land office?
Particular stress is laid upon the fact by the Senator from
South Dakota that when Mr. WHEELER came to Washingten he
called upon Mr. Edwin Booth, the presumption being apparently,
as viewed by the Senator from South Dakota, that one aequaint-
ance can mnot call upon another acquaintance from Montana
without some sinister motive behind the transaction. Mr. Booth
and Mr. WHEELER had been acquainted for 20 years. They had
been in Montana politics on opposite sides of the fence. 'When
Mr, WHEELER came to Washington he called mpon Mr. Booth.
If Mr. WaEELER had not called upon Mr. Booth until he was
employed by Mr. Campbell, it might have been argued, and I
presume would have been argued, and, indeed, is '‘argued im-
ferentially in the minority report, that he fmmediately sought
him out for a sinister purpose. But Mr. WHEELER came down
here in December, 1922, after his election and before he was
employed by Mr. Campbell, and had no reason for calling upon
Mr. Booth so far as Mr, Campbell was concerned, but it was
then that he ealled upon Mr. Booth in the first instanee. I
think he went out to his home., If I remember correctly, their
wives visited. They were acquaintances. He called upon Mr,
Booth, and, as Mr. Booth said, no discussion whatever was had
with reference to any matter touching business interests in
Montana. So it is apparent that when Mr. WHEELER came here
again in January he called upon Mr. Booth because of his
acquaintanceship and friendship, which had caused him to call
upon him in December prior to his employment by Mr. Campbell.

What happened when he ealled upon Mr. Booth? In the
conversation, said Mr. Booth, who was a Republican appointee
of the Department of the Interior, Mr. WHEELER stated that
he had been engaged in some heavy litigation in Montana for
Mr. Campbell, and that Mr. Campbell’s business was in bad
shape; that he was financially embarrassed; that some of his
titles seemed to be involved, but that he thought he had helped
to straighten him out some by winning his receivership case.
He also said to Mr. Booth that if there was anyone Mr: Booth
was acquainted with whom he thought might be interested in
investing in oil properties in Montana he would like to get in
toueh with him, beeause he would be very glad to help Mr.
Campbell in that respect. Mr. Booth spoke of a certain gentle-
man whom he thought might be interested in the proposition
and the discussion proceeded along that lime, such & general
discussion as might very well take place between two gentlemen
from Montana who were somewhat familiar, one of them en-
tirely familiar and the other more or less familiar, with the
situation.

When Mr, Booth is asked if Mr. WHEELER undertook to pre-
sent any matter to him in which Mr. Campbell was interested
in the way of asking his services as a solicitor of the depart-
ment he states emphatically that he did not; that the most
important feature of the discussion was with reference to
finding some one to finance his situnation.

I here read from the testimony of Booth:

Mr. BoorH. Yes. 1 think, Benator, just to keep straight—my
recollection is that the first day he came in and I was holding a con-
ference. The boys from Mentana were interested in the Crow Lake
irrigation project, and that day he came in, and I think he went out,
and I do not remember anything he said. I think he went away, !

The following afternoon he returned and we had some conversation
and we talked about some matters. He finally said to me—this is
just my statement in a résumé, not the exact words—Il am not trying
to quote Benator WHEmLER's exact language; I could not—the effect
of his conversation was that he had very shortly before that heen
into quite a lawsuit in Great Falls in which Gerdon Campbell's prop-
ertles, or some portion of them, were involved. He taiked with me
about the lawsuit; told me that Campbell's properties were in yery
bad shape—that is, his condition—that the situation of his properties
was bad; that it was. rather complicated ; that his financial condition
was had, and that he was desirous-of assisting Mr. Campbell; that
that lawsult had in & measure, I think, done some adjusting, but.
Campbell had some difficulties with oil lands which he had, including
some Government lands; and I asked the Senator if he knew what
Government lands and be told me he did not. I asked him if he
could give me the serial numbers of any of them and he sald no; and
I think I asked him #f he knew anything about it, and he sald he
did not; that Campbell had that information and that he did not
have it. I said that he would bave to get it from Campbell in some
way, and discussed the matter, and I think that the Senator eaid that
it would probably be best if Campbell would come to Washington
and take it up, and asked me if I would discuss it with Mr. Campbell
if he did come here, and I told him I surely would, and would cer-
tainly help him in any way I could

We discussed the matter of Mr. Campbell's finances, and during
the eonversation he asked me if I had met any men, or if I knew
anyone who might likely be Interested to the extent that Campbell
might finance his property, and I teld him of a gentleman in New
York; afd while we were talking my secretary may have been in
there quite a portion, of the time; but at any rate, if he wus not,
he ecame in and heard & part of this conversation, and he spoke up
and gaid that Mr. Nyce was in the building, and that posaibly some
of the companies in which he was interested might be interested, and
1 said, * Step out and get him."” He stepped out and got Mr. Nyce
and brought him im and I introduced him te Senator WHERLER.
Peter Q. Nyce is his name,

He talked to Senator WHEsLER aimd asked him aboeut what properties
Mr, Campbell had, if he had a plat or deseription or anything about
them, and Mr. WeEBLER said he did not; and he wanted to know what
the condition was, whether Campbell had title to the lands; and
WHEELER, &8 I recall; told him that he did not Ikmew about that.
He asked him whether there was some school land, and the different
kinds, and I do net know who suggested it, but prebably Mr. Nyce,
as I recall, suggested that If Senamtor WHERLE® would get a descrip-
tion of the lands and let him have that he would submit it to such
people as he was interested with, and there might be something done:

Senator CArawax: May I interrupt you for just ome moment? Mr.
Nyee has nothing to do with the Government?

Mr. BoorH. No, no; purely outside the Government.

The CHAIRMAN, Yes; that was all outside of the Government,

Mr. Boors. That was fust the socinl side, and my trying to assist.
The brief of it was that Mr. Nyce and Benator WHzrLER and myself-—
I guess all of us took & hand in it—dictated a telegram to my stenog-
rapher requesting Mr. Campbell to send in a list of the properties; and
it did come, and I got hold of it and forwarded it to Mr. Nyce.

The CHAIRMAN, This lst of properties wou were sending for was
gent for as the result of thil conversation with reference to financing
the land?

The CHAmMAN, That had nothing to do with departmental matters,

Mr. Boors, No, =ir.

Benator: CarAway, It was mot for you at all; it was for Mr, Nyce?

Mr. BoorH. Sure; for Mr. Nyce and this other gentleman in New
York 1 spoke of. | It wae mot anything to de with the department
at all.

The CHATRMAN, Was Mr. WEmeLER ever at the Interler Department
after that about this matter that you reeall?

Mr. Boorm. Not to my knowledge, ever, 'Let me say, Ssn:tor that
Senator W left my office that evening late; it was very nearly
b o'clock when we left with Mr, Nyce, and that evening or the next
morning he and his wife left, as I recall, for Florida, and he told me
he expected to come back and then was going to Hurope; and the next
1 heard my wife got a letter from his wife saying that they had
changd their plans and gone to Burope, and I did not see Mr, WHEELER
until during the Shrine comvention, when he returned here to Wash-
ington,

The CEAmRMAN, Did Mr. WaesLER, to your knowledge, at any time
appear before you in your department presenting the question aof
assignments of leases or anything of that kind?

Mr. Boorm. He did net. |

The CHAIRMAN, Did he solicit your ald or your help with reference
to these mssignments or amything cennected with them}

Mr. BoorH. Do you mean these m!

The CHAIRMAN. Yea,

Mr, Boorn. No, sir,

’
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1t has been said that Mr. Booth afterwards entered into cor-
respondence with Mr. Campbell. Certainly he 'did. It was en-
tirely natural that he should, because Mr. Campbell wanted his
affairs attended to. Mr. Booth was in the department. He
wrote to him and it finally résulted in what—not in Mr. Booth
going to Mr., WHEELER and consulting WHeELER and taking his
advice or counseling with him as to what he ghould do, but it
resulted in Mr. Booth suggesting the employment of an attor-
ney here in Washington for the purpose of taking care of the
business before the department, Upon the suggestion of Booth,
Mr. Campbell went, not to his Senator for his Influence or as

his attorney, but, upon the suggestion of Mr, Booth, Mr, Feely,.

of the firm of Vogelsang, Brown, Cram & Feely, was employed.
The entire business after that time was transacted between Mr.
Feely and Mr. Beaulieu with reference to the matter,
% I called attention yesterday to the testimony of Governor
pry.
that if Mr. WHEELER had been seeking to exert his influence or
in any way to control the action of those who had to pass upon
these questions it would have been practically impossible for
the Commissioner of the Land Office not to have known it
Certainly it would have been impracticable and practically im-
possible for anything to have been consummated without the
officials of that office knowing it. Commissioner Spry states
that Mr. WHEELER came into the office one day, and, after a
few pleasantries, it was stated by Mr. Booth that Mr. WHEELER
had a client in Montana who was in the oil business; and
WHEELER immediately spoke up and said, “The only interest I
have is that he gets a fair deal before the department.’” Com-
missioner Spry said, * That he will get, as does everybody else."
Commissioner Spry states that Mr. WHErLEr's conduct before
the department was the same as that of other western Senators,
that apparently of suggesting fair play for his clients.

Now, reflect, Mr. President, upon the exertion of influence
upon the part of the United States Senator with the Land
Office! The only two men he ever came in contact with testified
definitely and positively that lre at no time sought to present
these matters to them or to ask their influence in regard to it.

There is only one theory upon which Mr. WHEELER can be held
responsible; there is only one theory upon which he can be
condemned ; that is, in the first instance, that he is presumed to
be gunilty; in the second instance, that every disinterested wit-
ness who testifies directly to the contrary is a perjurer.

The Senator from South Dakota said yesterday that a United
States Senator under charge was upon a level with the humblest
citizen charged with erime, and that he must take his position
upon a level with the most humble citizen. Certainly so; nobody
contends otherwise. Mr. WHEERLER, in my judgment, would be
the last man to contend it. I certainly do not contend that
because a man is elected to the Senate of the United States
he shall be tried in a court of eriminal justice upon any other
theory or under any other rule than that which is applied even
to the vagrant upon the street. All are equal, or should be,
before the bar of public justice, and each man’s guilt or inno-
cence shall be tested by the same rules and adjudged under
the same law. If, however, you were frying a vagrant from
the street you would give him the benefit of the presumption
of innocence until the evidence established his guilt. Not only
that, but if you were frying a vagrant from the street yon
would not go to the man who was testifying on impression or
from hearsay and take his testimony against that of a reputable
citizen who was standing at the source of authority and testi-
fying to direct facts. Try Mr. WHEELER upon the same basis
that you would try anyone else; take the witnesses who are
familiar with the facts, who testify and give legal and com-
petent evidence; give him the presumption of innocence that
accompanies every man charged; and there is not a scintilla of
testimony here which shows that he ever entered into a contract
for or received compensation for any services which he per-
formed before the Land Office or the departments.

Now, Mr. President, let us take up some of the testimony
upon which some persons seem to think, if nothing more,
that there was probable cause for the grand jury finding
this indietment. Of course, I am not going to discuss the
question of whether or not there was probable cause. I think,
Mr. President, that you could indiet anybody if you would
withhold from the grand jury all the evidence which was
legal and competent and only introduce hearsay and impres-
slons; and, while I am not interested in what the grand jury
did, the fact stands out that not a single witness who knew
of the making of the contract or who could give legal and
competent evidence of it was called before the grand jury.
There was probably not a member of the grand jury who had
any knowledge whatever of this transaction as if is narrated
before the committee by witnesses who are ‘amiliar with the

I shall not reread it to-day, but I undertake to say |

facts. No one could criticize the grand jury, not being familiar
with the rules of the competency of the evidence, for taking
almost any view.

Now we come to the evidence upon which the grand jury
is supposed to have acted. I first call attention to the testi-
mony of Mr. Glosser, I read from page T9 of the hearings.
The first time he saw Mr. WHrEELER nothing took place of
any moment. The chairman said:

Fix the date when you next saw him.

Mr. GrossEr. 1 would have to refer to the records of lawsuits and
things like that. T have not got them with me, Mr. WHEELER was
interested in the lawsnits, and he was up at Great Falls at the time
a lawsuit was trled there.

The CuAmrMAN., The next time that you saw him, If you can recall,
was there anything said about his employment as an attorney?

Mr. GrossEr. Oh, yes; he was there working on cases.

That is, the litigation in Montana,

The CHAIBMAN. Yes; he was there working on cases. But was there
any conversatlon—did you have any conversation with Mr. WHEELER—
about his employment? ; L

Mr. Grosser. You mean with reference to hig direct employment by
Campbell 7

The CHAIBMAN. Yes,

Mr. GrLossgr. Only in so far as Campbell's business was affected.
I woulll never discuss with the Benator his deal with Campbell or any-
thing like that. T talked of Campbell's business to the Benator,

The CHAIRMAN. What was the nature of the business you talked
of to him?

Mr. Grosser. We had discussed at various times various lawsnits,
all the land titles, and Campbell’s business generally in the prospect-
ing fleld, and the outcome there. All of Campbell's business was at
various times discussed, or a good part of it.

Bepator STERLING. With Mr. WHEELER 7

The CHAIRMAN. With Mr. WHEELER ¢

Mr. GrLosseEr. Yes; with Mr. WHEELER.

The CHAIRMAN. Was there anyone else present when yon were dis-
cussing this business of Mr. Campiell with him?

Mr, GLOSSER. Yes,

The CHARMAN, Who was pregent?

. Mr. Grosser. There were several at different times. Mr. Rhea was
present several times and Mr. Campbell was present, and at other
times I think Mr. Harvey was there.

The CHAIRMAN. What was the nature of the discussion? How did
you come to discuss it with him? What was the nature of the dis-
cusaion ?

Mr. Grosser. We discussed the matters because WHEELER was rep-
resenting Mr. Campbell and I was representing Mr. Campbell, too; and
it was natural that we should discuss the business Campbell had. We
had that common point in view, of arriving at the same thing; a lot of
business—that is, all of Campbell's business.

The CHAmRMAN. I understand; but is there any specific gsubject mat-
ter in the business which Mr., WHEBLER had charge of that you could
now recnll that you talked over with him?

Mr. Grossem, Yes; Mr. Campbell had a good many lawsuits, and
they were discussed in a general way; and one lawsult In particular
that Mr. WHEELER was handling at that time was discussed a good
bit. Other times the land titles were discussed, and Government per-
mits, and everything that Mr., Campbell had anything to do with was
discussed.

The CHAIRMAN, Were you ever present when Mr. Campbell and
Mr., WHEELEE talked over the terms of his employment?

Mr. Grosskr. Yon mean hils compensation?

The CHAIRMAN, Yes, t

Mr. Grossen, No; I was never present when they talked that over.

The CrAlRMAN, Did you ever talk over with Mr. WHEELER the
scope of hls employment—what he was employed to do?

Mr, GLossER. No; I never discussed that point with Mr, WHEELEE.
I took it for granted ; to represent Mr, Campbell,

The CHAIRMAN, What was the nature of these lawsuits in which
Mr, WHEELER was acting?

Mr. Gr.osseEr. The lawsnits?

The CHAIRMAN, Yes,

Mr, Grossen, ‘They were sults that Mr. L. C, Stevenson and his.asso-
clated companies had filed against Campbell Individually and Camp-
bell’'s companies.

The CHAIAMAN. They involved the question of having a receiver
appointed over Mr, Campbell’'s property 7

Mr. Grosser. Yes; that was one particular——

The CHAIRMaN. Did that include all of Mr, Campbell's properiy;
did they ask for a recelver?

Mr. Grossen. No; they asked for a receiver of the Gordon Campbell
Kevin Byndicate, .

The CHAIRMAN, Was that valnable property?
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Mr. Grosser, Some of his land wes very valmable., It was thought
so At that time, J

The CHAIRMAN. It was very importast Mtigation?

Mr. GLosasr, Yes; it was.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr, WHEELER was brought imto that litigation?

Mr, Grosseg. I think he had meore er less to do with handling the
legnl end of the pult; yes.

The CHAIRMAN, It had been begun before he was employed ?

Mr. G R. You mean the suit had beea flled?

The CEAIRMAN. Yes.

Mr. President, that s the distinguishing feature of Mr.
Glosser’s testimony. He says that he never talked over with
Wezerzs the terms of the employment; he did mot discuss it
with Mr. Campbell in the presence of Mr. Wazeres ; but that
he was under the impression that Mr. WHEELER Was Tepresent-
ing Mr. Campbell. Whatever he might say in regard to it
would be pure hearsay.

He made two affidavits, one in Montana amd the other in
Colorado; and there is a wide difference in the affidavits. He
testifies that he had an impressien that Mr. WHEELER was
representing Mr. Oampbell in these land permits; but it was
only an impressien, only an understanding, and mot arrived
at by reason of anything that he ever heard WHEEIER BAY Or
any agreement that he ever heard WHeEELER discnss with Mr,
Campbell. It would not make any differesce what the testi-
mony of Glosser was; it eould not be anything but hearsay
testimony. It would certainly met be eansidered against the
testimony of these who made the contract.

Mr. Glosser's testimony is tied to Mr. Rhea’s testimony. I
read into the Recorp yesterday, Mr. President, Mr. Rhea's testi-
mony; I shall not read it again te-day; but 1 will recount it
in comnection with Mr. Glesser's testimony. Rhea says that
at the same time Glosser had his talk with Campbell and Mr.
WHEErER or in their presence he alse was present. Rhea was
there for the purpose of discussing primarily the guestion of
a new trustee. The property was controlled by a board of tras-
tees. Mr. Wamsirr had insisted that Mrs. Campbell retire as
trustee, and Mr. Rhea had been called on to take the place of
Mrs. Campbell. This conversation toek place between Mr,
Glosser, Mr. Rhea, Mr. Campbell, and Mr. WaesLes, M,
Campbell and Mr. Rhea doing the principal part of the talking,
What was this conversation? It was to this effect: Mr. Camp-
bell said to Mr. Rhea, who owned the Philip McGowan permit:

I think Mr. WHEELER Wwill be able to stralghten that eut in Washing-

tom, and if he is able to straizhten it eut, we vught to give him a pretty
good slice. |

When asked what Mr. WaEELER Baid, he replied that he said
nothing. If Mr. Waeerer heard the eonversation, he paid noe
aftention to it. Buat how did it terminate? Myr. Rhea imme-
diately said to Mr. Campbell that that permit belonged to him:
that he had his own attorney; that he @id not desire to employ
Mr. WHEFLER ; that he @did not employ Mr, WaeELER ; that Mr.
Waesrer did not attend to the matter for him; that Mr.
Beaulieu did attend to it for him; that he paid Mr. Beaulieu
forthtt; and that Mr. WHeerer had nething whatever to do
with it,

There is the testimony of Mr. Glosser, which Is hearsay, and
of Mr. Rhea, who whelly exonerates Mr. WHrELER, against the
testimony of Stout, the letters between WaEpLER and Camp-
bell, the testimony of Beaulieu, the testimony of Feely, the
testimony of Campbell, of all of those who testified directly.
They are putting into this record against Mr. Waemer the
hearsay of one witness and the absolwte exoneration of Mr.
WHErRLER by the other witnesses, and cry “ Guilty.”

I repeat, Mr. President, that so far as the making of the
contract is concerned or the receiving of compensation, there is
no conflict of testimony in the record. Upon fhe issme upon
whieh guilt or innocence depemnds, to wit, the making of the
contract or the receiving of compengation, there is no eonflict of
evidence. And we might stop right here. For if there was no
agreement nor no compensation had, then any and all things
which WarELeEr might or might net have done before the
department were proper, legal and im line with what every
western Senator does year after year.

The Senater from Nebraska [Mr. Nommig] asks me if Mr.
Waeerer festified. Mr., Waneres did testify. I am not going
to discuss his testimony, because I hardly have time to ge over
it. He testified to all the, facts and details
his employment, stated what he did, and took up
telegrams and letters and discussed
mony is here, and doubfless will be read by a
wish to know the facts, I have not planned in my line of dis-
cussion to go into it. I think the caumse
Senator’s statement,

Now, Mr. President, I want to refer briefly to the <doco-

mentary evidence. I have already taken wp the letters which
between these

In the first place, I eall the wttention of fhe Senate to the

in respect: If yeu take the docu-

evidence and look it over, mpon its face there is no

suggestion whatever of sny improper ceaduct. Mr. WEDzLmR

sent no and wrote no letters that he would not have

f
i
gad

compensation. Therefore, in order that the decumentary evi-
dence shall have any cy ut ail, or

present the matter,” or that * 1 have presemted the case a8
best I cowld to the Land Departmeat,” and so forth; and that
is far more than appears upon the face of these telegrams or
the face of these documentary evifences, mmless, as 1 say, yon:
go back to the proposition of an illegal contraet and
upon that proposition, and that I fhink I hawve disposed
This documentary evidence should be read
anether outstanding aid undisputed fact, and

Campbell finance his undertaking; and that is .
trae with reference to the letter of March 8, te which reference
is made by the Senator from Seuth Dakota and e which much
mfmaiehmbeeumndeinthewhhc-mtanndat
page i

This is a letter written by Mr. WHesiEr to Mr. Campbell
under date of March 8 1928. In this letter he says—I will
come to another paragraph in a few mements—

On the train coming down I met Mr. Chisom, and he weemed quite
taken up with your proposition, but stated that he felt that a millien
dollars should be raised, amd I thoroughly sgreed with him. Within
the next day or two 1 will also take the matter wp with some otber
parties here in the city, whom 1 think will be Interested.

I call attention to that becsuse that runs all threugh the
telegrams and letters and documentary evidence—that ene of
the things that Mr. WHEELER was trying to do, a thing which
he had a perfect right to do, in which the Government was in
no wise imterested, purely a matter between individuals, a pri-
vafe affair, was to help Mr. Campbell finance his nndertaking,
to find some one who would be interested in it

Bear in mind that these telegrams referred to were called
out by information desired with reference to financing the
property. This is not only shown by oral evidence but is re-
vealed by the telegrams and letters themselves, a portion of ome
I have just read. It is guife clear that they did nef relate
to matters before the department in which the Government was
interested, because Mr. WHEELER never at any time—mewer at
any time, I repeat—returned to the depariment or communicated
with the department after he sent these telegrams or wrote any
of the letters. All these matters passed through ihe depart-
ment through Beaulien and Feely.

I now read a paragraph from the letter of March 8:

i wish that you would have your ofice send me a detailed repert of
the comdition of your permit that we discossed with the Stamdard Of
Co. of California, in order that when I take # up with the Department
of the Interior that I will be able te intelligentiy discuss the matter.

The tetter refers to the conversation which Mr. WHEFRLER
had with the attorney for the Standard Oil Co. It seems that
some time previous to his coming to 'Washington, npon one occa-
gion when he was in Mr. Campbell's office, Mr. Campbell intro-
duced Mr. WHEELER to the attorney of the Standard Oil Co.,
and the attorney for the Standard Oil Co. was as
the evidence discloses, that In ‘some sale of 1and or some sale
of interest of Mr. Campbell to the Standard Ol Co. there was
a misunderstanding, a misapprehension, or a mistake with ref-

i

»
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erence to certain property, the Standard Oil Co., as I under-
stand, not getting the amount of property to which they thought
they were entitled. So Mr. WHEELER, in discussing this matter
with Mr. Campbell, calls his attention to the fact that he would
like to have him send the information with reference to that,
so that when he took it up before the Interior Department he
would know how to discuss it intelligently.

This was a controversy between Mr. Campbell and the Stand-
ard Oil Co. It does not appear that the Government had any
interest whatever in the matter. It had to be adjusted between
these two parties; but, as a matter of fact, Mr. Campbell never
replied to the telegram or the letter. The matter was nof
taken up by Mr. WHerLes. If it was ever adjusted, it was
adjusted by other parties, and if it had come to Mr. WHEELER
he could have very properly taken it up and adjusted it without
being within the inhibition of the statute at all. It was, as I
say, a matter between private individuals, ;

Certain telegrams were sent by Mr, WHEELER to Mr. Campbell,
and other telegrams were returned by Mr. Campbell to Mr.
WaEELER, calling for a description of the permits and the mat-
* ters concerning which it was necessary for Mr. WHEELER to be
informed, both with reference to the matter of financing the
proposition and with reference to straightening out such mat-
ters as related to the Standard Oil controversy., As I said a
moment ago, these telegrams do not disclose any improper
conduct upon the part of Mr. WHEELER. They do not disclose
any compensation expected or received, or any agreement; and
if, as we contend, the contract related to the litigation in the
State of Montana, there was not the slightest lmpropriety in
anything that he dld with reference to the presentation of
these matters before the Land Department. There were also
some letters passed between Mr, Booth and Campbell after
WaeeLEr went to Europe, but they in no possible way in-
volve Mr. WHEELER, - ;

Now, Mr. President, unless some on desires to ask a question,
I shall conclude very briefly.

“I want to say, in conclusion, that all parties to this contract
of employment place one construction upon it. All parties who
were familiar with its making or its carrying out place one
construction upon it. There is no discrepancy in the testi-
mony upon that point, no differences of opinion or understand-
ing as to what the contract was. Such men as Glosser got an
impression that it covered the permit. It was only an impres-
sion. He did not hear the contract. Rhea got the same im-
pression, perhaps, It was only an impression. He did not hear
the contract. The parties who made the contract, who were
familiar with its execution, who were in a position where they
had to know what it was, are all agreed—and there is no
difference of view—that it related alone to the litigation in
the State of Montana.

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

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Georgia.

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has very clearly stated what:

the evidence did disclose when it came down to the question of
what the contract was and what it was not, and before the
Senator takes his seat I call his attention to this fact:

If the testimony of Mr. Glosser and the testimony of Mr., Rhea.
with reference to the conversations that were had in the presence
of Senator WHEELER should be given full value, they would be
nothing more nor less than admissions in the nature of con-
fessions; and that evidence, if given its full weight and full
effect, never can establish an offense, When you go back to
what the contract was, as the able Senator has so very clearly
shown, it discloses the entire absence of any offense. I merely
wish to direct the Senator’s attention to that fact. It is relied
upon in the minerity report as the first premise upon which the
action of the grand jury is justified, It is in the nature of a
mere admission, however; and even if it is taken at its full
face value and given full force and full effect this inguiry re-
lates to what the contract was, but you never could establish it
by that admission if it were made and undenled, and if it were
made under circumstances that called for an answer by Senator
WaeeLER. I should like to direct the Senator's attention to the
further fact that it is of the very nature of all confession
evidence or admission evidence that no one is called upon to
make a reply to a charge unless the circumstances demand it;
and in this case Mr. Rhea himself relieved Mr, WHEELER of
the slightest necessity of making any reply to the suggestion
made by Mr. Campbell, because he repudiated the suggestion
himself and said that he had an attorney and would not enter
into any such agreement as that.

Mr. BORAH. So far as Mr. Rhea's testimony is concerned,
I think it is a very conclusive piece of evidence in this case in
favor of Mr. WHEELER. There was a contention, apparently,
upon the part of those who were engaged In presenting this

s

matter against Mr. WHEELER, that Mr, WHEELER was mixed up
with the Philip MacGowan permit. Now the owner of the
permit, the holder of the permit, comes in and says, in effect:
*Mr. WHEELER was not mixed up in it at all”; that he de-
clined to employ Mr. WHEeELER; that Mr. WHEELER was not
employed ; that he had hiz own attorney; that his own attorney
attended to it; that Mr. WHEELER never attended to it, and he
never sought his help to attend to it. 1If there had been any
question at all about the MaecGowan contract or permit, the
owner of the contruet or the owner of the permit absolutely
exonerates Mr. WHeeLER from having anything whatever to do
with it.

Mr. STERLING: Mr, President, not from having anything to
do with it, I should say, but rather from having Mr. WHEELER
as an attorney on his part to do anything in his behalf.

Mr. BORAH. Well, what did Mr, WHEELER have to do with
the Philip MacGowan contract?

Mr., STERLING. I think that was one of the first permits
that Mr. WHerLErR gave his attention to after he came to
Washington, if I remember correctly.

Mr, BORAH. Why, if the Senator from South Dakota will
refresh his memory, there can not be any doubt at all about the
proposition. Mr. Beaulieu says that'he himself attended to it.
Mr. Rhea says that Mr. Beaulieu a¥ his attorney did attend
to it. There is no evidence in this case that Mr. WHEELER
ever touched the Phillp MacGowan permit.

Mr, STERLING. There were two permits, the Philip Mae-
Gowan permit and the Lincoln permit, that were in controversy
here before the department at Washington, to which attention
was being given. .

Mr, BORAH. Yes, exactly; and Mr, Rhea established beyond
peradventure that Mr, WHeeELEr had nothing whatever to do
with the Philip MacGowan contract.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, is the Indietment based
upon the dealings in reference to the Phillp MacGowan permit?

Mr, BORAH. That is one of them, I believe. All you need
to do is to take the testimony of Mr, Feely and Mr. Beaulieun.
They take up these permits separately and individually, deal
with them, and dispose of them, and say that Mr. WHEELER
had nothing to do with them, Then comes Mr. Rhea, the owner
of the permit, and says that while Mr. Campbell suggested
that he might well secure the services of Mr. WHEELER that Mr.
Rhea informed him that he did not want them, and he did
not employ him, ‘

_So I say that all parties to the contract establish one fact,
that Mr. WHEELER was to attend to the litigation in the State
courts of Montana, In addition to that, all parties who had
to do with passing these permits through the Land Office, every
single one of them, disinterested absolutely, exonerates Mr,
WaeeLEr from having anything to do with it.

First, we have the contract established by the witnesses who
made it. Secondly, we have the people who put the permits

‘through the department establishing the fact that Mr, WHEELER

was not connected with it—Mr. Beaulieu, who took the permits
up and passed them on to Washington; Mr. Feely, who put
them before the Land Office; Mr. Booth, who says that Mr.
WHEELER never presented them to him; Mr. Spry, who says he
searched the records, and that Mr. WHEELER nowhere appears
as the representative of these permits.

I repeat, Mr. President, there is not even a conflict of testi-
mony here, and I have left out entirely the statement of Sena-
tor WaerLER, His statement adds conclusiveness, but leaying
that aside, I submit the evidence seems conclusive.

I repeat, that upon the testimony of disinterested witnesses,
Mr. WaEELER is perfectly clean of any condemnation under
the stafute.

I have felt that so far as this particular presentation is con-
cerned, it was not incumbent upon me to go further and to
call attention to the evidence. There is another feature of it
about which I feel very deeply, but I do not think that relates
to the duty of the chairman of the committee. After I feel
that I have fully discharged my duty as chairman and brought
the matter before the Senate as chairman of the committee
and given the facts as they appeared to the committee, the
views which I may entertain and thereaffer express as a
Senator disconnected with the obligations of the committee
will be a matter for which no one will be responsible but my-
self, and that will conie up for later consideration. I feel now
I am speaking for the committee and should confine myself
to the matters upon which the committee reported.

FARM LOAN BOARD
Mr. HOWELL. My, President, it might appear that I had

upon my desk a long written speech, but such is not the case.
However, as I wish to be accurate respecting certain charges
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which I shall make, the first portion of my statement will be
from writfen pages. :

The names of four nominees for the Federal Farm Loan
Board are now on the Executive Calendar awaiting action by
the Senate.

The candidates were selected by President Harding, and
hence have been in office as recess appointees. Two have
served approximately 15 months and the other two about 12
months and 11 months, respectively,

In short, these nominees have been a majority of and in con-
trol of the Federal Farm Loan Board for nearly a year, and to
all effects and purposes, considering the circumstances, since
March 4, 1923.

In view of these facts, I desire to call the Senate's attention
to this proposition: Whereas the record of any candidate in
office may not constitute conclusive evidence as to his fitness
to continue therein, yet when misconduct is alleged, as is the
case in connection with these nominees, such record then be-
comes a most important factor in declding upon further in-
cumbeney and hence should be scrutinized with the greatest
of care and deliberation.

Therefore in passing upon these nominees it should be kept
clearly in mind that the Senate is not dealing with recent ap-
pointments but with appointees who have records as members
of the Farm Lean Board. As a consequence, the question to
be decided in considering these nominations is not one of mere
personality but as to whether the Senate is justified—yes;
can the Senate afford to put its stamp of approval upon these
records?

For several months past the Senate Committee on Banking
and C‘urrency hag had under consideration the nominations in
question, Various persons have appeared for and against con-
firmation, and evidence has been adduced.

From the facts developed at such hearings, Mr. President,
the Farm Loan Board—and hence these nominees, constituting
1 majority of the membership thereof—stands convicted, in my
Judgment, of the following charges, namely;

(1) Violation of a cardinal principle of public poliey enunci-
ated in section 6 of Article I of the Constitution of the United
States, prohibiting a legislative officer from enjoying the
emoluments of any office created during his incumbency. Prior
to July 1, 1923, Charles E. Lobdell was a member of the
Farm Loan Board and served as farm loan commissioner or
chairman of the board. In addition, he performed the duties
of fiscal agent of the land-bank system, as had all farm loan
commissioners preceding him. His salary was fixed by Con-
gress at $10,000 per annum. On June 12, 1923, at a meeting of
the members of the Farm Loan Board and the 12 land bank
presidents, the farm loan commissioner was relieved of the
duties of fiscal agent through the creation of a new office to
be Enown as fiscal agent, at a salary of $25,000 per annum.
Of course, this was done by and with the approval of the Farm
Loan Board both as to the creation of the office and the fixing
of the salary,

On the same day it was arranged that Mr. Lobdell should
become the new fiseal agent, and he assumed his duties some
20 days later; that is, on the date that his resignation as
member of the board and farm loan commissioner took effect.
Thus a member of a quasl legislative board became the bene-
ficiary of a new office, with an increase in salary of two and a
half times, for the performance of but part of his previous
duties—a result rendered possible only by the approval of the
board in question, of which he happened to be the chairman—
an uct utterly against that recognized principle of publie policy
that no legislative officer may enjoy the emoluments of an
office created during his incumbency.

The second charge is as follows:

(2) Unlawful procedure in approving of the creation of
a new official for the farm-loan system to be known as fiseal
agent.

The Federal Farm Loan Bureau is the creature of Congress,
and nowhere has Congress delegated authority to change the
system or create additional officers. As a matfer of faet,
Congress has specifically named the list of officials and each
year in the Treasury appropriation bill fixes the salaries of
all officials of and within the bureau. :

(3) Looseness and gross carelessness in the conduct of the
affuirs of the board, indicating incompetency. As incredible
u§ it may seem, during a period of about six years the board
has received and disbursed $881,000,000 and yet has never pro-
vided itself with books of account, its records consisting merely
of deposit slips, check stubs, and correspondence. It recently
took the Treasury Department, employing 10 aceountants and
working double shift, from March 12 to about May 1, or
nearly seven weeks, to compile a mere statement of receipts

and expenditures from the Farm Board records. Moreover,
the accountant in charge of this work testified that he would
have been unable to make up the statement from the records
afforded him without the aid of the memories of several of the
emplosees of the board.

Mr, COPELAND. Will the Senator yield?

Mr. HOWELL., Certalnly. :

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator mean this year?

Mr. HOWELL. Yes; just recently made.

Mr, COPELAND. The Senator said recently.

Mr, HOWELL. It was finished on the 1st day of May.

Mr. COPELAND. 10247 .

Mr. HOWELL. Yes. The fourth specification is as follows:

(4) The unlawful withdrawal of funds from the United
States Treasury and the disbursement of such funds without
the authority of Congress. Between $65,000 and $70,000 have
been drawn from the Treasury without authority and ex-
pended for various purpeses. An unofficial opinion of the
Comptroller General declares these funds to belong to miscel-
laneous receipts of the Treasury. Moreover, under date of
May 13, 1923, the Undersecretary of the Treasury has called
upon the farm loan commissioner for reimbursement of a part,
if not all, of this money immediately.

(5) Looseness and neglect in the disbursement of funds.
Public moneys have been expended without vouchers or re-
ceipts. Mr. Lobdell, the fiscal agent, admitted on the stand
that he could not tell to whom money had been paid that had
been secured by cashing certain checks. He also admitted that
he had received certain sums of money for the expenditure of
which he could account only in a general way.

(6) Misapplication of public funds. On September 22, 1922,
Mr. Lobdell as farm loan commissioner opened an aceount with
the Franklin National Bank by depositing $5,000 drawn from
the Federal Treasury, purt of the $65,000 to $70,000 referred to
above. From that time down to February 16, 1924, further
similar deposits in this bank had been made totaling more than
$37,000. This account was drawn on from time to time by the
farm loan commissioner, so that the balance remaining in the
bank on the last day indicated—February 16, 1924 —was $86.53.
The deposit in this bank was treated as a sort of petty cash
fund, except that the expenditures therefrom were made without
vouchers or receipts. Presents to employees were made from
this fund, likewise what must be considered either lpans or ad-
vances tp employees. In another case one of these nominees had
succeeded in drawing some $2,000 from the Treasury on account
of salary for which Congress had made no appropriation. As
a consequence he was called upon to put it back—a simple mat-
ter—as Farm Loan Commissioner Lobdell gave him a check on
this fond.

I have read these statements that I might be explicit, and
each and every one of the statements is subject to proof.

I will now take up the first specification of the charges,
* violation of a cardinal principle of publie policy enunciated in
section 6 of Article I of the Constitution of the United States,
prohibiting a legislative officer from enjoying the emoluments
of uny office created during his incumbency.”

It should be remembered that the farm loan commissioner
from the time of the inception of the Farm Loan Bureau has
acted as fiscal agent, and during that period has handled in the
neighborhood of $800,000,000. Judge Lobdell for a number of
years has been that fiscal agent. The testimony elicited before
the Committee on Banking and Currency was to the effect that
some time in the spring of 1922 it was rumored that Judge
Lobdell had received a proposition of $25,000 a year, or such a
matter, from some bank in the South. Subsequently in testi-
mony by Judge Lobdell he stated that he did not receive any
such proposition at that time. However, that rumor was abroad.

In August, 1922, there was a meeting of the 12 farm-loan
presidents together with the Farm Loan Board here in Washing-
ton. At that meeting, at which Judge Lobdell was in attendance,
a resolution was passed appointing a committee of three to wait
upon Judge Lobdell and determine what arrangement might be
made that he might be retained in the Farm Loan Bureauw.
It was testified that he talked with the committee at that
time and agreed that he would take no steps toward separating
himself from the bureau until he had again discussed the mat-
ter with that committee. Remember, this meeting took place
in Washington, He was chairman of the board. He was
present at that meeting. Therefore there is significance in his
subsequent testimony respecting the matter:

Q. As far as the business conduct of the transaction is concerned, I
have not questioned that. |

Judge LospELL. I notice you' did not.

Q. I did not refer to that.
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Judge Lopprrn. Now, Senator, I think I ghould not be frank with
you if I did not state that I did anticipate that If any proposition
were to be made to me by these people—

‘Referring to this committee—

it would be along fhose lines. I have told you in perfeéet frankness
all that took place, but I want to say more than that and tell you
what I bad in’ mind. It was in my own mind that if they had any
proposition to make, if it was any service that I could render, it would
be along the lines of general adviser and financial representative. ~

In other words, when the committee met with him that was
the thought in his mind. He was en rapport with the commit-
tee, That was in their minds, The commitiee was continued.
Congress met in December of 1922. Legislation was proposed
by the Farm Loan Board, but nothing in that legislation con-
cerned the creation of the office of fiscal agent at $25,000 a year,
which, however, was evidently in the minds of the committee
and of Judge Lobdell at the time that Congress was in session.

But what took place following that? On May 27 Judge Lob-
dell ecalied a meeting of the presidents of the farm-loan banks to
be held in Washington, at which he and the other members of
the Farm Loan Doard were present. On the 12th day of June
the office of fiscal agent was created with the approval of the
Farm Loan Board, at a salary of $25,000 a year, and on the
same day that Judge Lobdell's board approved the creation of
ihe office and the salary the arrangement was made that he
should be the fiscal agent. As a consequence, when his resigna-
tion took effect 20 days later on the 1st day of July, he stepped
out from the office of the farm-loan commissioner and fiseal
agent of the farm-loan system at $10,000 a year and imme-
diately became alone the fiscal agent at $25,000 a year, with an
assistant, clerk, messenger, and an office of his own. These are
the facts. They are substantiated by the testimony,

Now, as to the second specification, *“ unlawful procedure in
approving of the creation of a new official for the farm-loan
system to be known as fiscal agent.” The Farm Loan Burean
is a creature of Congress. Congress has fixed the number and
has designated the officials of the Farm Loan Bureau. There
is nmo authority on the part of the Farm Loan Board to create
an office or approve the creatlon of an office. That is the duty
and the privilege of Congress alone. Moreover, it will be re-
called that every year Congress makes an appropriation or
provides for the expenses through an appropriation, the money
to be collected from the land banks in proportion to their
resonrces, and fixes the salaries that are to be paid outeof that
appropriation. Neither the Farm Loan Board nor the presi-
dents of the hanks had authority to create an office of this kind.
It is provided in the law that the land-bank presidents shall
constitnte a bond committee, provided consolidated bonds are
issued, but consolidated bonds have never been issued. Therg-
fore there was no authority for the creation of this office. The
authority to create the office was alone in Congress, and no
effort was made by the Farm Loan Board to secure the creation
of such an office, beeause it must have known and did know that
Congress would not approve a salary of $25,000 a year when the
rates of salaries now paid to public officials are such as these:
Fifteen thousand dollars a year to the Chief Justice of the
United States; $12,000 a year to the chairman of the Federal
Ileserve Board, in control of all the great Federal reserve sys-
tem of the country; $12,000 a year to the Secretary of the
Treasury; $12,000 a year to the Comptroller of the Currency,
who has 8,000 national banks under his supervision.

Mr. DIAL, Mr. President——

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne-
brasksa yield to the Senator from Bouth Carolina?

Mr. HOWELL. I yield.

Mr. DIATL. May I ask the Benator where the salary of
§25,000 comes from?

Mr. HOWELL. The salary has been paid out of the
United States Treasury.

Mr. DIAL. Is it not paid by the separate banks? Does
not each separate bank contribute $1,000 and does not each
intermedinte credit bank cont iute $1,000 to the salary?

Mr., HOWELL. The 12 Fe¢ ral banks up to the time of
this accounting of which I i ak have not contributed $1
to the payment of Judge Lobded's Balary. It has come from
the United States Treasury through the misapplication of
funds.

Mr. DIAL. I do not think that is a correct statement,
However, I am not prepared to disprove it.

Mr. HOWELL. I will come to that shortly in the order
in which I am proceeding.

Mr. DIAL. Very well

Mr. HOWELL. The third specification is * looseness and
gross carelessness in the conduct of the affairs of the board

indicating incompetence.” Hearings have taken place before
the committee for some time. Finally my attention was chal-
lenged by certain statements made before the committee. I
went to the office of the Federal Farm Loan Bureau and
asked to see their books. I was informed that the Treasury
Department kept the books, I then fook the matter up with
the Treasury Department, and the Treasury Department stated
that they kept mo books except the record of receipts and
disbursements; that they were merely a bank for the Fed-
eral Farm Loan Board. Thereupon I discovered what to me
was a most startling. fact, the most remarkable thing of this
character that has come to my attention—that this institu-
tion that had handled $881,000,000 had no books of account.
When, in discossing the matier with the Treasury Department,
I asked for the source of certain items they informed me
that the only way that the information could be obtained
would be by an analysis of this account, which might fake
three weeks.

I waited a little while, and then I introduced a resolution
asking the Secretary of the Treasury to forward the Senate a
statement of the receipts and disbursements of the Farm Loan
Board, including the source of the funds, and those to whom
disbursements were made. Immediately a force was put to
work upon the yrecords of the Farm Loan Board, and I think it
would be of much interest to the Senators here to consider some
of the testimony. I am not going to read the testimony at
length. I ghall merely read excerpts from the testimony of
Maj. Walter O. Woods, who is employed in the office of the
Undersecretary of the Treasury, and who was placed in charge
of the Treasury's analysis of the Federal Parm Loan Boards
account as the result of Senate Resolution No. 190, of March
11, 1924 ;

Q. Were you directed te analyse some of the accounts of the Farm
Loan Board?

Major WooDns. Yes, sir,

Q. What were those accounts?

Major Woops. I assume the Senatlor refers to the resolution of the
Benate. When the Senate resolutien was passed the Undersecretary
directed me to prepare a plan and submit to him for approval. * * *

Q. And you were directed to secure the information requested by
that resolution?

Major Woons, Yes, sir,

Q. What did you do in performing this serviee?

Major Woopns, T called on the Farm Loan Beard and asked to see
the data and consulted them as to what would be the proper pro-
cedurd. (® (® %

Q. What was the total amount invo]ved?

Major Woons. About $881,000,000. I believe. = = =*

Q. You visited the Farm Loan Board office, dld you?

Major Woops. Yes, sir,

Q. What records did you find in the Farm Loan Board office?

Major Woops. I did not see any ledger mccount or register of those
accounts. 1 got .out thelr check books and their certlficates of deposit.
The first step was to get their file of certificates of deposits of meoney
that had been spent in the Tremsury, and to learn something of th'dr
procedure, * 0 &

Q. Yon were then afforded records of the Farm Loan Board as fol-
Jows: Deposit slips?

Major Woops. Yes, sir; I might say that I firet received them from
the Treasurer of the United Btates.

Q. This first form of record that you rorermd to 1s deposit slips?

Major Woobns, Yes.

Q. Then the check stubs?

‘Major Woons, Yeas, sir,

Q. And then correspondence?

Major Woobs. Yes, sir,

Q. Was there any other data afforded you?

Major Woons. Well, it was from correspondence that I learned
these things and mnot from books. None were laid before me—mno
ledgers or registers of account. There was a young lady who had a
wide acquaintance with these thinges in the Farm Loan Board, and
I requested that she be sent to my office to assist me by explaining
these items. 8he did so, and worked contimuously, and we first deter-
mined what the items were and the amount of mobney invelved.

Mr. BORAH. May I ask from what is the Senator from
Nebraska reading?

Mr. HOWELL. If the Senator will pardon me, this is the
testimony that was taken before the mmittee on Banking
and Currency respecting the confirmation of these four nominees.

Q. Now, what you were furpished by the Farm Loan Board or
secured through them were deposit slips, check stubs, correspondencs,
and & young woman 7

Major Woops. Yes, sir; asnd, of course, the varions eofficlals were
there. 1 discussed the subject with them and reguested that they
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place the employees at our disposal in order to carry this out, and
they résponded to it.

Q. Suppose you hnd simply been afforded the deposit slips, the
check stubs, and the correspondence, without any assistance, could
you have analyzed those accounts?

Major Woopns. No, sir; I do not think I conld.

Q. In other words, you had to have somebody with a memory who
knew something about what had gone before?

Major Woops. Oh, yes; I had to have somebody explain what
those items were for. I counld not have done it fromr data I had
before me.

Q. In other words, they had no records from which you would
have been able to make an analysis of this aeccount without the
ald of human memory?

Major Woops, They did not provide me with books of account
from which I could have audited the accounts; no. * * *

Q. In other words, then, the data that they used or you used were
this correspondence ?

Major Woops, Yes, sir; I would say it was correspondence,

Q. Did you find any set of accounts with each individual bank?

Major Woobs, No, sir.

Q. No books of that kind were kept?

Major Woops, I was not provided with themt. If there were such,
I did not know it. I was not informed of it, and did not see them.

Q. This statement that you have afforded s merely a cash state-
ment, 18 it not?

Major Woobns, Yes, sir; it is not an audited account. * * *

Q. But it 15 merely a cash statement, is it not?

Major Woobps, Yes; that i8 what it is.

Q. How long did It take you to make this ecash statement from
these data?

MajJor Woops. From the 12th of March until about the last of
April; about six weeks. ;

Q. How many people did you have working at it?

Major Woons. The same number were not working all the time. I
should judge about 9 or 10,

Q. Did you werk double shiftas?

Major Woops., Yes, sir.

Q. You did not Inquire into the propriety of any of these pay-
ments, did yon?

Major Woons. No, sir; I did not.

Q. And that was not the nature of your audit?

Major Woops. No, sir. A

Q. Your work was simply to analyze and determine whera the
funds came from and where they went?

Major Woops, Yes, sir; it was simply to comply with the Senate
resolution, The Secretary of the Treasury was to provide the Senate
with a statement of each item of receipt and disbursement of the
Farm Loan Board from its inception down to the 1st of March,

I wish to say here, Mr, President, that In making up excerpts
from this testimony I have omitted certain portions of the a' -
swers when they were deemed irrelevant.

Mr, ROBINSON. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator 1
question in that connection?

Mr. HOWHLL. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON. Did the committee investigating l.rte
method of accounting of the Farm Loan Board inquire into it
of the members of the board? Were the members of the board
asked about that? f

Mr, HOWELL. No, sir. I asked that they be put on the
stand, but it was decided to close the hearings, and I was not
given an opportunity.

Mr. ROBINSON. Was any explanation given of the method
of accounting which has been adopted and pursued by the
board? Was that developed during the hearings before the
committee?

Mr. HOWELL. A remarkable position was taken, for in-
stance, by Farm Loan Commissioner Cooper that he did not see
why, if the 12 banks were satisfied with what they got, it was
necessary for the board to keep any accounts other than cor-
respondence, check slipg, and check stubs.

Mr. ROBINSON., That was what I wanted to direct my in-
quiry to, namely, whether or not the method of accounting
adopted by the board in respect to its dealings with the sev-
eral banks is an improved system ; and if not, the reason for the
failure to adopt an approved system of accounting. I want to
know the facts about that. It seems to me to be pertinent, par-
ticularly in view of the statement the Senator is making.

Mr. HOWELL. I regret very much that after two months
of time spent In working up the data the Senate Committee on
Banking and Currency only allowed me to interrogate Major
Woods and Judge Lobdell; in other words, they closed the
hearing in one day after all this work had been done,

Mr. GLASS., Mr, President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does™the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. HOWELL. I do.

Mr. GLASS. I will say in response to the inquiry of the
Senator from Arkansas that the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee went fully, in defail, into these accounts, and satisfied
itself thoroughly that there had not heen a penny of misappro-
priation of public funds, and satisfied itself thoroughly that
there had been full accounting for every penny. At the proper
time, Mr. President—— |

Mr, HOWELL. Mpr. President, I allowed an interruption,
as 1 supposed, for a question,

Mr., GLASS. No; I did not care to (uestion the Senator:
but the Senator is now dpeaking in open session about a mat-
ter that ought to be discussed in executive session, becausg it
relantes to the confirmation of nominees to the Federal Farm
Loan Board, I have not sought to make the point of order
which clearly lies against this sort of procedure, and do not
intend to do it now, but I do not think the Senator ought to be
permitted. or ought to be willing, to staute in open session for
the Iecorp circumstances that do not, in my view, properly
represent the case; and I was about to say that in executive
session when these nominafions sghall be considered members
of the committee will discuss, I think to the entire satisfaction
of the Senate itself, all of these transactions and show to the
satisfaction of the Senate itself that they were satisfactorily
explained to the committee, and that the committee was unani-
mous in acquitting the members of the board of any misappro-
priation of funds or any irregularity in the transaction of
business.

Mr, HOWELL. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Vir-
ginia if it is not a fact that after the analysis of this account,
covering $881,000,000, I was allowed but five hours to examine
witnesses; and is it not a further fact that although I wrote
a letter to the chairman of the committee and asked that the
members of the Farm Loan Board be present, and that I be
allowed to put them on the stand, the committee closed ifs
hlearlt?lgs without giving me an opportunity to examine one of
them

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, as a matter of fact, I venture
to say that no committee of any legislative body on the civi-
lized globe ever exhibited the degree and amount of patience
that the Banking and Currency Committee has exhibited with
respect to this investigaution. Since last January the committee
has been called into session after session to consider fhe
nominations of these members of the board, and I have sat
there session after session and seen the time of the committee
consumed in matters that had no earthly relation whatsoever
to the fitness of the members of this board. It is true that
after the time of the Farm Loan Board for six weeks had been
occupied with a perfectly useless investigation of every item
of expenditure of the system since its foundation in 1917 up
to the present time, we declined to permit the Senator from
Nebraska to repeat time after time item after item of identical
nature. The committee declined to waste its time any further
in that sort of childish transaction.

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Nebraska yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. HOWELL. I will yield in just a moment.

Mr. President, I wish to state that I was treated with great
courtesy by the Committee on Banking and Currency. I had
the feeling, however, during the whole period of the hearings
that there was a reluctance to go into this matter. The hear-
ings did begin in January, and they occupied 26 hours and 45
minutes—I think that was the perlod—down fo the time when
it was developed that the Farm Loan Board had no books and
when I put in the Senate resolution. Furthermore, of that 26
hours and 45 minutes I occupied in questions 3 hours and 38
minutes, approximately. Finally certain facts were adduced
thiat indicated that we should go to their records. I attended
to the matter., The hearings ceased. For about two months we
were investigating the records. The committee allowed one
day for hearing afferwards, although involving $881,000,000 of
items. They refused—I say “refused™—rather they did not,
as I requested, call the members of the Farm Loan Board to
the stand. |

I will present for the Recorp a letter from me to the chair-
man of the committee, indicating the course that I believed
this investigation should follow ; but after this one day, when
I developed the facts that I have read to you here, the com-
mittee closed the hearings, only allowing me to ask questions
respecting less than 20 items, involving but $7,000; and I am
surprised that the Senator should say that the committee went
fully into this matter,
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Mr, GLASS. Oh, th® Senator is not surprised, because the
Senator knows that I, as well as other members of the com-
mittee there, avowed our judgment that we had gone fully
into the matter, and said to the Benator from Nebraska that
if he would ask any new questions, if he would present any
evidence that had not time and time again already been tra-
versed, we were willing to sit there and hear him; but it was
the same old thing over and over and over again, and we claimed
to be men of ordinary int: We do not think our time
should be consumed in that sort of fashion—at least, we did
not—and the committee ananimously reported these nominees.

Mr. DYAL. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator
Nebraska yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. HOWELL. Just a moment, Mr. President. It would
seerd that there 1s a difference between the judgment of the
senior Senator from Virginia and also that of the committee
and my judgment respecting this matter,

Mr. GLASS. Yes; I gather that.

Mr. HOWELL. Baut, if I may be allowed, I will proceed
to present to the Senate further facts that I believe will make
it very clear that there was reason to go into these matters—
questions which I had asked for the first time and, moreover,
that we should have gone further.

Mr, GLASS. Mr. President, if the Benator presents here
reasons why we should go further, we will go further. It was
his misfortune, and not our fault, that he failed to present
to us any reasons why we should go further.

Mr, DIAL. Mr, President, will the Senator be kind encugh

to tell ns what was the result of the audit? Did the account
balance, or not?

Mr. HOWELL. There was no audit. There was merely an
analysis of the account. A mere statement that they had paid
out 80 much money and had received so much money.

Mr. DIAL. Did that balance?

Mr. HOWELL. Why, yes; you can make an account balance
very easily. The question is, how did it balance?

Mr. DIAL. 1 hope the Senator does not mean that they
forced a balance?

Mr. HOWELL. No. I should like to make it very plain, Mr.
President, that I am not charging dfhonesty here; but I want
to state this fact: i

In response to my first request the Farm Yoan Board sent
me a statement, and I have it. It would not balance. I sent
it back and asked them to balance the statement. It took them
two weeks before they could balance that statement. That is
the kind of statement that was afforded me.

Mr. DIAL. Then they did balance it to a cent, did they not?

Mr. HOWELL. No. Why, you can balance any account. If
You mean that they had a set of double-entry books, and they
balanced; no—not in any sense, When a man merely states to
you, * I have received so much money and I have spent so much
money,” it is easy for him to have a balance.

Mr. DIAL. T understand, but I was frying to get at the
audit of the account. "When the auditor got through with his
investigation, did the account balance?

Mr. HOWELI. This was merely a statement of receipts and
expenditures, and this statement of receipts and expenditures
does balance, but you can not tell why it balanced unless you go
into the account,

Mr, DIAL. I just wanted to know whether it balanced.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. HOWELL., 1 do.

Mr. GOODING. I will ask the Senator from Nebraska if he
thinks it wounld have been possible to make it balance and to
give an intelligent report without the young lady who had such
a remarkable memory?

Mr. HOWELL. In my opinion, sbsolutely net. It is one of
the most remarkable state of affairs that I have ever encoun-
tered in a business institution. T was once appointed receiver
for an institution, and that is what I found—check stubs, can-
celed checks, and correspondence. You know what that means
in untangling a skein, and that is all this Farm Loan Board
had.

Now, Mr. President, I will continue reading the Treasury ac-
countant’s testimony, because it goes right to the point:

Q. And tlmt was not the nature of your audit?
As to the propriety of expenditures.

Major Woops, No, sir.
Q. Your work was simply to analyze and determine where the funds
came from and where they went?

Major Woons, Yes, sir; it was simply to comply with the SBenate
resolution. The Secretary of the Treasury was to provide the Benate
with a statement of each item of receipt and dishursement of the
Farm Loan Board from its inception dewm to the 1st of March,

'3 * * L3 * * »

Q. In other words, if the Comptroller General had control over the
disbursements, of the Federal Farm Loan Board he would have com-'
pelled them to keep a set of books, would he not?

Major Woops. Yes, sir; he would. He wounld compel them to state
the account once a month or once a quarter, whichever would be the
established rule, and the account would be kept on the so-callefl cash-
book, which would be a-statement of receipts and disbursements, and
the transcript made from that would be submitted with the vouchers—
canceled vouchers—to the Comptroller General for e¢ompensation.

L * L] L - - ®

That is the trouble with this institution—it has no auditor.

Q. Now, Major, as 1 understand it, it took about six weeks and 10
employees to prepare this analysis In the form of a statement.

Major Woons, Yes, sir.

Q. Suppose that you were ctlled upon to set up a set of books such
as the Comptroller General required of a department subject to his
andit; how lomg would it take to write wp such a set of books. mot-
withstanding the work which you have done here?

Mator Woons. Well, that weuld involve an audit of the account
looking into each item. To check it up, I should say it would take
about two months. I do not know; somewhere about that, I should
judge. It would depend somewhat upon the mumber of employees I
had to assist me; but if I were to be told to @0 it I wounld take about
three monthe, * = *

After all this work, covering nearly two months, it would
take him three months more to set up a set of books g0 that
you could find out the state of the account of one of these 12
banks during the time it has been dealing with this institu-
tion.

Mr, GLASS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., Does the Senator from Ne-
braska yield to the Senator from Virginia?

Mr. HOWELL. I do.

Mr. GLASS. Does not the Senator know perfectly well that
it could be found out in three seconds from one letter from
the farm loan commissioner to any given bank? Xet me ask
the Sepator further, with bhis permission, while I am on my
feet, if he is reading all the testimony—the interruptions of
members of the committee and the answers of this expert—
with respect to the fitness of these nominees whose names we
were congidering?

Mr. HOWELL. No, sir; I stated here that I was not read-
ing all the testimony. As Y have stated, I am reading excerpts
from the testimony, but what I am reading is what was testi-
fied

to.

Mr. GLLASS. Yes; but not all that was testified to. I suog-
gest to the Senator that he is now im open session,
contrary to the rules, and inferentially aspersing the integrity
and honesty of men high in public life, and he is not giving all
of the testimony as he proceeds,

Mr. HOWELIL. I am not misrepresenting this testimony im
any way. I am reading what was stated.

Mr. GLASS. But not all that was stated.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, more than half the time was
taken up by the members of the committee interjecting their
views respecting this matter.

L b ; the Senator does met mean to
exageerate, but nine-tenths of the time was taken up by the
Senator himself.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Nebraska yield to his colleague?

Mr. HOWELL. I yield.

Mr., NORRIS. So that silence may not be taken as concur-
rence in the view expressed by the Senmator from Virginia
about this being taken up in public session, if the condition as
disclosed is the actual condition existing in this governmen-
tal commission, legislation by Congress will be required by
Congress to rectify it. I have been thinking of the legislative
part of it, rather than of nominations pending, and I supposed
that my colleague was addressing himself to a resolution now
pending in the Senate asking for an investigation with a view
of getting legislation that would remedy what is claimed, at
least, to be a lack of efficiency in governmental service. It is
proper to discuss that pbase of the question in public sesslon,
and it ought to be dicussed.

Mr. HOWELL. 1 have a resolution lying on the table to that
effect, which I propose to ask to have taken up as soom as I
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! finish this statement, and that is the resson why I.am making

the statement at this time;
Mr. GLASS. I unilerstood the very premise of the Sena-

' tor's remarks to be the statement that there are now pending

these four nomrinations of members of the Federal Land Bank
Beard, and that what he is presenting he is presenting with the
design of convineing the Senate that it should mot confirm
those nominees.

Mr. NORRIS. I did not hear that statement. I came imn
just after my eolleagne had begun, and as I knew that he had
such ‘a resolution, I have been going on the theory 'that he
wias discussing that resolution.

Mr., GLASS. I am not making any peoint, because 'at the
proper time all of this matter will ‘be discussed.

Mr. EDGHE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Nebraska yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. HOWELL. I yield.

Mr. EDGH. I understood the Senator to remark a moment
ago that it was his intention to call up a reselutien which was
on the table at the conclusion of his renrarks. I might remind
the Senator that there is now pending a metien, which is the
business before the Senate, and I had hoped that we might
dispose of that motion befere taking a recess or adjourning
to-night. Of course, in any event, it would net be possible,
under parliamentary procedure, to consider the Benator’'s reso-
Iution while that motion is pending.

Mr. HOWELL. T propose to finigh shortly, Mr. President.
I continue the reading of Major Woods’s testimony:

Senator HoweLL. Major, suppose a set of books had been provided in
accord with the regnirements in other departments by the Comptroller
General—had been established at the outset” by the Federal Land
Bank Board, and this work had been done as he suggested, would It
hawve Tequired any additional help to what they now have?

Major Woops. Let me see if I understand the guesfion. Do yon
mean in response to the Senate resolution would it require anything
additional?

SBenator HoweLL. No; I mean suppose they had set up a set
of books at the outset as I8 required by the Comptroller General
where he has authority, and that the employees in that office had
written up these books every day as -each transaction occurred, would
ft have required any additional help in that office?

Major Woons. I think net. I think they have the employees that
are competent and capable to do 1t. Yes, sir; with what they have
I think so.

Mr. DALE. Will the Senator from Nebraska yleld?

Mr. HOWELL. 1 yield.

Mr, DALE. I am very much interested not only in what the
Senator from Nebraska is discussing, but I am particularly
interested in what the Senator from New Jersey has in mind,
and I would like to make this suggestion, if the Senater frem
Nebraska will permit. Why would it not be convenient for the
Senator from Nebraska to let the Senstor from New Jersey
dispose of this matter? It will not tnke two minutes. Then
the coast will be clear for the matter the Senator from Ne-
braska is discussing,

Mr. HOWELL. T do not want to yield the floor.

Mr. DALE. I do not suggest that the Senator yield the
floor, but that he simply yield for the dispogition of this matter.

| There will be no Giscassion of i—simply a vote—and them it

will be ended and out of the way. It seems to me this matter
will impede the Senator when he comes to his reselutiom, be-
cause the motion will have the Fight of Way over his resclution.
Mr, EDGE. Mr. President
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doeés the Senator from

| Nebraska yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. HOWELL. 1 yield.

Mr. EDGE. Supplementing what the Senator from v‘vermﬁnt
has stated, T assure the Senator from Nebraska that a nwmber
of Senstors wish to g0 to their offices, and if the motion can be
put and settled by the Senate at this time, we will ‘all appre-
ciate it. Under the parliamentary procedure the Senator would
be compelled to give up the floor pending action on the motion,

| but if 1 secure recognition by the Chair I will gladly yield, and
| will make no effort to press the bill to-night, so0’ that the Sendator

can conclude his remarks,
‘Mr. HOWELL. What is the motion?

© 'Mr. EDGE. The pending metion is that the Senate proceed
to consider the Senate bill .*provl(ﬁnx for a reelassification of
the salaries of employees in the Postal Service, whick has been
pending for some time. It is the work of a.joint committee of
the two Houses after two months’ rather laborious considera-
tion. My object, as the chalrman of thalnbcnmmmaa is simply

to hawe it disposed of, and befere the Senate, as the unfinighed
business. ]

- Mr. STERLING: Then, if the motion prevails, the Benator
from New Jersey will immediately ask to lay aside the bill?

Mr. EDGE, It will be inid aside, permitting the Semater ‘to
continue his debate. It is merely a matter of convenience.
_ﬂné;’mwm Wiyeouldmtthu'hetnkmnpnﬂer{

T

Mr. EDGE. Of coum, the Semator hes the floor, and it is
entirely as the Senator elects, There are a number of Senators
who arve interested in having it disposed of who simply hope
that it may be done at this time.

Mr, HOWELL. I do not wish te be discourteous, and if it
would be of any advantage, I will yield. However, I do not
wish to give up the floor and be deprived of the opportunity
or going on this evening. If I can be assured that——

v. DGR, I can only give the assurance of an individual
Senator that being the proponent of the motion, if I can be
recognized, as I assume 1 will be, after the deciston, I will yield
the floor at once to the Benmator from Nebraska.

Mr, HOWELL. I think probably I had better go on.

Mr. President, I wish to call attention to this faect, that
these four nominees have been a majority of the Federal Farm
Lean Board for nearly one year; that this condition of affairs
has continued during this period; mot only were three of these
nominees ‘involved in the creation of the office of fiscal agent
and the elevation of Judge Lobdell to fthat office, but that the
four members had been in control of the Federal Farm Loan
Board for about one year, and this is the condition of affairs
in which we find the accounts of that institution.

In my opinien, they have simply been riding. They have
taken things as they found them. They have gone on in this
loose manner, and they 'would have continued in thizs Toose
maunner if this investigation had not taken place.

As a consequernce, they are not men who can be said to be
familiar with this sort of work, and that is one of the failures
of our governmental institutions, the placing of men in posi-
tions of this charncter who are unfamiliar with that sort of
actlyity, and as a consequence, when things are going at loose
ends, they do not recognize the fact, and it goes on until the
crash comes or a scandal is exposed.

If they did kunow, self-preservation alone wotld have dic-
tated an immediate change in their methed of handling the
affairs of the Farm Loan Board, becanse anyone who has been
concerned in public affairs realizes that whereas one may be
careless about his own affairs and the expenditure of his
own money, when he is careless in public affairs he takes
bis reputation and sometimes even his liberty in his hands and
risks them.

8o the Senafe is to be confronted with this guestion, in view
of these facts, of these conditions: Cam it afford to put its stamp
of approval upon the methods which lave been in practice
gght up to the present fime by approving and confirming these

ur nom’

The fourth specl.ﬁcatlon is, “Unlawful withdrawal of funds
from the United States Treasury and the disbursement of such
funds without the authority of Congress.” As a result of this
analysis and the invesiigations of the committee It was de-
veloped that between $65,000 and $70,000 had accrued throngh
the use of Government credit, and that the funds belong to the
United States Treasury, and yet the Farm Y.oan Board drew
out these funds and ‘expended them for various purposes. .As
to the method by which these accruals tock place: Suppose
they sold $730,000 worth of Omaha land bank bonds to 2 cus-
tomer in Chicago. They would send fhe bonds, with a draft
attached, to Chicago with instrnctions to cellect the face of the
bonds, plus the.accrued interest, up fo, say, the 7th day of June.
When the Tth day of June came the custemer fo whom the
bonds had been sold would call for them and pay the face, plus
the interest, to the 7th day of June. But, mark you, on the'5th
day of June fhey would ask the Treasury to telegraph the
Federal reserve bank in. ‘ha to pay to the Omaha land bank
the face.of the bonds, plus acerued interest, only to the Sth day
of June. By this method, as the interest upon the bonds would
amount to abeut 100 a day, the Treasury would collect through
the Federal bank in $200 mare than 1t was compelled
to pay the Federal land bank in Omata. Throngh these methods
there accrued fo the Treasury between .$65,000 and $70,000 as
determined by this analysis, and these funds have been @rawn
out of the Treasnry by the farm loan commissioner and ex-

ded for various purposes. In an unofficial ppinion from the

troller General we learned that he holds that those funds

belong to the United States Treasury and should have been in-
cluded in the miscellaneous recelpts of the Treasury.
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Mr. GLASS. May I ask the Senator if he does not know that
in an official opinion by the Undersecretary of the Treasury,
he contends that they do not belong to the United States
Treasury?

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I know that on the 13th day
of May last the ¥ndersecretary of the Treasury wrote a letter
to the farm loan commissioner, and I want to read the closing
paragraph of that letter. Speaking of an adjustment of the
Treasury’s claim for these funds, he said:

When I speak of a proper adjustment I appreclate that the arguo-
ment can be made that all of the profits gshould inure to the Treasury,
gince ita faellities made the profits possible., It is my understanding,
therefore, that wunless the adjustment is made promptly with the
Treasury on the basis above outlined, my views shall not prejudice the
Treasury's recovery of the full amount of the profits.

Mr. GLASS. Yes; but what are the views "above out-
lined "% v

Mr. HOWELL. The views above outlined are that he is
willing to compromise with them on a basis of 2 per cent for
the use of the money.

Mr. GLASS. In other words, there is a controvery between
the Treasury and the Farm Loan Board as to this particular
fund, which the Senator should explain is merely constructive
interest. It is what the bankers kmow as the “float,” the
constructive interest upon a certain sum of money for which
credit is given at this end of the line and which is not collected
at the other end of the line for several days. As a matter of
fact, the Treasury was never out a dollar in the transaction.

Mr. HOWELL. I must take issue with the Senator from
Virginia. Is it not a fact that the Treasury gets interest on
its daily balances?

Mr. GLASS. Not altogether. It gets inlerest on its daily
balances in recognized depositaries.

Mr. HOWELL. Is it not a fact that all these bonds were
delivered through recognized depositaries?

Mr. GLLASS. After all is said, the Senator is not charging
any misappropriation of funds. He is pointing to the fact
that the Treasury claims a part interest in the fund and that
the Farm Loan Board denies that the Treasury has any inter-
egt in it, as I do not think it has, because the United States
Government does not own these banks and the banks are not
operated for the benefit of the United States Government,
The Treasury puts its facilities at hand for the banks, and now
it is proposing, through the Senator, to appropriate this con-
structive interest which accumulated through a system of that
sort.

Mr. HOWELL. If I have the use of tremendous amounts
of Government funds for two days, of course, I can make
money. But consider, those bonds were sent to Chicago for
delivery on the Tth day of June. On the 5th day of June the
Farm Loan Board prevails upon the Government to pay the
party who owns those bonds par value plus accrued interest.
As a consequence the farm-loan bank in Omaha gets its money
two days before the Government gets its money, and the Gov-
ernment money is used during the two days. Now, what was
the sitoation? The Government had practically owned the
bonds during that period of two days and was entitled to the
interest aceruing during those two days. It was the result
of the Government paying that money two days before it is
due, therefore the $200 interest belongs to the United States
Treasury. There is no question about that.

Mr. GLASS. Oh, there is a very grave question about it.
The Undersecretary himself says there is a question about it,
and he wants to compromise 1t, so grave is the question
about it.

Mr. HOWELL. But a few moments ago the Senator sug-
gested that he had stated there was no claim for it.

Mr. GLASS. Was not that the testimony before the com-
mittee?

Mr. HOWELL. Absolutely, but I did not intend to bring
it up. That letter was written the day before such testimony
was given by Chairman Cooper of the board.

Mr. GLASS. T was speaking to the testimony and I have
not yet seen the letter from which the Senator quotes.

Mr. HOWELL, I have it here and shall be glad to let the
Senator have it. The letter was written on Tuesday, mailed
to the Farm Loan DBoard on that day, and on Wednesday
afternoon Governor Cooper made the statement that the
Undersgecretary of the Treasury had told him that this money
did not belong to the United States Treasury. I was amazed
at the statement and immediately called up the Treasury, I
say immediately, but it was next morning. He said he had
made no such statement—he had written Governor Cooper a
letter. I said, “ Will you send me a copy of that letter?" 1
have the copy here as a part of this evidence.

Mr. FLETCHER. Who wrote the letter?

Mr. HOWELL. The Undersecretary of the Treasury.
- Mr. FLETCHER. What is his name?

Mr. HOWELL. His name is Winston.

Furthermore, I wish to state that the whole question came up
last July. It was discussed and the Undersecretary informed
the Farm Loan Board that they would no longer pay money in
advance of the date of receipt, and there have been no such
accruals since July last year. And yet, although these facts
were known to the members of the Farm Loan Board, to the
four nominees under consideration, they have continued to
draw out that money and have spent in the neighborhood of
$30,000 gince that time. Their attention was challenged to
what they were doing, but the trouble is that the Farm Loan
Board has gotten in the habit of doing just exactly as it pleases.
1t has felt that it can run on as it sees fit. What it needs is
control by some auditing authority. :

Mr. President, I wonder, in view of these facts, inasmuch as
the four nominees have been in control of the board for about
one year, if the Senate of the United States can afford to put
its stamp of approval upon these transactions by approving
these nominations?

I come now to the fifth specification, * Looseness and neglect
in the disbursement of funds.” Public moneys having been ex-
pended without veuchers or receipts.

Take, for instance, Mr, President, the $65,000 or $70,000,
heretofore referred to, that have been withdrawn from the
Treasury without authority and expended without taking a
voucher or a receipt. I have never before known of such a
procedure in connection with a public enterprise.

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Nebraska yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. HOWELL. I yield. ;

Mr. DIAL. But the expenditure was a proper one, as I un-
derstand the Senator?

Mr. HOWELL. Indeed, T am going into that later, T will say
to the Senator from South Carolina, First, I am calling atten-
tion to the fact that they have expended funds for which they
have no vouchers; they ean not tell for what the money was
expended except as diselosed by stubs of check books and can-
celed checks; that is as far as they ean go.

Take, for instance, Mr. President, the first question that T
asked Judge Lobdell before the Committee on Banking and
Currency last Wednesday:

Q. Judge Lobdell, who cstablished that Franklin National Bank
acconnt?

I wish to state in this comnection that for some time they
drew on the Treasury for various amounts on the $65,000 or
$70,000 of which I have spoken until in September, 1922, when
they seemed to think it would be handier to have a private
bank account in the name of the farm loan commissioner, and
at that time they transferred to the Franklin National DBank
$5,000, and from that time on and down until the 16th day of
February, 1923, they had transferred some $37,000 to that
account and expended it.

Q. Judge Lobdell, who established that Franklin
account?

Judge Lomperr. It was established pursuant to a conference of the
board when I was farm loan commissioner in the name of the Farm
Loan Board and subject to the check of the commissioner or the acting
or deputy commissioner.

Q. That was while you were commiszioner?

Judge LospeLL, Yes, sir.

Q. Judge, is that a copy of the statement that was submitted to
this committee as representing receipts and expenditures In connection
with the Franklin National Bank account [handing paper to Judge
Lobdell] ?

Judge LoBpELL. Senator, I could not tell at a glance; but a copy of
the Franklin account down to a given date was read into the record
here, and that record is correct.

Q. That is a copy. ;

Judge LoBpELL, 1 assume go. - i

Q. I just want to identify it; that was all. Judge, I will ask yon
to refer to your vouchers respecting a check issued on that bani om
the 6th day of October, 1922, amounting to $563.

I might interpolate here that this $563 was stated in one
item in the account rendered, whereas it was represented by
two checks, one for $545 and the other for $18.

Tudge I8eoELL. That was for $545; Elsie Wilkinson,

Benator HoweLr. $563.

Benator PEPPELR. $545,

Judge LoBDBELL. There 18 $£545 on the stub book.

Q. Very well. Who was that paid to, Judge?

National Bank
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Judge LoRueELL. The notation here would indicate thnt,

Benator Howernn, YWho was the check made payable to?

Judge LowneLl, Elsle Wilklnzon,

Q. Elsic Wilkingoti, What was that for?

Judge LospeLL. The notation here i2, *“ Expenses iucidental to bond
gale' I could mot give you the detailed items that enter into that.
1t' wonld be some bonuses to employees for overtime, extra work,
and other incidental expenditures of a sale (hat had just taken
place.

). Whe puld the expenses?

Judge Lospenr. Migs WHkinson dlsbursed them upon memoranda
furnished by myself.

Q. Who were they disbursed tod

Judge Loepeid., To employees.

(. Wil you give me the names, please?

Judge Loppeii, I can not without—I do not know that I could
ot alL These memoranda were made at the time and were there
wotil fhe account was audited by the auditing commitiee of the
jand bank presidents, which waudited the accomnts on the occawion
of each meeting, and*were not in the form of permanent vouchers,

Q. De youn mean to say that a check for $500, and how much
have you got it there, $45%

Judge LoppELL. $45,

). Do you mean to say that a check for §545 was drawn on
this account payable to Miss Wilkinson and that you do not know
what it was expended for?

Judge Loppenn, All I ean gay 15 that I do not now know what
it was expended for, but I did then, and it was properly expended.

Q. And you have no records whatever as to who got that money?

Judge Lopbelh. I would not say that. I conld not say that I
hove had at any time. I ecan not tell you now, but I know that
the record was only on memoranda to collect and disburse so much
money to these various people.

Q. I osked you to bring over any data you had in referemce to
thia matter?

Judge LonpeLl. You never nsked me to bring anything

Q. Can you glve us something in reference to ihe expenditure of
that wmoney?

Judge LoppenL. You did not ask me to bring anything.

Q. Well, I callod you up over the telephone. -

Judge LoppELL. Aud I doulit very much if there could be found in
the office of the Furm Loan DBoaridl now that memorandom which
] then made.

Q. Very well.  Bo you can not fell us who got that money?

Judge Lovomir. No, sir; I can nol.

This was the seennd Franklin Nationi]l Bank item ; $563 was
{li» amount of these two checks. There is nothing, Judge
Lobdell states, in the office of the Farm Loan Board that
indicntes who got that money; but the moncy was drown and
puald to a young woman in the office, and she expended it
Judxe Lobdell suys that he enn not tell to whom she gave it
Mr. President, that is an exumple of the way they have been
conducting the affairs of the Farm Loan Board.

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Nehraska yield to the Sepator from Virginia?

Afr. HOWELL. I do.

Alr. GLASS. T wonder if the Senator thinks that is exactly
a falr stutement of that item and that Judge Lobdell did not
know, and the Furm Loan Beard did nmot know, what that
8568 was drawn for and what disposition was made of it. Is
pot this the explelt fact, as testified to there, that perlodically
the Farm Loan Board, witliout any statutory obligation upon
it but as a matter of service to the system, undertook to sell
{for the 12 land banks a certain aggregate amount of bonds
the proeveds of which would thereafter be distributed to the 12
banks; that perlodieally when that should happen it was nec-
essary to require the regular force of the Farm Loan Board
to work over hours, night and day, because the board had no
other facllities for the transaction of this particular business;
that these regular employees for a period of 10 days or more
wonld work overtime, night and . day; that the chief clerk
would keep a memorandum of the persons that were working
over hours, night and day, und of the amount of overtime fo
which they were entitled; and that at the end of the period
of hond sales a check would issue to the clief clerk, In the
aggregute, and that the chief clerk would pay to the various
employces thelr overtime? So that there was no question and
pever has been and could not be as to what the money was
drawn for and as to the disposition of the money. The fact
that Judge Lobdell several years afterwards can not state the
names of the persons and in detail the amount that each per-
son received is not of any significance.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, it may be that the distin-
gulshed Senutor from Virginin thinks that it is perfectly proper

to draw funds from the Public Treasury and disburse them and
not take a receipt or a voucher and furthermore be utterly
unable to tell who got the money.

Mr. GLASS, Well, the Senutor from Virginia does not think
that that is a falr statement of the cise; that Is all,

Mr, HOWELL. That is exactly what took place, Judge
Lobdell says he can not tell to whom that money went. But,
Mr. President, let me continue further with the testimony of
Judge Lobdell respecting this item of 3363

Q. No, sir; I went there for this purposs, to go into this matter,
Now, Judge Lobdell, will you kindly tell this committee how much of
that money you got?

Judge LoBDELL, Personially not one cent., Now, it Is very possihle
that in the course of the bond sales I had advanced money to pay for
meals for somebody and was relmbursed. I can not answer for {hat,
But for my own aecouot, not one penny ever.

Q. Is it not a fact that you recelved $55 of that amount?

Judge LODDELL. Very probuably so, sir, as I have stated,

Q. Do you know what you used that money for?

Judge Lovprni. If 1 received It, 1 had advanced it to Mr. Field, who
has charge of the feeding operations, for the purpose of securing meals,
Occasionully it became necessary when we had to ship bonds out after
the Treasury closed or on Bunday to hire taxicabs and guards to take
them to the down-town office. We pald those expenses. I know at
different times 1 did advance money.

Q. Who would you advance it to?

Judge LomprLL, Ordinarily teo O. J. Field.

Q. T asked you to whom you mdvanced this $55.

Judge LonberL. I do not remember that I got money in that con-
nection, It would be beyond peradventure to whom I did advance it

Q. Didn’t you state to me that you did reccive that smount of
money ?

Judge LowpeLl. Probably so. When I wrote the memorandom. it
probably was included in the meémoramlum,

Q, And you can not state what it was nsed for?

Jwilge Lospeni. 1 say 1t was advanced for somebody whao was pay-
ing these expenses and that acerved.

(). Is that as far ue you can go in that explanation?

Judge Lonvert, Yes, sir.

Mr. President, T think T have made it plailn In what I have
said before that I am not herc eharging dishonesty, I have
only touched the edge of these nffairs; bnt I am here to say
that a publie offieinl who eonducts in this manner the affairs
under his trusteeship is subject to the severest criticism. 1
am not going to tire the Senate with other matters that I went
inte, There were lundreds of ftems, and the committee al-
lowed me to go into less than 20, on just one affernoon, Why,
the very next item that I had on my list was $1,000 pald to
Judge Tobdell for personal expenses. 1 only lLad the oppor-
tunity, in these transactions involving $881,000,000, of asking
him about $7,000 of items,

Mr. GLASS. The Senator has disclosed the fact that out
of a total expenditure of $881,000,000, coveriig a periond of
nearly eight years, he wanted the cemmittee to sit there and
hear him diseuss with Judge Lobdell questions as te whose
meal ticket he pald when those bond transactions were in
progress,

Mr., HOWETLIL. Mr. President, when a public official draws
money from the Treasury he at least owes it to the public to
gecure a receipt or a voucher, and wlen you assume the posi-
tlon that it Is unnecessary for him to do so you have tuken a
tremendously dangerons position In respect to public affairs.

I have been a publie offieial for years I would not think
of expending a dollar without taking a receipt or a vouclier.
In fuet, although I managed the gas, water, and ice plants In
Omaha for years, and our Income was three and a half mil-
lion dollars, ¥ would not expend a dollar In actual money.
Everything had to be paid by check, with a requisition and
voueher, It isthe only safe way to proceed.

Mr., GLASS. Mr, President, the logic of the Senator's posi-
tion is that because Judge Lobdell did not take a receipt for
these meal tickets, therefore tliese four gentlemen are not fit
to be confirmed ns members of the Federnl Land Bank Doard.

Mr. ?‘IIOWELL. Did he take receipts for any of these pay-
ments

AMr. GLASS. T have stuted to the Senate just exactly what
the process was. The stubs of the chiecks showed just the ag-
gregate amount that was pald on these occasions. Judge Lob-
dell stated to the entire satisfactlon of the DBunking and Cur-
rency Committee jost exnetly what these comparatively trivial
amounts were used fo regnlar employees for overtime
work, night work, at these oceasional periods of excessive
activity—and Judge Lobdell, as to his own account, testified to
the committee that it frequently vccurred that he would ndyvance
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a trivial sum out of his own pocket to pay for the meals of
these employees after bank hours, 1 think Judge Lobdell
manifested extroordinary self-control and patience when a Sena-
tor was pounding the desk and asking him, * What did you do
with that $4.66 three years ago?"”

Mr. HOWELL., When I asked the judge such questions, he
gald: “1I did not take a receipt for it and I can not tell you
what I did with it, or whether it Is in my pocket or not.”
That is the fact. Judge Lobdell admitted that there had heen
drawn Trom that account 837,000, and that they had no vouchers
or receipts; and this $565 was the second item on the Franklin
Nationnl Bank account, and the committee only allowed me
to go into 20 items all told, and then said, at the close of the
afternoon, * We do not think it is a good iden to go on," and
closed the hearings.

Mr. GLASS, Were they not 19 repetitions of the first item?
Were thiey not of the same nature exactly?

Mr. HOWELIL. I wonder if the Senator thinks that becanse
you find that one Item has been treated Improperly it is useless
to go into other similar ltems that have been also treated
improperly?

Mr. GLASS. Oh, no. What I did think—and the committee
agreed with me—wag that when we found that one item was
treated properly, that there was no mputation whatsoever, im-
plicitly or otherwise, of wrongdoing, we «ld not want to sit
there all day long, day after day, listening to repetition of the
same =ort of testimony.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, let me make it clear to the
Senate again that after spending nearly two months going into
these accounts this committee generously gave me one day to
present the faets, and that T had the opportunity granted me
of asking questions respecting not to exceed 20 items, involving
not more than $7,000 of these tremendous transactions. Then
the committee consldered that they had had enough.

Mr. GLASS. Just let the Senate for a moment consider this
aspect of the cnse: There we were, ealled together textunally to
pags upon the fitness of four nominees ns members of the Fed-
eral Land Bank Doard, and the Senator was traversing theun-
gands upon thousands of cash items that were entered from
five to geven yeurs before these gentlemen wereé nominated to
the Senate for positions on this board. If the Senator will
tell me what a eash item entered as far back as 1917 had to do
with the fitness for membership on this Land Bank Board of four
gﬂn appolnted in 1023, perhaps he may induce me to agree with

m.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, the trouble is this: These
were not new appointees. These men had served for about a
year, and these men promoted Judge Lobhdell from a position
of $10,000 a year to one of $25000 a year.

Mr. GLASS, And the Senator thinks that because these
four men who had served a year could not tell what became of
a meal ticket seven years theretofore they are unfit to be mem-
bers of that board.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I hold in my hand the state-
ment of the Franklin Bank account. That account alone com-
prises 212 items. I was allowed to question Judge Lobdell
alone—not the farm-loan eommissioner or another member of
the board—respecting these items. He was the only man; and
when we got down to July 1, 1928, Judge Lobdell said: * Well,
now, Senator, I can not tell you anything about what oceurred
after that time, because you know I was not then farm-loan
commissioner.” Did they put on the stand Governor Cooper, as
I had asked? XNo; they went Into executive session and then
adjourned. They refused to go further, Did they put these
nominees on the stand? No; the committee did not allow me
to ask any one of them a question.

Mr, GLASS. 1 wonder if the Senator thinks he is just ac-
curdate there; that we would not go further. Read the record
and see what it shows. It shows that I made the motion that
nnless the Benator had evidence of a new nature to present
that we close the hearings. He did not ask that Governor
Clooper or any member of the board be put on. He did not
venture to say that he had anything of a different nature to
prove than that which he had already presented. Had he done
that the committee was perfectly willing to go on. Thut was
the very prelude te the motion T made.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, at the opening of this the last
hearing, May 14, 1024, I presented a lefter fo the chairman of
the Committee on Danking and Currency. That letter indicated
just whom I wanted to call to the stand, but when the dis-
tinguished Senator from Virginia, a member of that committee,
proposed to close the hearing, I called the committee's atten-
tion again to the letter, and I think youn will find that included
the last word I said; that I wanted to go on, yet the Senator
from Virginia says I had nothing further to show.

Mr. GLASS. T do not say the Senator had nothing further
to show.

Mr, HOWELL., That is true, I beg the Senator's purdon,

Mr. GLASS. What I distinetly did say was that if the
Senator had anything of a different nature to show, I wns
willing to sit there smd hear him.

Mr. HOWELL. But when I had asked that the other mem-
bers of the Farm Tonn Board be put on the stiand, does not
that indieate that T must have had something else to show?

Mr. GLASS. That letter had gone in at the first moments of
the hearing.

Mr. HOWELL. No; I beg the Senator's pardon.
offered It the ofher day when you starvted—23AIny 1-L

Mr. GLASS., As a matter of fact, you malled it to us. I
had a copy of it before the meeting wis opened,

Mr. HOWELL, I sent it to the chairman, hut as we pro-
ceeded T ealled the attention of the committee to that letter,
and asked to have the witnesses there. When the committee
decided not to allow me to go any further fnto the matter, I
agiin called their attention to that lettéd and indieated my
desire to proceed. They stopped me. They were reluctant to
proceed. In faet, clozed the hearings.

Mr, GLASS, That, Mr. President, T feel compelled to deny.
The committee (did not stop the Senntor. The commitiee
offered the Senator every opportunity in the world to present
any new evidence, hut the committee was not willing to sit
there interminably and listen to a repetition of the meal-ticket
proposition, and things of that deseription,

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I regret very much that the
testimony tuken at these hearings has not yet heen printed, hut
I think my memory is quite accurate with reference to the
lust thing I said at that hesring T Hd insist that T should
have the privilege of going on and ealling these witnesses to
the stund, and the committee refused—I state this now—to go
on with that hearing.

Mr. GLASS. If the Senator will reeall, his recollection dur-
ing the heaving was not particnlerly accurate, hecause he ex-
pressed a willingness to o on the stand and testify under
onth that the signature of a young man to a check was affixed
within a few days theretofore, shuce he hnd originally seen
that check, but the young mun himself went on the gtand and
testifiedd that he had indorsed that check months and months
ago, perhaps years ago. The Senator will remember thar
will he not?

Mr. HOWELL. The Senator is quite right, Mr, I'resident

Mr, GLASS.  If I may intervene right here—

Mr., HOWELL., May 1 continge just 2 moment, T have
given a great deal of attention to this matter. I could not
get at all the records, but there were some . few records that I
examined. My memaory was that cerinin ehecks were not in
the condition in which they were when 1 hnd examined them
before, I expressed my . doubfs at the thue, Suobsequentiy,
however, I would not say positively, and if the Senator will
remember, 1 said I would not then go any further respecting
the checks, that * 1 will make no statement at this time.” I
became satisfied afterwards that 1 was mistaken, i

Mr. GLARS., The Senator just said this, in terms; he took
the check and examined it, and then Le threw it down on the
table and saild, *“ 1 would go on the stand and take oath that
that second signature was not on that check when I examined
it several days ago.”

1 had no conception that these matters were to he discnssed
in the open Seunate here. Evidently no other members of the
committee had, becuuse no other member of the committee Is
here. But 1 ask the Senator to let me insert in the Recomp,
or if the Senator will, to insert in the Recouwn, the letter of
the Underseeretary of the Treasury from which he was will-
ing to read only the last sentence a while ago with respect to
thig aeccumulated float.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, T beg the Senator's pardon.
I do net think the Senator wislhes to place me in an improper
Hght, 1 have bad a great deal of territory to cover here, and
I did not wish to read the entire letter. I read the latter por-
tion of that letter.

Mr. GLLASS., Dut that did not indicate the true Import of the
letter. The letter itself sustaing my position absolutely, thnt the
Treasury gave its facilities to the Federal Farm Loan Doard
for these bond transactions. There was no statnte that com-
pelled the Treasury to do 1t. There was nothing to authorize
the Farm Loan Board to demnnd that the Treasury should do
it, but the Treasury gave its facilities to the Farm Loan Board.
And now, after this float has accumuluted, there Is n contro-
vorsy as to the ownership of a part of that fund. I would not
think the Senator could have any objection whatsoever to

I just
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printing in the Recorp at this point the letter of the Under-
secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. HOWELL. Absolutely not.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

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

THE UXDERSECRETARY OF THE TREASURY,
Washington, May 13, 192§,

My DeAR GoverNor Coorer: Major Woods, who made an analysis of
the account of the farmrloan commissioner for the Treasury, which
account has Dbeen submitted pursuant to & Senate resolution to the
Banking and Currency Committee of the SBenate, i3 now preparing for
me a statement showing the actunl amount of credit given by the
Treasury from time to time to the farm-loan commissioner in connec-
tion with the sale of farm-loan bonds and intermediate-credlt deben-
tures. The original practice of the Treasury was to give the farmr
loan commissioner immediate credit when he deposited with the Treas-
urer of the United States a draft drawn on a purchaser of farm-loan
bonds. Im the usual course the draft was presented a day or so
later and carried with it necessarily the extra day or days' interest
on the farm-loan bonds which were being sold. This additional inter-
est increased the farm-loan commissioner’s account and was recelved
only because of the immediate credit given by the Treasury. Since
July, 1923, thig practice of giving Immediate credit has been changed,
and at present the Treasury's relations with the farm-loan commls-
sioner provide that the credit shall be avallable only when the draft
representing the sale of the bonds is paid, so that since July none of
this accretion has come into the accounts of the farm-loan commis-
sloner,

The farm-loan bonds sold carried interest at from 4% per cent to 43
per cent per annum, and the accretions to the farm-loan commissioner’'s
funds by reason of the credit given by the Treasury were, therefore, at
this rate. The farm-loan bonds, however, at no time belonged to the
Treasury, and, in my opinion, the rate of interest that these bonds bore
is immaterial, Had the Treasury not given you the immediate credit
vou could probably have arranged similar credit with commercial
banks. The question between the Treasury and you is therefore con-
fined solely to the walue of this immediate credit facllity which could
not exceed what you could have had a similar facllity elsewhere for,
and in my opinion ghould not be lower than what the Treasury would
have received on bank balances on deposit with commercial banks.
Since the Farm Loan Board is one of the Government facilities, the
Treasury should make no profit ‘out of transactions between the Treas-
ury and the farm-loan commissioner,

I therefore feel that the proper adjustment between the Treasury and
the farm-loan commissioner during the period that immediate credit
was given should be interest on the amount of credit extended at the
vate of 2 per cent, being the same rate paid on Government deposits by
commercial banks, the relation in respect to this Immediate credit be-
tween the farm-loan commissioner and the Treasury being considered
that of banker and customer. When I speak of a proper adjustment I
appreciate that the argument can be made that all of the profit should
inure to the Treasury, since its facilities made the profit possible. It is
my understanding, therefore, that unless the adjustment is made
promptly with the Treasury on the basis above outlined, my views shall
not prejudice the Treasury’s recovery of the full amount of the profit.

Very truly yours,
Garpinp B, WINSTON,
Undersecretary of the Tréasury.
Hon. R. A. Cooren,
Farm Loan Commissioner,
Federal Farm Loan Board, Washington, D 0.

Mr. HOWELL. I wish to call the Senator's attention to this
fact, that whereas the distinguished Senator from Virginia sug-
gests that this credit was given to the Farm Loan Board, yet
the Treasury is now trying to get back part of it, at least.

Mr. GLASS. Ob, yes; but the Undersecretary states precisely
there that the facility could have been gotten by the Farm
Loan Board, very likely, from the banks of the country, and it
was not doing it any very great service to tender the facilities
of the Treasury to a newly established credit facility for the
relief of the farmers of the country, Because a float has ac-
cumulated, somebody has suggested to somebody to put in a
claim for a part of the money. I do not think they are entitled
to a dollar of it.

During the delivery of Mr., HoweLL's speech,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6357) for the
reorganization and improvement of the foreign service of the
United States, and for other purposes.

LXV—567

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6207) authorizing
and directing the Secretary of War to transfer to the jurisdic-
tion of the Department of Justice all that portion of the Fort
Leavenworth Military Reservation which lies in the State of
Missouri, and for other purposes.

The message further announced that the House had disagreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5325) con-
ferring jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, examine,
adjudicate, and enter judgment in any claims which the Choc-
taw and Chickasaw Indians may have against the United States,
and for other purposes ; requested a conference with the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that
Mr. SNypER, Mr. DALLINGER, and Mr. HasTINGs were appointed
managers on the part of the House at the conference.

The message also announced that the House had receded
from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 21
to the bill (H. R. 83850) making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of State and Justice and for the judiciary and for the
Departments of Commerce and Labor for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1925, and for other purposes; receded from its dis-
agreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 22 and 23 te
the said bill, and concurred therein, each with an amendment,
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ORDER FOR THURSDAY EVENING ON THE CALENDAR

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Ne-
braska to yield in order to allow me to present a request for
unanimous consent and let whatever debate occurs under it be
placed either before or after the Senator's remarks,

Mr. HOWELL. I yield for that purpose.

Mr, CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that when the Sen-
ate concludes its business on Thursday afternoon next it shall
take a recess until 8 o'clock in the evening and that at the
evening session, between 8 and 11 o’'clock, the calendar shall be
taken up under Rule VIII, beginning where we left off at the
last call of the calendar, which was, as I recall, Order of Busi-
ness 464.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. MOSES. And unobjected bills only to be considered.

Mr. SMOOT. Just a moment. The Senator left out the
reference to unobjected bills.

Mr. CURTIS., To consider only unobjected bills on the
calendar.

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to say to the Senator that the Com-
mittee on Agriculture is meeting at night now, as well as dur-
ing the day, and I want it understood that there will be no
other business transacted.

Mr. CURTIS. I confine my request to the consideration of
unobjected bills on the calendar.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I wish to ask
the Senator whether we are likely to have an opportunity
for the consideration of bill§ on the calendar to which there
may be objection or which, probably, not being objected to, may
require longer debate than can be had under the five-minute
rule,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr, President, it was my intention, if we
could get through the calendar of unobjected bills on next
Thursday night—and I think we can do that—then to ask for
an adjournment each evening for several days so that there
may be two hours in the morning to take up bills on motion.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I wish to say to the Senator
and to the Senate that there are two or three bills on the
calendar that are quite important. I do not anticipate that
there will be objection to them, or that it will be desired to
discuss them to any considerable extent, although as to one
of them a Senator, while not opposing the bill, wishes to take
about a half hour to discuss it. Those bills are of consider-
able importance, however, and I want to say that I want them
considered and acted upon before this session is over.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I will even add, further, that
if these unobjected bills are completed I should be willing
to ask for a night session to consider bills on the calendar
when the committees get through holding their night sessions.

Mr. SMOOT, That does not apply, however, to Thursday?

Mr. OURTIS. No; 'I‘hnrsday night, unobjected bills under
the five-minute rule,

The PRESIDENT pro bam;yore. Is there objection?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I want to say
just a word further. I do not want to coerce anybody, or
anything like that; but there are, as I say, two or ihree of
these bills on the calendar that T am gotng to insist so far as
I can on having disposed oﬂ before the Senate quits for the
summer.
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Mr. ROBINSON. hlr. Presidemt, I want o make this an-
nouncement :  The Cemmittee on Interstate Commerce hos re-
ported a bill wiich ferbids the cellection of what is known as
the Pullman surchange.: There dinve been introduced in the
body at the other end «f the Capitol some 80 lor 90 bills, and
there have been introduced in this body some 10 or 15 bills to
the ‘same affect. 1 desire to meve at the first opportunity that
the Senate proceed to the consideration of this kill if objection
is made when' it is reached om ‘the ealendar under the order
' that the ‘Semstor from Kansas suggests. I have no objection to
the rmeqnest for Thursday evening submitted by the Semator
| from Kansas. -

Mr. OQURTIS. This is only unebjected bills,

Mr. ROBINEON. Only unebjected hills.

Mr. JONES of W on. T will gtate frankly that one
of the two bills T have in mind s the bill amending a couple
of seetions of the shipping act, to which T anticipate there
will be really mo ehjeetion, and swhich 1 have not had any ftime
with yet. We have not reached i#t. The other Bill is a very
| important measure Telgting to the fisheries in Alagka. That
| bill ought to be passed very, very soon. I shsll not object to

| this request.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is fhere objection? ‘The
Chair hears mene, and the agreement s entered into.

The agreement was veduced #o writing, as fellows:

It is agreed by unanimous comsent that when the Senate rconcludes

 its business on Thursday afterncom, May 22, 1024, it take a rcoess
until 8 p. m.; that at the evening session the Senate shall censider
only undbjected bills on the calendar under Rule VIII, and at not
(later than 11 p. m. take a recess or adjourn until Friday.

“RDER FOR BBCOESS

Mr., EDGE. Mr, President, I make the reguest that when
' the Senate concludes its buginess fo-day it take a recess until
‘12 o'clock moon to-morrow.

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

After Mr. Howgrr had yielded the floor for the day,

. APPROPRIATIONS BOE THE STATE ANWD JUSTICE mrm:ﬂ.m's, ‘ETC.
‘Mr. JONES of Washington submittéd the following report;

“I'he committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the

' two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (I, R.
8350) making appropriations for the Departments of State and

Justice and for the judictary and for the Departments of Com-

merce and Labor for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and

for other purposes, having met, after full and free ‘conference

have 'been unable to agree.
W. L. Joxus,

CaABLEs CURTIE.
H. C. Lobar,
Lxr 8, OVERMAN,
W, J. Hageis,
Managers on the pari or the Benate.
Mmxron W. SHREVE,
GEo, HorpeN TINEAM,

B. Orives,
Managers on the part of the House.

MNr. ROBINSON. It is not a complete agreement?
Mr. JONES of Washington. Ii is a .complete
. | and I am going to ask that the amendments made by themmaa
! to the two Senate amendments be agreed to.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The guestion is-en agmaln,g
to ihe conference repart,
The report was agreed to
Mr. JONES of Washington. I ask that the action of the
House be laid before the Senate.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Semate the
?cir.ion of the. House of Representatives, which was read, as
ollows:
In vrE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES,
May €0, 1984,
Resolved, That the House recedes from lts disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate No. 21 to the bill H. R. 8350, entitled “An act
making appropriations for the Departments of Btate and Justice and
for the judiclary, and for the Departments of Commerce amd Labor for
the fiscal yenr ending Jone 80, 1925, and for otber purposes,” and
concurs thevein,
That the House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of
. the Senate No. 22, and concurs therein with an amendment as follows :

In lleu of the matter inserted by gaid amendment insert the follow-

ing: “ each, whose aggregate compensation ghall not exceed $80,000."

Mhat the Honse reoefiog firom its disagreement o the amendment of
the Benate No, 23, and concurs thereln with an smendment ns fallows:
In lieu of the langugge inserted hy sald amendment Insert the follow-
ing: " but the Attorney 'Gemeral ey fix the ecompensation of not to
excesd gix poarsons atl mot to exceed $10,000 each,”

Mr. JONES of Washington. I move that the Henate agree
to the amendments -of the House o the amendments of the Sen-
ate Nos. 22 and 23.

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator explain briefty the effect
of agreeing to his metion?

Mr. JONEF of Washington. As the Senate passed the bill
we previded fer two atbterneys, swho might be paid only $10;000
a year. The House inserted an amendment so that the aggre-
gate of the twe shonld met exceed $30,000.

In the ether case the Bemate provided for eight; that the
Attorney Gemeral might fix the salary mp to $10,000. This Hm-
its it te six.

Mr. ROBINSON. I:see no gbjection to the motion.

The motion was agreed to.

EXTCUTIVE SESSTON

Mr. OVERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
gideration of executive business.

WMr. BDGE. - Will the ‘Senator from North Carolna withhold |

that motion for a moment?

Mr, OVERMAN, I will withhold the motion for a moment.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, a parliamentary inguiry.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The ‘Senator will state his

quiry.
Mr. EDGH. Is it not entirely parliamentary now for the

President to put the metion which is now pending to make '

gena}e bifl 1898 the unfinished business®? Can mnot ‘that be
one

"The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion made by the
Senator from North Carolina can be made ‘at any time, and it
does not disturb the motion of the Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. EDGE. T appreciate that my motion is still pending, but
I am wondering if we can not ‘cafl it up to-night, inasmuch as
the Senator from North Carolima withhelds Tis motion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The fenate can dispose of
the motion of the Senator from North Carolina by a vote. The
question is on agreeing te ‘the motion of the Benator from
North Oarolina that the Senate moceeﬁ ‘to the consideration of
executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the ‘Senate proceeded to the
caonsideration of executive business. After five minutes spent
in executive session fthe doors were reopened, and the Senate
(at 6 ¢'clock and 5 minutes p. m.), under the order preyiously
made, took a recess nntil to-morrow, Wednesday, May 21, 1024,
at 12 o'clock m.

NOMINATIONS
Brecutive nominations meceived by ithe Senaie May &0, 1824
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY

The following-named to be ensigns in the Navy
from the 5th day of June,

Everett W. Abdill
Crutehfield Adair.
Adams.
John L. Allen.,
Howell Armor.

‘Herbert P. Bearce.
Stephen R. Bedford.
Frederick J. Bel.
Donald B. Bennettf.
Robert 8. Bertschy,
Brainerd N. Bock.
Phillip M. Boltz.
Manrice M, Bradley,
Wilkie H. Brereton.

Laurance L. Browning.

Samuel M, Bailey.
Roland V. Baillie.
John A, Baldwin.
Themas J. Ball.
Stephen @G. Barchet
Richard 8. Baron.

Richard J. Bo‘ul‘k'e. e
John W. . Brand.
Wiltiam D. Brown.
Paul K, Bryant.
Forrest R. Bunker.
Harry Burris.

Btone H. Bush.

Geerge M, Brydon, Jr.
Eugene C. Burchett.
Sherman H. Burroughs, Jr.
John 'W. Buxton.

Joe M. Cabanillas,
Joseph A. Callaghan,
Allen P. Calvert.
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Thomas 8. Cameron.
Itobert I. Campbell, jr.
Arthur G. Carney.
Chester E. Carroll.
Robley W. Clark.
Willis B. Cleaves.
Forrest Close.

William M. Cole.
Dewey H. Collins,
Stockton B. Colt, jr.
Edward P. Creehan.
Charles B. Cross, jr.
Carl H. Cullen,
Shirley Y. Cutler.
Allston D. Calhoun, Jr.
Charles H, Callaway.
Donald A. Cameron.
Lee F. Campbell.
Richard P. Carlson.
Robert 8. Carr.

Ralph C. Carroll.
Alhert J. Clausen.
Edward W. Clexton.
William P, Cochran, jr.
Lewis H. Coley.
Howard L. Collins,
John F. Cocke.

John P, Cromwell.
Jdward F. Crowe.

Edmund A. Cunningham.

James R, Dancy.
John C. Daniel.

Frederick A. L. Dartsch.

Frank R. Davis.
Douglas T. Day, jr.
Harold R. Demarest,
Maurice M. De Wolf,
Arthur B. Dickie.
Edward V. Dockweiler,
Joseph F. Dahigren.
Henry (. Daniel.
Tillman T. Dantzler.
Edmund B. Dascomb,
William V. Davis, jr.
Frank H. Dean.

William V. Deutermann,

Walter C. Dey.
Henry C. Doan.
Burton L. Doggett.
Willlam 8. Domer,
Hammond J. Dugan.
Peter H. H. Dunn,
Thomas H. Dyer.
Henry O. Drexler,
Irving T. Duke,
William H. Duvall
Walter 1, Eckberg,
Louis B. Edwards,
Arthur B. Elliott.
Norman W, Ellis.
William L. Erdmann.
Robert W. Esmond.
William A. Evans, jr.
Kenneth Earl.
Harold B, Edgar.
Clarence H. Ekstrom.
Ezra M, Ellis.

John T. Engeman, jr.
Hampton M. Hricsson.
George W. Evans, jr.
Joseph A, Farrell, jr.
Clifford A. Fines,
William G. Fisher,
James M. Flynn,
Joseph W. Fowler.
Dennis L. Francis.
Thomas B, Fraser,
Frederick R. Furth,
Donald W, Fairbairn.
Charles A. Ferriter.
Howell C. Fish.
Hickory C. Floed.
Clinton H. F. Folger.
William C, France.
Louis P, Frank.

Archie J. Freels,
Wayne N. Gamet. -
Francis H. Gardner.
Herbert K. Gates.
Robert Goldthwaite,
Tom Gore, jr.
Walter M. Graesser,
George M. Granbery.
Orville F. Gregor.
Thomas R. Griffith, jr.
Edward F. Galla
Richard G. Gana
Joseph H. Garvin.
BEdward E. Gminder.
Henry W. Goodall.
Marcel E. A. Gouin,
Paul Graf.

Francis J. Grandfield.
Arthur A, Griese,
Louis H. Gwinn,
Harrell W. Hall.

- Alvin B. Harmon,

John C. Harris.

Frederick C. Hartman ir.
Warren W, Harvey.
Leslie H. Hawkinson.
John D. Hayes.
Hubert M, Hayter.
Truman J. Hedding,
Lee R. Herring.
William A. Hickey.
Charles M. H. Hoffman.
James B. Hagle.
John 8. Holtzclaw.
Arthur N. Hooper.
Hallsted L. Hopping.
P. Howard, jr.
Crichton N. Hubbard.
Edward N. W. Hunter.
John K. Hyatt.
Glenn R. Hartwig.
Robert §. Hatcher,
John A. Hayes.
William 8. Hays,
Francis M. Heddens.
Minor . Heine,
Lewls B. Herrington, jr,
Stuart 'W. HilL
John T, Hogg.
John A, Holbrook.
Francis M. Hock.
Howard V, Hopkins,
Donald F, Horne,
Charles 8. Hough.
George F. Howland.
Thomas A. Huckins,

Elijah W. Irish.

Joseph F. Johnson.
Robert H. G. Johnson.
Howell A. Jones.
Richard F. Johnson, jr.
Michael I, Kearns.
Samuel G. Kelly. -
Harry G. Kent,

George C. King.
Thomas J. Kirkland, jr,
Arnold R. Kline.
Alexander W. Kreiser, jr,
William A. Kanakanui.
Robert H. Keliher,
John M. Kennaday.

James 8. Laidlaw.
James C. Landstreet,
Hugh R. Lamberth.

Wilfred E. Lankenau.
Samuel B, Latimer,
Edwin T. Layton.
Charles L. Lee.
Harold M. Leslie.
Joseph S. Lillard.
Theodoric C. Linthicum.
Robert G. Lockhart,
James D. Lovejoy.
Robert W. Larson,
Frank C. Layne.
Walter D. Leach, jr.
Charles A. Legg.
Arthur B. Leverett.
Albert R. Linholm.
Roy W. Lishness.
William J. Longfellow.
Sumner K. MacLean.
Frank W. MacDonald.
William R. MecCaleb.
Ralph T. MeDaniel.
Charles H. McDonald.

Archibald G. W. McFadden.

Ira C. McKee.

Donald F, McLean.
Hugh B. McLean.
Daniel J. McCallum,
Charles C. McDonald,
James F. MeDonough.
James H. McIntosh.
Alonzo E. McLaughlin.
Ephraim R. McLean, jr.
Lawrence J. McPeake,
Wilbur L. Mellon.
William N. Mansfield.
Hugh J. Martin.
William G, Michelet.
Ralph E. Mills.
William J, Mitchell.
Elliott M. Moore.
John H. Morril
Elbert M. Murphy.
Austen V. Magly.
John A. Marsh,

Bob 0, Mathews.
Preston V. Mercer,
Harold B. Miller.
Robert O. Minter.
George C. Montgomery.
Armand M. Morgan.
Richard 8. Moss,
Edgar T. Neale.
Bromfield B. Nichol.
Thomas D. Napier.
Clyde J. Nesser.

Louis W. Nuesse.

Ira H. Nunn.

Charles W. Oexle, 2
John N, Ople, 8d.
Adolph H. Oswald.
Solomon F. Oden.
Gerald B. Ogle,
William R. Ostertag.
James R. Pahl

Elton C. Parker.
Richard J. Penny.
Roger H. Perry.
George Edmund Peterson,
Woodward Phelps.

"Roger D, Phillips.

Claiborne H. Price,
Herrmann G. Page.
Elbert A. Palmer, jr.
George W. Patterson, jr.
Albert N. Perkins,
Wallis F. Petersen.
George Edward Peterson.
Neill Phillips.

Richard E. Playter.
Bertrand D. Quinn,
Arthur M. Quale,
Donald J. Ramsey,
HEdward W. Rawlins.
Claude B. Reese.
Fitzhugh L. Rhea.

William L. Richards.
James B, Ricketts, jr.
Virginius R. Roane.
George N. Robillard,
Louis Roedel.

John B. Rooney.
Milton H. Roths.
John R. Ruhsenberger,
Thomas O. Ragan.
Andrew K. Randolph,
Henry T. Read.
George Reith, jr.
Lester K. Rice.
Henry H, Richter,
Thomas C. Ritchie.
Norman K. Roberts.
Hunter R. Robinson.
Eugene O. Rook.
Rufus E. Rose, jr.
Colby G. Rucker.
Burnice L. Rutt.
Herman Sall.

Merle A. Sawyer,
John J. Scheibeler.
Mnax Schreiner,
Erskine A. Seay.
John T. Shannon.
John R, Sanford, Jr.
Robert E. Sayre.
Charles A, Behenck, jr.
Eugene T, Seaward.
Elljott W. Shanklin,
Louis D, Sharp, jr.
Joshua . Shively.
Theodore J. Shultz.
Walter W, Siegrist, *
George A. Sinclair,
Thomas U. Sisson.
James W. Smith.
Harrison B. Southworth,
Emory W. Stephens.
William P. Stone,
George W. Stott.
Franklin A. Strohecker,
James H. Sullivan.
Robert L, Swart,
Harold M. Sylvester,
Herbert P, Sheldon.
Wallace B. Short.
Paul W, Siegrist,
William F. Simmons.
Samuel J. Singer,
Harold P. Smith.
Thomas C. Southerland.
John E. Spahn.
Gordon M. Stoddard.
Max C. Stormes.
Richard F. Stout.
Charles J. Stuart.
Robert 0. Butliff,
John M. Sweeney.
Edwin J. Taylor, jr.
Myron 8. Teller.
Thomas H. Templeton.
Lloyd H. Thomas.
William B. Thompson,
Harold H. Tiemroth,
James R. Topper.
Arthur M. Townsend.
Thomas A. Turner, jr.
William P. Tammany.
Joseph L. Taylor, jr.
Harry B. Temple.

+ Joseph P, Thew.

Arthur L. Thompson.
Murray J. Tichenor.
Charles T. Tonkin, jr,
George C. Towner,
Osgood V. Tracy.
Walter V. B. Vieweg.
Aurelins B. Vosseller.
Willilam B, Verge.
Robert A. Vos.

John C. Waldron.
Audley L. Warburton.
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Arthur O, Wood. VLA
Joseph J. Woodward,
Jogeph M. Warthington.
Warren D. Wilkin.;
Edwin R. Wilkinson.
Roy D. Williams;
Ralph K., Wilson.
Cameron M. Winslow, jr.
Joseph BE. Wolowsky.
Chester C., Wood. -
Edward L. Woodyard.
Joseph M. P. Wright.
Elmer E. Yeomans,
Edward W. Young.

Ethelbert Watts.
Richard C. Wehb, ir.
Alan Weir.

Edmund W. Whitehead.
Robert T. Waid.
Raymond R. Waller.
John T. Warren.

Paul L, F. Weaver,
William W. Weeden, jr.
Homer B. Wheeler.
David D. Wight.
Charles W, Wilkins
Jack B. Willlams.
Stanley A. Williams.
Clarence L. Winecoff. Rufus C. Young, jr.
Edgar L. Witmer, Berndard T. Zelenka.

The following-named midshipmen to be assistant paymasters
;ngzahe Navy, with the rank of ensign, from the 5th day of June,

Joe T. Davies.
George E. Hake,
Joseph L. Herlihy.
Malcolm A, Noreross.

William L. Patten.
Alfred P. Randolph.
John E. Wymond,

MARINE OORPS

The following-named midshipmen at the United Btates Naval
Academy to be second lleutenants in the Marine Corps from
the 5th day of June, 1924 ;

Raymond A. Anderson.

Robert 0. Bare.

Herbert P. Becker.

George H. Bellinger, ' jr.

Theodore Blanchard.

Arthur G. Blieseney.

Charles F. Cresswell.

Lawrence W. Dalton.

Charles L. Fike:

Floyd M. Fletcher:

Walter H. French.

James H. N. Hudnall.

Alan T. Hunt.

APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY

The following-named citizens of the States indicated o‘;:fo
site their names to be assistant surgeons in the Navy, th
the rank of lieutenant (Jjumior grade), to rank from
day of May, 1924 :

Ora M. Holman of Indiana.

Clifton A. Young of Pennsylvania.

The following-named citisens of the States lndlca.ted
site their names to be assistant surgeons in the Navy, wtth the
rank of Heutenant (junior grade), to rank from the 10th day
of June, 1924 :

Walter B. Wolfe of Missourl.

John M. Bachulus of Connecticut.

David ¢. Elliott of Ohlo.

Harry D. Templeton of Indiana.

Cleveland H. Branner of Virginis.

Charles Stewart of Pennsylvania.

William H. Turnley of Virginia.

William A. Strauss of Maryland.

Walter ¥. J. Karbach of Texas.

Charlle H. Allman of Virginia.

Elmer T. Cure of Indiana.

Ralph D. MeAfee.
Charles G. Meints
William, ¢. Purple!
Charles F. Replinger.
John R. Rhamstine,
Frank E. Sessions, jr.
Prenties A. Bh.lehler.
Perry K. Smith. -
Gerald H. Steenberg. || .
Henry P. Stevens, jr.
Walter J. Stuart. I
Donald G. Willis,

John F. Moriarty of Massachusetts. A

John M. Barnes of District of Columbia.
Richard B. Talbott of West Virginia.
Leon D. Carson of Illinois.

Victor W. Hart of Ohio.

Arthur J, Hamilton of Michigan.
George 0. Main of Illinois.

Harold B. Rae of South Dakota.
Donald E. Dement of California.
William BE. Pinner of Virginia.
Dwight J. Wharton of Missourl.
Henry G. Backer of Indiana.
Merrill R. Fox of Pennsylvania.
John W, Parent of Maine.

Arthur P. Morton of Virginia.
Howard H. Hill of Indiana

Oliver R. Nees of Indiana.

John L. Thornton of Virginia.
Claude L. Taylor of Pennsylvania.
Robert 1. Baker of Ohio.

Horace E. Brown of Tennessee.

Harvey E. Robing of West Virginla. |
Robert K. ¥. Dusinberre of New York,
John L. Emenhiser of Indiana.
Carl D, Middlestadt of Indiana.
Beryl C, Shearer of Iowa.

Charles H. Bitner of Pennsylvania.
Charles-C. Yanqueil of Ohlo.

John Q. Owsley, jr., of Tennessee.
John F. Luten of Tennessee.

Roy L. Mullins of Virginia.

Arra B, Chesser of Indiana.

Lloyd R. Newhouser of Indiana.
Joseph I. Porter of Utah.

Israel Levin of Pennsylvania.
Henry M. Weber of Maryland.
Harold B, List of Indiana.

Franecis J. Vurpillat of Illinois.
Max H. Wonders of Nebraska,

John R. Smith of Ohio. .

Henry J. Winkler of West Virginia.
Harold D. Fritz of Ohio.

Thomas F. Cooper of Missourl.

John M. Beall of Loulsiana.

Walter A. Hornaday of Indiana.
George O. Thomas of Pennsylvania.
Leonard L. Wilson of Notth Carolina,
Jobn M. Woodward of Tennessee,
David W. Truscott of Pennsylvania.
Fay HL Falconer of California.
Wilbur J. Cox of Indiana.

Harold W, Gillen of Indiana,

John R, Lynas of Indiana.

UONFIRMATIONS
Ezecutive nominations eonfirmed by the sunu May zo, 1924
UNTTED. STATES MARSHAL' "

Arthur Rogers to be United States mlﬂhﬂ. western district
of Tenneaaee.

PosTMASTERS
' . ALABAMA

Hugh H. Dale, Camden,
Louie W. Vaughan, Cuba.
Griffin G. Guest, Fort Payne,
Howard F, Little, Linden. ,
Willlam L. Jones, Parrish,
Annie L. Pittman, Shawmut.
Guy Walker, Somerville,
Samuel J, Tucker, Sprl.nsvﬂle.
Andrew J. Bass, jr., Trussyille.
Alden M. Walace, Tuskegee.

: m.mors
Lottie M! aones. Antioch; ' [
Francis W. Oraig, Apple Rlver. HITUAL L)
Edwin C. O’Brien, Barry. ' : .
Frank G. Robinson, El Pago. L
John H. Stolle,' Evansville. o
Andrew R. Tarbox, Gibson City.
Jessie A, Livingston, Livingston.
Anna“J. Arthur, Lovejoy,
August Kalbitz,'Red Bud.
Harry Hutchins, Rockton.
Henry H, Pierce, Royalton.
Christian Andres, Tinley Park.
Simon K. Lewis, Utlea.
Laura A. Gregory, Willisyille.
Harry L. Dean, Witt. '

; INDIANA

Clara A, Salla, Denham.
Walter C. Farrell, Middletown.
Iva D. Myers, Millersburg.
Warren B. Johnson, Owensville,

I0WA

Olyde O. Sheaffer, Alden.

William M. Young, Defiance.

Howard B. Gillesple, Guthrie Center.

Frank T. Best, Pomeroy. j T
KANSAS :

Henry M. Highland, McCune.

Ulysses G, Stewart, Rossville.

Susie J. Gibbons, St. Paul.
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MAINE 5
Tred E. Jones, Brownviile.
Periey M. Hauson, Hast Millinocket.
Frank G. Thompson, Mile.
MASBACHUSETTS
William . Lovejoy, Barnstable.
James K. Sullivan, Gilbertville.
Jolm A. Bell, Leicester.
i MINNESOTA
Henry O. Halverson, Gonvick.
Egbert J. Hasbrouck, Graceville.
Hans P. Decken, Hanska,

WMONTANA

Charles W. Allison, Rainville.

George C. Core, Choteau.

Avory W. Dehnert, Denton,

(George W. Patterson, Havre.

Ttobert T. Rlc‘ha.rﬂson. Missoula. y :
Hugh C, Walker, Poplar. ; 5
Claude O. Alexander, Stanford. : - $14f
Robert Parsons, Sweetgrass.

"Thomas ¥, Devore, Whitehall.

NEBRASKA 2T \

'Deng&rden. Bet.haw t i
"s!inuie L. Smith, Blue Springs.

Oscar M. Fenstermncher, Cedar Bluffs, - AT a8

Henry V. Ingram, Exeter. i TR
Frank W. Fuhlrodt. Fremonmt. qzudpbl 1o SE VL0 oY
Archie L. Smith, Imperial. {1-0TR. HALE i
NORTH CAROLINA [ L/TITS 1
John ‘H. Corbitt, Sunbury. ' - e S B '
Thomas A. Kenmedy, Troutmans. 1255 :
. NOBTH DAKOTA : [ a1
Benjamin L. Anderson, Granarei 4 0 | BALAT A
BOUTH DAKOTA . I/ 7i0t
William R. Amoo, Morristewn. AT 208 Y
ki : He L T
James M Greaham, Smyrnn
wWYOMING [/ IPA D]
Yrank G, Brown, T'ort Laramiie. ¢ :
Neletta P. Howard, Manville.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Torspay, May 20, 192} ' T

The House met at 12 o'¢lock noon. - gy i
The Chaplain, Rev, James Shera Honlgomery D D., o!rered
the following prayer:

{)Godotmercyandfo:givam doimouheartha_mex
pressed voices of our breasts and accept us again as Thy needful
children. May we strive to become worthy, even in"some little
way, of Thy countless blessings.  Imbue us thoroughly with a
lastigg devotion to all theessential needs of our country. . Come

behind the clouds of nncertainty and nnwisdom and be the

light on our pathways. Ifaithm' strain, or storm

is our portion may we realize that Godiaswdlmdblened

inrevermur& In the name of Jesus our Savier we pray.
men.

The Journal of the proceedings of mm:ly was read and
approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATR

. A message from the Senate by Mr. Welch, one of its clerks,
. announced that the Senate had passed bill of the following
| title, in which the concurrence of the House of Bepmentat.lvea
was requested:
¢ B, 2327, An act to amandsecﬂon&ot the,intemtata com-
' merce act.
. The message also announced t.hat the Sen.am hnving roeeeded
. in pursuance of the Constitution to recongider the . (H. B
7059) entitled “An act to provide adjunsted mpenminn for
i the veterans of the World War, and for-other purposes,” re-
turped by the President of the United .Btates to the House of
Representatives, in which it originated, with his objections, and
passed by the Heuse on a reconsi ot the same, it was

| passed, two-thlrdsottheamtoupmthaﬂngnmdmthe |

amrma.tzve. ;

T B=ja 1 a9y [T |
' \

! ,_.',}}“;u 3 souoy eldiio) d o

| Committee on War Claims.

‘the

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to
the report of the committee of canference on the disagreeing
wotes of the two Houseson the amendments of the House to the
bill (8. 2169) {o amend in certain particulars the national
defense aet of June 3, 1916, as amended, and for other purposes.

BENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUIION REFERRED

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV Senate bills and and joint
resolution of the following titles -were taken from ‘the
Bpeanker's tablel and refierred to their apprepriate commitiees,
as indicated below:

‘B, 2827, An aect to amend sectiom 4 of the interstate com-
mence act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Oom-

S. 2028, An act authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to
accept certain ‘lands fin the vicinity of Peénsacola, ‘Fla., to as-
sure a suitable water supply for the United States Naval Air
Btatien at Pensacola; to |the Committee on Naval Affairs.
&, 983, An met- tp provide. for the examination and registra-
tion of architects and to regulate the practiee of architecture
in the District of Golnmbh to the -Gmmnlttm on the Diltrict
of Columbia, -

8. 588, Ann.cl:ﬂm"tha ncl‘le.t of DulelA Spalghtanﬂ o'.‘lers-
to the Commiittes on Olaims.

8. J. Res. 95. A joint, molut‘len ﬁo »a.'lthoﬂ.ia the American
National Red Oress te cotinue the use of temporary build-
ings now erected on square numbeved l'm,'m}:tngtm. DO
to the Commitiee on the Library.,

S. 830. An act for, the relief of Ii[lizahath Woptmx. ta, the

LEAVE OF ABSENGE

muﬁ af?frma . Mr. mS:ﬁtakerem.[ ;1&1!'9 .‘lﬂmm of .absence for
e nndergo a medical operation
The SPEAKER. ‘Without objection, the request 1s granted.
There was no objecticn .

DEPARTMENTS, .OF BM'IT@, JUBTI.IIE, I.Ti;l., APPROPRIATION BILLS

Mr. SHREVE. Mr, Speaker, I-calli mmm report on
the bill (H., R:, 8350) making appropriafiens for the Depart-
ments of State and Justice and for the jndiﬂar{'ﬂ;nd for

Departments' of Commetce’ and” Labor, for ‘the fiseal year
ending June 30, 1925, and for ather ptu:pom

The m'mm “The gentleman  from Pemzsyrvania calls
up a eonference report which the Clerk will report.

The conference report and sta:emen: are as follows:

mmﬂmJ L bla

The commltbea of conférence pn the dlsagreping votes of the
two Houses on 'the amendments of 'the Senate to the bill (H. R.
‘8350) making appropriations for the Departments of State and
Justice and for the judiciary and for the Departments of Com-
merce ‘and Labor dor the fiscal year ending June 80, 1925, and
for: ether purposes, baving met, umnnnndc&mmxemm
have been unable to agree.

Movren W, Sureve,
Gro. Horpew TINKHAM,
! W. B. Onxves,
Mancwenm the part of the House.

W. L. JomES,
{CHARLES

¢ OuRTis,
H. 0. Lopcw,
Lz 8. OVERMAN,
- W J. Hamgis,
M{magcn on the part. of the Smtc

STATEMENT

The managers 01:1 the part of the House at the cmmerenca an
the i voles, of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8350) making appropriations for
the Departments of State and Justice and for the judiciary and
for the Departments of eérce and Tabor for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1925, a.nd for other purposes, submit the follow-
ing statement:

‘Senate amendments Nua. 21, 22, and 23, upon ‘which the
two Houses have not agreed and upon which ‘Ehe committee of
conference have not agreed, relate to the number and salaries of
attorneys under the apprepriation for the imvestigation and
prosecutlon of war frauds.’ Mmron o

il X 57y T
2 5.. ,,'. vl W, B. Ouives,

FELLn S S GmH TINKHAM,
8 6785 HOT W ,Ma on, SMM or the Rms.

o) -aalmal do heantiaeantl ool ulk ¢
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Mr. SHREVE, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur on amendment No. 21.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
that the House recede and concur on amendment No, 21——

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, let it be reported, please.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 83, line 5, strike out the words * one person,” and insert in
fieu thereof * two persons."”

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I make the point
of no quorum. .

Mr. SHREVE. Will the gentleman withhold that, please?

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I ean not withhold anything,
brother, unless it is a personal matter. I will withhold any-
thing that is personal.

Mr. SHREVE. We desire very much to get these conference
reports cut of the way, I will say to the gentleman. :

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I know; but we could have
done that last night. Unless it is a personal request I will have
to make the point.

Mr. SHREVE. Then I will make it personal, and I am
sure the gentleman will grant me that courtesy.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I will if you make it personal.

Mr. SHREVE. I will make it a personal matter.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania to recede and concur.

The motion was agreed to.

' LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask Indefinte leave of
absence for my colleague, Mr. PERLMAN, on account of lllness
in his family.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be
granted. The Chair would suggest that when gentlemen wish
to request leave of absence, it is better to put it in writing.

There was no objection.

CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I call up amendment No. 22,
The Clerk read as follows:

Page 33, line 7, after the word " annum,” insert the word * each.”

- Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur
with an amendment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves
to recede and concur with an amendment, which the Clerk will

report.
The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. SErREVE moves that the House recede from its disagreement to
the amendment of the Senate No, 22 and agree to the game with an
amendment as follows: In llen of the matter inserted by sald amend-
ment insert the following: * each, whose aggregate compensation will
not exceed $30,000.”

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania to recede and concur with an amend-
ment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The next amendment in disagreement is
No. 23, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 83, line 7, amendment No. 28: Strike out “Provided further,
That the compensation agreed to be paid to any person by the De-
partment of Justice shall be definitely fixed at the time of employ-
ment " and insert *“ But the Attorney General may fix the compen-
sation of not to exceed eight persons at not to exceed $10,000 each.”

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur
with an amendemnt.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman grant me two minutes
on that? :

The SPEAKER. The clerk will first report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. BHREVE moves that the House recede from its disagreement
. to the amendment of the Senate No, 23, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the language inserted by sald
amendment, insert the following: * But the Attorney General may
fix the compensation of mot to exceed six persoms at not to exceed
$10,000 each.”

Mr. SHREVH. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from
Texas two minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, we have in the Department
of Justice former colleagues who are some of the ablest lawyers
in the United States. They served their country well here in
the House at a salary of $7,500, but now you are arranging for
this big army of lawyers in the Department of Justice to be

continued on and permit salaries to be continued at outrageous
sums. This ought not to be allowed. There is no necessity
for the six at $10,000 a year. There is no chance to beat it;
it is going to be passed. If there were any chance on earth to
stop it I would do everything possible, but I realize there is no
way to stop it. You are going to pass it, but I could not let
it pass without my pretest.

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that the confer-
ence committee have worked along the line suggested by the
gentleman from Texas. We have reduced the number from
eight to six, and I hope another year we may be able to make
another reduction.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. At the present time they are em-
ploying 10 and we have reduced the number to 6.

Mr. McKEOWN. Are these special assistants for the Attor-
ney General? ;

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama.
fraud cuses.

Mr. McKEOWN. What salary do the regular assistants to
the Attorney General get?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama.
lars a year.

Mr. McKEOWN. Does not the gentleman think that the regu-
lar assistants do more hard work than any special assistunts?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes; but the special assistants
are called in only for a short time and may not be occupied
during the year.

Mr. McKEOWN. At the rate of $10,000 a year instead of
a luomp sum?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes,

Mr. WATKINS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SHREVE. Yes.

Mr. WATKINS. What has been done in respect to the as-
sistant attorneys general and employees whose compensuation
is to be fixed?

Mr. SHREVE. They are to be paid not exceeding $10,000.

Mr. WATKINS. None of them to get over that?

AMr. SHREVE. No.

Mr. WATKINS. What has been done in respect to fixing
the compensation at the time of employment?

Mr, SHREVE., It must be fixed on the date of the employ-

Yes; they are employed in the

Seven thousand five hundred dol-

ment.

Mr. McOLINTIC. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the gentleman
in charge of the conference report if he will yield me five
minutes to speak out of order. I will state to the gentleman
what I have in mind. I have here a statement from an ex-
service man——

Mr. SHREVHE. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
mous consent to speak out of order. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. McCLINTIC. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
there is always a time in every man’s life when he is called
on to take stock or make a mental trial balance for the purpose
of seeing whether or not his conscience approves his conduct in
the past. T am told that in less than a stone’s throw from the
United States Capitol there is a great building which is used
by our Government to house one of its departments, that was
given back to our Nation by a man while on his deathbed be-
canse he had stolen the material from the Government and
constructed this building therefrom, Realizing that he was soon
to die, and fearing to meet old St. Peter with the knowl-
edge that he had defrauded the Government, he decided that
the time for him to take stock had arrived and he deeded the
same back to the United States Government.

QOut in western Oklahoma, in the district which I have the
honor to represent, lives a country boy who, while traveling
about in the Army waliting for his salary check, took advantage
of the absence of the man in charge and yielded to the tempta-
tion of taking some of the canteen funds. He was broke; with-
out some of the necessities of life; and did not feel that this
act would wrong any person.

The war was concluded and he returned to his home. Later
he got religion and then he wrote me a letter calling attention
to the fact that he had wrongfully taken this money while
in the Army. He stated that his conscience hurt him 'so
badly that he could not sleep, and he wanted to know what to
do in order to right the wrong. I hold in my hand a postal
money order for $25. In his letter he asks that I take this and
put it in the right place, so he can have peace of mind in the
fature.

I think any lad who is willing to voluntarily do that which is
right, and more especially when no individual has been wronged,
must have a case of real religion, and I am glad to pay fribute
to this young farmer boy by calling his way of making amends
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to the attention of the United States Congress, as I’ feel hisy
.attitude s commendable from every standpoint. 3

Now, Mr. Speaker, my attention was ealled this morning to
a letter which came in the mail from-some firm in New York,
and especially the last paragraph, which is addressed te the
President of the United States, as fellows: L

For Congress to pass this bomus bill on top of the Veterans' Bureau
geandal, in my judgment, would be adding one scandal to another. I
have no doubt the voters will make their sentiments known when the
time comes, snd you will profit at the expense of the Members of
Congress. Many & man has pald the pemalty of treason for a less
offense against the country than this bomus bill constitutes. .

The writer of this letter disguises his business and no one can
tell by his stationery whether or not he follows an honorable
occupation. The fact that his address is in the principal busi-
ness part of New York City is sufficient to class him with the
plutoerats, and I am not surprised that he is against doing
anything for the men who fought for this Nation while there
was a class of profiteers who systematically robbed the fathers
and mothers of these same soldiers during the war. I want to
gay to this Congress, if the great horde of high financiers who
profiteered, defrauded, and robbed the American people during
the war would follow the example of this poer, honest, ex-
service man who got religion, and pay back inte the conscience
fund of eur Government the money that had been wrongfully
taken from our people, it would not be necessary for anyone
to complain of the cost of bonus legislatiom, for the reason
there would be sufficient money to take care of the same with-
out adding to the taxpayers of the Nation an exira burden.
[Applause.] i

Mr, SHREVE, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote.

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on the motion of the
gentleman from Pennsylvania. - :

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr, Speaker, before that vote
is taken I desire to submit a request for unanimous consent

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that upon the return to the Hall of the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. MappEN], he be given
five minutes in which to give me the name, which he promised
to give me, of some one man in a penitentiary of the United
States, sent there as the result of the $6,000,000 which we
have appropriated for the pr on of war grafters.

The SPEAKHR. Is there objection to the reguest of the
gentleman from ‘' Nebraska? [After a pause.] The Chair
hears none. The question is on the motion of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania. : :

The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. COraven, its Chief Clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the
bill (H. R. 8262) to fix the eompensation of officers and em-
ployeés of the legislative branch of the Government,

|
REORGANIZATION OF THE FOREIGN BERVICE OF THE UNITED SBTATES

Mr, ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, I call up the
bill (H. R, 6357) for the reorganizatiom and improvement of
the foreign service of the United States, and for other purposes,
with Senate amendments thereto. I ask unanimous consent
that the Senate amendments be considered in the House as in
Committee of the Whole. o 5s; {

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Massachusetts calls
up the bill providing for the reorganization of the foreign

service, with Senate amendments thereto, and asks unanimous

eonsent that the Senate amendments be eonsidered in the House
as in Committee of the Whole. Is there objection? f

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first Senste
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Page B, lines 8 and 9, strike out *as ambassador or minister”
and insert *‘to some other position in the Government service.”

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, I move to
concur in the Senate amendment.

The motion was agreed te. }

The SPEAKHR. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 8, line 19, after the word ** gathering" insert: * Provided
further, That the Becretary of State i3 autherised to preseribe a per
diem allowanee not exceeding $6, in lieu of subsistence for foreign
mnhoﬁmmnﬂhﬁwwmw*

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr, Speaker, I move to
concur in the Senate amendment.
The motion was agreed to.
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 14, Hne 22, ptrlke oot the figures “ 50" and insert the
ﬂgul'es Lt 1 v = |

M. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move to
concur in the Senate amendment. G

The meotion was agreed to. . !

The SPEAKER. The Clerk: will report the next Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 17, Iine 17, insert a new sectlon as follows :

“Spe, 22, The titles ‘Second Assistant Seeretary of State’' and

CDlrd Assistant Becretary of Biate' shall hereafter be known as

‘Assistant Secretary of Btate' without numerical distinction of rank;
but the change of title shall in no way Impair the commissions,
galaries, and duties of the present ineumbents. . }

*There is hereby established in the Department of State an addl-
tlonal ' Assistant Secretary of State,” who shall be appointed by the
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate; and
shall be entitled to compensation at the rate of $7,600 per annum.

“The position of Director of the Consular Bervice is abolished and
the salary provided for that efiice is hereby made avatlable for the
salary of the additional Assistant Secretary of State herein author-
ized."” . "

Mr. CONNALLY eof Texas. Mr. Speaker, will 'the gentle-
man yield?

Mr, ROGERS of Massachusetts. ~Yes.

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. I understand the gentleman’s

-contention is that the effeet of this amendment is to make the

former chief of the Consnlar Service Assistant Secretary ef
State, and to ralse his sala I undersiand the gentleman con-
tends that his salary has already been, in effeet raised by the
reclassification act. L

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The salary has already
been raised, beginning July 1 next, in. accordance with the
method Iald down by the classification acf. The conference
report on the State Department appropriafion bill, which the
House has just adopted, also has the effect of fixing Mr. Carr's
salary at $7,500. A | e

_Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. And the only real effect of thi
amendment is to change the designation of his office? ; ;
' Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts, Yes. The change here pro-
pgs%cll is necessary in order to comply with the other provisions
of this act.

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas.  From that of chief of the Con-
gular Service to that of Assistant Secretary of State? :

' Mr. BOGERS of Massachusetts. Yes. That is the effect and
the sole effect of this Senate amendment. :

Mr. LINTHICUM. What does the wording mean that the
salary provided heretofore for the Director of the Consular
Service shall be available for the salary of the additional As-
sistant Secvetary of State, after we have already provided a
salary of $7,6007 : - ;
- Mr, ROGERS of Massachusetts. That I8 on the theory that
this bill may become a law after the State Department appro-
priation bill becomes a law. ] y :

Mr, LINTHICUM. That will only necessitate the apprepria-
tion of an additional $3,0007

Mr., ROGERS of Massachusetts. Which appropriation the
House and Senate have already provided. Mr. Bpeaker, I move
to concur in the Senate amendment. :

The motion was agreed to. . ;

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 18, lma 7, strike out the figures ‘22" and imsert 28"

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I move to con-
cur in the Senate amendment. 2
The motion was agteed to.
AMENDING THE NATIONAL DEFENSE ACT

Mr. McKENZIH. Mr. Speaker, I sabmit a econference report
for printing under the rules on the bill §. 2169, to amend in
certain particulars the national defense act of June 8, 1916, as
amended, and for other purposes. .

CLAIMS OF OHOCTAW ANWD CHICKASAW INDIANS

Mr. SNYDHER. Mr. Bpeaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 5325) comferring

Jurisdietion upem the Court of Claims to hear, examine, adju-
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dicate, and enter judgment in any claims which the Choctaw
and Chickasaw Indians may have against the United States,
and for other purposes, with Senate amendments thereto,
to the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill
H. R. 5325, with Senate amendments thereto, disagree to the
Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees: Mr. SNy-
DER, Mr, DALLINGER, and Mr. HASTINGS.

FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 6207) authorizing
and directing the Secretary of War to transfer to the Jyris-
diction of the Department of Justice all that portion of the
Fort Leavenworth Military Reservation which lies in the State
of Missourl, and for other purposes, with a Senate amendment
thereto, and concur in the Senate amendment,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H. R.
6207, with a Senate amendment thereto, and concur in the
same, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ment.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate
amendment.

The Senate amendment was agreed to.

ARMY APPROPRIATION ACT

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 7877) making ap-
propriations for the War Department for the fiscal year end-
ing June 80, 1925, and for other purposes, with Senate amend-
ments thereto, disagree to the Senate amendments, and ask
for a conference,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the Army ap-
propriation bill, with Senate amendments thereto, disagree to
all of the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference., Is
there objection?

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, I ask the gentleman from Kansas whether we
can arrive at some understanding as to separate votes that we
may be permitted to have when the conference report comes
back here?

Mr., ANTHONY. I will say to the gentleman I do not'

know of any matter in the bill in which there is the desire
on my part or the part of any of the conferees to foreciose
the judgment of the House upon, and I would be willing to
give the gentleman every reasonable opportunity.

Mr., JOHNSON of Kentucky. With that understanding I
do not object.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Bpeaker, reserving the right
to object, may I inquire whether the Senate struck out the
provision of the House bill relating to the enlistment of
minors?

Mr. ANTHONY. They have stricken out that language and
proposed new language which modifies it to some extent, but
to what extent I am unable to say, as I have not given it
careful study.

Mr. OONNALLY of Texas. Is the gentleman prepared to
gay that the House will have an opportunity to vote on the
concrete question before the conferees agree to surrender the
Housge provision in reference to that matter?

Mr. ANTHONY. It would be my idea to adhere to the
language adopted by the House, and we will certainly give the
House an opportunity to express itself.

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. And vote on the same proposi-
fion in the bill as when it left the House before they agree
in conference to the Senate amendment.

Mr, ANTHONY, I think so.

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. I do not want any think so;
I want to know.

Mr. ANTHONY. I told the gentleman——

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Unless the gentleman will do that,
I shall object.

Mr. ANTHONY. I have told the gentleman there is nothing
in the bill upon which I would want to foreclose judgment of
the House and would give the gentleman from Kentucky or
any Member of the House every reasonable opportunity to get
the sentiment of the House.

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. I know the gentleman said
reasonable opportunities and reasonable so and so, but the
conerete question is that I want to know if the gentleman will
bring back that particular provision and give this House a
chance to vote on it before the conferees agree to surrender
entirely the position of the House on that matter. The gentle-

‘man knows whether he will do that, and if he does I think he

ought to say so. |

Mr, ANTHONY. I have told the gentleman in pretty broad
language.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. If the gentleman will permit,
the conferees on the naval bill were informed, the gentleman
from Texas has been consulted, with regard to the amendment
agreed upon, which we were informed was entirely satisfactory
to the gentleman from Texas and in conformity with the amend-
ment offered to the military bill

Mr. ANTHONY. I will give the gentleman every reasonable
opportunity to get the expression of the House on any language
agreed upon in conference,

Mr., CONNALLY of Texas. Does not the gentleman think
my request is reasonable?

Mr. ANTHONY, What does the gentleman want?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Before the conferees agree to the
Senate amendment, to come back and give the House a chance
to vote on that matter.

Mr., ANTHONY. I do not think the conferees ought o come
back and. consult the House——

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I did not think the gentleman
felt so, therefore I object.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman ohjects.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call
up the bill H. R. 6355 and eoncur in the Senate amendment.

The SPEHAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up the
bill, which the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. G355) to authorize the Becretary of the Interior to
issue certificate of citizenship to Indians.

Tl:‘e SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
men

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I would like to
ask the gentleman from New York if he is not willing to let
this go over for a day or two?

Mr. SNYDER. I am perfectly willing. ;

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not know there will be
any objection, but I would like to look into a phase of it.

Mr. SNYDER. On the request of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee I am perfectly willing.

CONFERENCE REPORT—NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL

. Mr. FRENCH. - Mr. Speaker, T call up the conference report

on the bill H. R. 6820, the naval appropriation bill, and ask

for its consideration. I would like to have the report read.
The conference report was read, as follows:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
6820) making appropriations for the Navy Department and
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9, 10,
18, 21, 32, 41, 46, 47, 40, and 64.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 7, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17,
23, 26, 27, 33, 34, 35, 37, 38, 39, 42, and 61, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the sum proposed insert “ $2,550,000"; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
“ $3,409,826; for aviation material, equipment, fuel, and rental
of hangars, $320,174; in all, $3,900,000, not more than $1,242 -
289 of ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 11: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 11, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert * $62,600"”; and the Senate agree to
the same.
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Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from fits
disagreement to the amendment of the S¢@ate numbered 19, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert “ $17,550,000"; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert *$2,100,000”; and the Senate agree
to the same.

Amendment numbered 22: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 22,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore
the matter stricken out by said amendment amended to read
as follows: **: Provided further, That no part of this or any
other appropriation contained in this act shall be available for
maintaining in commission, exclusive of vessels of other types,
more than- four cargo ships, two transports, and one ammuni-
tion ship unless, in case of emergency, the President should
otherwise direct. Nothing in this proviso shall be construed
to hinder the return of any vessel to the port where it will be
decommissioned " ; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 24,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
“ plant appliances as now defined by the * Navy Classification of
Accounts’”; and the Senate agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 29,
and agrec to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the matter inserted by said amendment #nsert the following:
“: And provided further, That in computing for any purpose
the length of service of any officer of the Navy, of the Marine
Corps, of the Coast Guard, of the Coast and Geodetic Survey,
or of the Public Health Service who was appointed to the
United States Naval Academy or to the United States Military
Academy after March 4, 1913, the time spéent at either academy
shall not be counted ”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
“in all, $50,000”; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the
matter stricken out by said amendment, amended to read as
follows: “ No officer of the Navy or Marine Corps, while on
leave of absence engaged in a service other than that of the
Government of the United States, shall be entitled to any pay
or allowances for a period in excess of that for which he is
entitled to full pay, unless the President otherwise directs";
and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 57: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 57, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert “ $8,911,800 " ; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 58: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 58, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the sum proposed insert * $8,911,800" and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
“and limiting the number of officers and enlisted men™; and
the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63,
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu
of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following:
“and that no part of the moneys herein appropriated for the
Naval BEstablishment or herein made available therefor shall
be used or expended under contracts hereafter made for the
repair, purchase, or acquirement, by or from any private con-
tractor, of any naval vessel, machinery, article, or articles that
at the time of the proposed repair, purchase, or acquirement
can be repaired, mapnufactured, or produced in each or any of
the Government navy yards or arsenals of the United States
when time and facilities permit, and when, in the judgment of

the Secretary of the Navy, such repair, purchase, acquirement,
or production would' not involve an appreciable increase in
cost to the Government ” ; and the Senate agree to the same.
The committee of conference have not agreed on amendments
numbered 8, 25, 28, 80, 81, 40, 48, 44, 45, 48, 50, 51, 52, 53,
54, 55, 69, and 60. }
Burron L. FRENCH,
Gux U. Harpy,
JoHN TABER,
Jaumes F. BYRNES
(Not in agreement with action on amendment No. 64),
W. B. OLIVER
(Not in agreement with action on amendment No. 64),
Managers on the part of the House.

FREDERICK HALE,
Lawrence C. PHIPPS,
Cravupe A. BWANSON
(Not in agreement with Senate amendment No. 64,
whiech I insisted upon), ;
Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H.R.6820) making appropriations for
the Navy Department and the naval service for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, submit the fol-
lowing written statement explaining the effeet of the action
agreed on by the conference committee and submitted in the
accompanying conference report, as to each of said amend-
ments, namely: : 9

On Nos. 1 and 2, relating to the appropriation * Pay, miscella-
neous ": Increases the limitation on account of communication
expenditures from §$175,000, as proposed by the House, to
$200,000, as proposed by the Senate, and appropriates $2,550,-
000, instead of $2,500,000, as proposed by the House, and
$2,600,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On No. 3: Strikes out the provision proposed by the House pro-
hibiting the payment of compensation to officers of the Navy at-
tached to the office of Chief of Naval Operations and engaged
upon work not specifically assigned by law to such office.

On Nos. 4 and 5, relating to naval training stations: Appropri-
ates $250,000 for Newport, as proposed by the Senate, instead of
$215,000, as proposed by the House, and appropriates $260,000
for Hampton Roads, as proposed by the Senate, instead of
$215,000, as proposed by the House.

On Nos. 6 and T, relating to the Naval Reserve Force: Appro-
priates $3,900,000 instead of $3,570,000, as proposed by the
House, and $4,000,000, as proposed by the Senate ; makes specific
provision for reserve aviation and limits the amount which
may be expended for maintenance, operation, and repair of ves-
sels and aircraft. I

On Nos. 9, 10, and 11, relating to the Naval War College:
Appropriates $100,000, as proposed by the House, instead
of $180,000, as proposed by the Senate, and fixes the limita-
tion on expenditures for classified employees at $62,500, in-
stead of $50,000, as proposed by the House, and $70,278.56,
as proposed by the Senate,

On Nos. 12 to 17, inclusive, relating to the Naval Home:
Appropriates $1,200 for the superintendent of grounds, as
proposed by the Senate, instead of $1,080, as proposed by
the House; strikes out, as proposed by the Senate, a store
laborer at $660 and a matron and office assistant at $720;
appropriates for a seamstress at $360, as proposed by the
Senate; appropriates $600 and $540 for two assistant cooks,
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $540 and $480, re-
spectively, as proposed by the House, and appropriates $600
for head waitress, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $480,
as proposed by the House.

On No. 18: Appropriates $300,000 for personal services in
the Hydrographic Office, as proposed by the House, instead of
$811,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On Nos. 19, 20, and 21, relating to the appropriation * Hn-
gineering ”: Appropriates $17,650,000 for * Engineering,” in-
stead of $18,012,300, as proposed by the House, and $16,550,-
000, as proposed by the Senate; makes available immediately
$2,100,000, instead of $2,562,300, as proposed by the House,
and $1,100,000, as proposed by the Senate, and makes $600,-
000 avallable for developing and testing submarine motive
power, as proposed by the House.

On No. 22: Restores the limitation proposed by the House
with respect to the number of cargo ships, rts, and am-
munition ships which may be maintained in commission,
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| 8o as to permif the return of any greater mumber of
|:uuch vessels to the port of decommissioning. !
! On No. 28: Appropriates $313,000 for personal gervices in the
| Bureaun ‘of Construction and Repair, as proposed by the Senate,
Anstead of $305,000, as proposed by the House.
On No. 24: Makes the appropriation * Ordnance and ord-
. nance stores” avallable specifically for the acquirement of
plant appliances, as proposed by the Senate, amended to re-
strict such appliances to those at present defined by the “ Navy
classification of accounts.”
On No. 26: Appropriates $850,000 for the purchase and

manufacture of torpedoes and appliances, as proposed by the

Senate, instead of $5600,000, as proposed by the House.

©On No. 27: Provides for an allowance of two midshipmen
| from Porto Rico appointed on nomination of the Resident Com-
' missioner, as proposed by the Senate, instead of one midship-
man, as proposed by the House. |

On No. 20: Denies counting time spent at the Naval or Mili-
tary Academles after March 4, 1918, in computing for any
purpose the length of service of any officer of the Navy, Marine
Corps, Coast Guard, Coast and Geodetic Survey, or Public
Health Serviee, in language as proposed by the Senate, instead

! of as proposed by the House.
On No. 82: Strikes out the amendment proposed by the
' Benate changing the punctuation of the appropriation “ Care

of the dead.”

On Nod. 83 to 39, inclusive, relating to public works, Bureau
of Yards and Docks : Appropriates $10,000 for circulating pumps
for heating system, navy yard, Portsmounth, N. H., as proposed
by the Senate; changes the designation of the foundry building
to be reroofed at the navy yard, Boston, Mass., as proposed by

| the Senate; strikes out under the navy yard, Philadelphia, Pa.,

ihe appropriations proposed by the House and Senate, respec-
‘tively, of $22,000 for acetylene gas plant, extension and remodel-
ing, and §30,000 for continuing paving; appropriates $50,000 for
replacing ecaisson, Dry Dock No. 1, navy yard, Norfolk, Va., as
Pproposed by the Senate; appropriates $30,000, as' proposed by
the Senate, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the House, for
dredging at the navy ‘yard, Oharleston, 8. C.; and appropriates
$57,500, as proposed by the Senate, for plant renewals, naval
coal depot, Tiburon, Calif. ~

On No. 41: Strikes out the appropriation of $15,000, proposed
by the Senate, for certain reroofing work at the Naval Academy.

On No. 42: Appropriates $14,000 for fresh-water tank at the
naval station, Guantanamo, Ouba, as proposed by the Senate,

On No. 46: Strikes out the appropriation of $200,000, pro-
posed by the Senate, on account of the submarine and destroyer
base, Columbia River, Oreg. ! '

On No, 47 : Btrikes out the appropriation of $100,000 proposed

by the Senate for extending the distributing systems, stubmarine

base, Pearl Harbor, Hawail. - _

On No. 49: Strikes out the appropriation of $15,000 proposed
by the Senate for
Diego, Callf. d

On No. 56: Restores the provision proposed by the House
denying pay or allowances to officers of the Navy or Marine
Corps while on leave of absence in excess of accrued leave,
amended so as to apply only where the absence 18 on account
of the absentee being engaged in a service other than that of
the Government of the United Btates. ¥,

On Nos. 57 and 58, relating to the Marine Corps: Appropriates
$1,385,000 for clothing for enlisted men instead of $1,325,000, as
g:.;zpotg.ed ‘by the House, and $1,450,000, as proposed by the

a

On Nos. 61 and 62 Extends the provislon with respect to
another conference on'the limitation of naval armament to in-
clude such other Governments besides Great Britain, France,
Italy, and Japan, as the President may deem proper, as pro-
posed by the Senate, and also to Include within the scope of
the conference the question of limiting the nmumber of officers
and men, instead of men only, as proposed by the Senate.

On No. 63: Retains the provision proposed by the House with
respect to having work performed in navy yards instead of by
private contractors, when a money saving would result,
amended (1) so as to provide that Government arsenals, as
well as navy yards, shall be taken into account, (2) by partly
defining the work emnbraced by the provision, (3) by making the
provigion subject to the availability of time and facilities, and
(4) by providing, in lieu of the condition that there should be
a money saving, that an appreciable increase in cost to the
Government, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy,
would not be involved. ; 2

On No, 84: Strikes out the paragraph proposed by the Senate

with respect to former officers of the Navy or Marine Corps’

paint and oil storehouse, naval base, San

who joined or le
forces. ’

The committee of conference have not agreed upon the fol-
lowing amendments of the Senate:

On No. 8: Relating to the Volunteer Naval Reserve and the
Naval Militia. 1 -

On No. 25: Relating to the care and operation of schools built
at ordnance stations.

On No. 28: Relating to enlistments under the age of 21 years.

On No. 30: Relating to the establishment of a special working
fund to finance miscellaneous transactions.

‘On No. 81: Providing for reimbursement on account of issues
made for relief of sufferers in Japan following the earthquake
which oecurred September 1, 1923. |

On No, 40: Appropriating $400,000 for certain public works
at the Puget Bound Navy Yard.

On No. 43: Appropriating $55,000 for certain public works
at the naval station, Pearl Harbor, Hawait.

On No. 44: Appropriating $77,000 for certain public works

suah services im order to join the Confederate

‘at the naval station, Tutuila, Samoa.

On No. 45: Appropriating $60,000 for storage for war heads

at the naval fuel depot, S8an Diego, Calif.

On No. 48: Appropriating $175,000 for certain public works
at the naval station, San Diego, Calif.

On No. 60: Appropriating $500,000 for constructing a build-
ing for use as a supply depot of the Marine Corps at San Fran-
cigco, Calif.

On No, 51: Appropriating $560,000 for public works at cer-
tain naval air stations. i

On No. 52: Providing for the settlement of damage claims
growing out of the operation of maval aircraft. }

On No. 53: Providing for the acceptance, without cost to
the United States, of lands required for providing a water
supply for the naval alr station, Pensacola, Fla.

On No. H4: Relating to civilian professors or
the Naval Academy.

On No. 56: Relating to the transportation on foreign vessels
of naval and eivil personnel.
~ On Nos. 69 and 60: Relating to the construction
marine. : '

h;mtrucbors at

of a sub-

. Burron L, FRENCH,
Gux U. Harpy,
JoHN TABER,
James ¥, BYeNus,
W. B. Ouives,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr: Speaker, a very short statement I think
will explain the effect of the Senate amendments to the naval
appropriation bill and the effect of the conference report. ' Let
me say that the Benate was very gemerous toward the action
of the House on this bill, and, ‘while numerous amendments
were made, generally speaking, the bill was mot markedly
different in most respects when it passed the Senate from what
it was when it passed the House. As the bill passed the
House it carried $272,012,867, and as it passed the Senate it
carried $274,941,067, a Senate increase of $2,928200. The
Senate placed 64 amendments on the bill, 20 of which affected
the amounts of money carried in the bill. As to these money
amendments the House conferees have receded either outright
or for a reduced amount on 21, involving an increase over thae
bill as passed by the House of §535,200, The action whieh I
ghall propose with respect to the remaining eight amendments
will add to the bill as passed by the House the further sum of
$2,557,000, so that, if the proposals which I shall make ara
agreed to, the bill'will carry $3,092,200 above what it carried as
passed by the House, but, even with this increase, the bill
will carry $19,351,481 less of direct appropriations than the
appropriation act for the current fiscal year., It will be ob-
served that the Increases that the House conferges have agreed
to, and those which I shall propose exceed, in the aggregate,
the Senate increases by $164,000,

This 18 because the Senate actually added fo the bill
$4,412,500 and at the same time proposed reductions totaling
$1,484,300, making a net increase of $2,928,200. Of the reduc-
tions proposed by the Senate, the House conferees Iinsisted on
and the Senate conferees agreed to the restoration of $1,000,000,
so that, as a matter of fact, leaving out of consideration the
reductions proposed by the Senate, the Senate conferees havae
agreed to yield back $336,000 of the increases which the Senate
put into the bill

The major items comprising the total increases over the House
bill, as agreed to in conference including amendments brought
‘back for disposition, are as follows:
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Naval Reserve Force
Purchase and manufacture of torpedoes oo ecmmmaan
Repair and fitting out pler, Puget Sound

Storage for torpedoes, naval station, Ban Diego____ AL
S“E}"" depot, Marine Corps, Ban Franeisco, AT VIR 500,
Public works, aviation

Increase of the Navy- f

1If, then, the conference report and the proposals I ghall make
shall be agreed to, the naval bill for 1925 will carry $275,105,067
of direct appropriations, and indirect appropriations of $22,500,-
000, making a grand total of authorizations in the bill of $297,-
605,087.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a

question?
Mr. FRENCH. Yes.
Mr, SNELL. Is there any provision in this bill for money to

repair the warships and cruisers which we are told are in
such bad shape and needing necessary repairs at the present
time?

Mr, FRENCH. Let me say to the gentleman that the current
law provides appropriations under which three of the battle-
ships will be put into better shape than they were when they
left for Panama. "There is pending in the House at this time a
bill providing for radical changes in the engine power of these
several battleships, and it was thought on the part of the com-
mittee that we ought not to provide for changes that would
exceed in cost $300,000 each. That is the limit under which we
have been operating. More than that the department has not
during the last three years called for an amount from our com-
mittee for any ship in excess of $300,000. -

Mr, SNELL. Is that the law or a rule of the Appropriations
Committee?

Mr, FRENCH. The House has never construed it so, and the
committee has never construed it; but on the other hand we
did not feel we should bring in an item for a battleship in ex-
cess of that amount, except in pursuance of a specific estimate
of appropriation. For the six battleships in most serious con-
dition we have reported approximately $200,000 each. The
estimates did not contemplate the provision of a larger sum.
I think that we have carried in the bill an ample amount for
the ordinary upkeep of the several ships to which the gentle-
man refers, barring only the rehabilitation of the ships to the
extent of replacing coal burners by either new coal burners or
oil burners if that shall be directed by the Congress. This
authorization is embodied in a bill pending in the House from
a naval legislative committee.

Mr. SNELL. You do not think we could make all the repairs
necessary to put those ships in shape without special legislation
at this time?

Mr. FRENCEHL. Not in the best shape, We could put them
into workable shape, but not into the best shape, as the depart-
ment would like to have them.

Mr. SNELL. Do you not think it is incumbent on the Navy to
keep the ships in the very best shape possible?

Mr, FRENCH. That is my judgment, and thai is the judg-
ment of the members of our committee. When we reported the
bill to the House we brought in an amount of $1,962,000 for gen-
eral improvements of the ships of the Navy in excess of the
amount recommended by the Budget; and the full committee, as
well as this House, looked upon that item as a very wise expendi-
ture of money, and in the light of developments during the last
several weeks my judgment in the matter is confirmed.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary
Inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Will the Speaker be kind enongh
to inform me whether the proceeding now in the hands of the
House is superior to the proceeding ordered by the Rules Com-
mittee to consider the Agricultural bill at this hour?

The SPEAKNIR. This report is of the highest privilege. |

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. It is of the highest privilege?

The SPEAKER. Yes,

Mr. FRENCH. In my judgment it will not take us long fo
dispose of the several items in the bill.

llMll IEOWARD of Nebraska. Agriculture can wait. That is
all right.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit an
inquiry? On the Pacific coast 900 miles are unprotected,
especially the mouth of the Columbia River, I want to ask the
gentleman whether any appropriation or anything at all has
been done to take care of Tongue Point base, or is it left to float
alone for another year? Or did the House agree to the Senate
amendment providing for an appropriation? What was done
with that?

Mr. FRENCH. The Senate added an amendment to the bill
providing $200,000 for further improvements and development

work at Tongue Point, to which the House conferees were not
able to agree, and the Senate conferees receded.

Mr. WATKINS. So that this Tongue Point base will not
have any appropriation or anything to maintain it for another -
year? T2

Mr. FRENCH. There is no specific appropriation.

Mr. WATKINS. No specific appropriations; none at all
There is none at all, is there? A

Mr. FRENCH. The general appropriation for maintenance
of yards and docks would have regard for the station at Tongue
Point as well as other stations, and therefore there would
be to some extent moneys expended at that point.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. A point of order, Mr. Speaker,

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. In order to protect the cause
of agriculture I make the point of no quorum.

Mr. FRENCH. Will not the gentleman withhold that point
of order until we dispose of this bill? I think this House
can dispose of it very shortly.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. The gentleman from Nebraska
will always yield on personal request, but you have got to
give me specifications. I make the point of no quorum, Mr,
Speaker.. !

Mr. FRENCH. WIll not the gentleman withhold it until we
get through with this bill?

Mr. MACLAFFHERTY. The gentleman is not helping agri-
culture by his action.

Mr, HOWARD of Nebraska. I want agriculture to have a
run for its white alley, and it is not getting any.

Mr. FRENCH. Will not my friend from Nebraska withhold
his point of order until we dispose of this bill?

Mr, HOWARD of Nebraska, I yield, Mr. Bpeaker, at the
request of a gentleman; but I serve notice that I did not come
here to be bulldozed or browbeaten by anybody on any side of.
the House, and I refrain from taking personal action now, but
I make no promises for the future.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Nebraska yleld?

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I have glready ylelded. I
withdraw the point of order that no quorum is present.
yiMr. CONNALLY of Texas. Will the gentleman from Idaho

eld?

Mr. FRENCH. I shall be glad to yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I have endeavored to listen to
the colloquy that went on between the gentleman from Idaho
[Mr. FrEvcE] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SNeLn]
about appropriations to put the fleet in good condition. If
I mistake not, I saw a statement in the press a few days ago
from the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, In which he said
that under the arms limitation treaty and under the present
condition of the Navy the navies of the world ranked 54-8—
Great Britain 5, the United States 4, and Japan 8. Now, if
that is true—and it comes from the Navy Department—I want
to know why the Naval Committee or ' the Appropriations
Committee does not appropriate sufficlent funds to bring our
fleet up to an equality with that of Great Britain and recondition
any of the battleships that need reconditioning' in order to
make the fleet effective. Can the gentleman answer that ques-
tion? \

Mr, FRENCH. M. Speaker and gentlemen, in my Jjudg-
ment the Congress has appropriated constantly mohey ade-
quate to maintain the Navy of the United States in the ratio
which was assigned to it by the Limitation of Armaments
Conference. The Assistant Secretary of the Navy a few days
ago issued a statement in response to a general criticism by
Mr. W. B. Shearer, in the New York Times, wherein Mr.
Shearer stated that the ratio had been reduced from 5-5-3;
with the United States one of the major factors, to 5-3-1, with
the United States the 1. The statement of the Assistant Secre-

“tary of the Navy characterizes the estimate of Mr. Shearer

as “greatly exaggerated.” (Without attempting to read the
Assistant Secretary’s whole statement, let me call your atten-
tion to about four lines in which Assistant Secretary Roose-
velt referred to battleships. Secretary Roosevelt says this:

The battleships Florida, Utah, Wyoming, and Arkansas required
boller repalrs in order to maintain their speed. Until this could be
done the speed of these four ships was reduced and they had to drop
out of the battle line. This reduced the ratio to 5-4-3.

The Assistant Secretary referred to the breaking down of
machinery in four of our battleships some four months ago,
which temporarily has taken them to the navy yards for

repairs.
Mr, LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yleld?
Mr. FRENCH. Yes
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Mr. LONGWORTH. Who was this Mr, Shearer?
Mr. FRENCH. Well, Mr. Shearer s .a man who is repre-
.aentsd a8 .an engineering -expert, .an inventor, and & toppedo

pert.

Mr "LONGWORTH. Represented by whom? Bepresented
by himself?

Mr, FRENCH, Probably

Mr. LONGWORTH. On what authority dees he speak?

Nr. FRENCH. He speaks, as I understand, with mo -other
ﬁethﬁnty than his own judgment.  He is not connected svith

avy.

Mr. LONGWORTH.  He admits he is an expert and he is
ihe only person who does.

Mr. FRENCH. Well,, I do not like to be critieal. 'The
Statements of Mr, Shearer are 8o exaggerated that they fall
of their own weight in large degree. I understand Mr. Shearer
\ito be \a designer and inventor of mechanieal deviees having to
o with appliances: of ‘the Navy—partieularly torpedoes,

Mr. LONGWORTH. Does the gentleman mean the selling
l,of appliances -to the Navy?,

.. Mr. MADDEN. Will.the senuamnn yield for a qmstion?

Mr. FRENCH. In just & mement. In response to the guery
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LosewortE] let me say:I|
anderstand that Mr.  Shearer is .an inveotor.: T do mot eare
to say anything that would reflect jupom hlm; Jbat he seems!
_to speak for these whe are engaged at this time in propaganda
to inflate the size of the Navy, the dipect wesult of avhich
avould mean the purchage of more eguipment, the expenditure
of incalculable ml.llionuuof wdellarg, the bailding eof multiplied

«of ships, and of mnuitions; of all kinds in|
another wild race ior competition; in sworkl ammaments.: I want |
Ao say this, further, with vegard to Mr. Bhearer: His statement
that the United States oceuples. the ratio.of 1ite 5 svith respect |

o .Great Britain and 1 to.B with respect to Japam ds thoroughly'
unfounded, thoroughly wnseund, and has just| as much to sub- |
stantiate it as though he hadsaid that we occupy the ratio of
& to b wiith France spom ihe sea, becanse /it happens that from |
the standpoint of airplanes alope the French Government! ‘.haa
to-day five times as many airplanes as has the Inited States.

' The faet 18 My, Bhearer has limited himself o a mtacmrs
ch have got to take into consideration a multitude of factars
to arrive at the ratio, , That is precisely what rwae done by the
gentlemen at the Limitation of Armament Conference.i They
A4id not count .on battleships alone, 'they «did pot count’ on

alone, they did mot comnt on il supply alene, they
did not count on bases alene, they did not count alene on sub-
marines er upon destroyers, -but they took inte econsideration
the entire establishment; ships and gums, bases and sapplies,
mnniﬂong and facility to mmebilize—in fact, :all the facilities of
the DUnited States in comparison with those of Great Britain
and those -of Japan, in; some of which we nare outranked by
Great Britain, in some of which we are oufranked by Japan,
but in all of which we measure up-to whait wwhtmmam
up—-tha ratio of H-5-3. [Applause,] |

. I yeld now to the genfleman from Illinols. w '

. Mr, MADDEN. ; Mr, Speaker, I just wantmny,inaﬂdmm
to what my colleague on the Commiftee om Appropriations has
said, that after Shearer made the statement that the United
States has one unit in some things connpected with the Navy
against five units .of .other nations, when you go to check
that up you find that we have five of those units and the other
nations have one. ds mot that true, for example, in storage
gpace for eils and fuel? !

- Mr. FRENCH. Yeu find the oﬂmpanlmna adverse to them in

gome cases., For instance, 4ake it in submarines; we have the
strength of the comhined submarine forees of both Great Brlta.ln
and Japan, and the same is triae of destroyers, ;

Mr. MADDEN. And in the matter of storage space for the
fuel supply we have five times the storage space of any other
nation, have we not?

Mr. FRENCH.  Noj; I would not put it that strong. T do
not think that is gnite an aeccurate statement when applied to
storage owned by the :Government; but,on the other hand, pri-
vate Interests own wast sterage facilities which in event of
war would be at the command of the United States. Let me
gay that the TUnited States is a compact, great Nation. The
heart 'of 'the British nation is in the British Isles. Great
Britalh ‘neéeds storage there. If the home storage should be
cut off or if the igles should be cut off from the outlying posses-
slons, Great Britain would be .on her back, and the same is
troe of Japan.  The United Btates, however, eompact as she is;
with her immense resources of fael and fuel oil at home, with

the storage capacity of private institutions along both our
coasts and in;the interier,is ineamparably rich from the stand-

| outshoot our

:golnt of fuel oil in comparisen with either Great Britain or
Japan,

Mr. MADDEN. And the statement which Bhearer made was
abselutely untrue fin respect ©f all these things.

‘Mr. FRENCH. ¥ is untrue and it is misteading.

Mr. LAZARO and Mr. LAGUARDIA rose.

Mr. FRENCH. I yield first to the gentleman from Louistana
[Mr. Lazaro].

Mr. LAZARO. MDoes the gentleman knew that upon tha
recommendation of the Navy Department we apprepriated
$6,500,000 to raise the elevation of the guns on certain battle-
ships of onr fleet? Why was this money returned to the Treas-
ury and why was not the range of these guns increased ‘to meet
the range of other ships of other nations?

Mr, FRENCH. I ‘made a statement on that point during the
general consideration of the bill and T will repeat it briefly.
When the representations were made by the department to the
committee, upon which the Congress a year ago appropriated
'$6,600,000; it was with the understanding ‘on the part of the
Navy Department that the guns of the British Navy aould
gune b or 6 miles, and further it was under-
‘stoodl that 'the British had made changes in gun elevations
following the armament’' conference. ' After the appropriation
had been made the Navy t' discovered that the state-
lments just referred to' and ‘upén which 'it thought it had the
right to’ reply ' were not aceurate; that no alterations in gun
elevations had been made ﬂubsequen‘t ‘to the <¢onference, and
that although some of the guns could ‘outshoot some of ‘our
guns to the extent of 2'or 8 miles, the situation wnas not as
‘extreme as it had been' vépresented. ‘The Navy Department did
not expend the money, and the Secretary said that he fid not
‘propose 'to' expend it without coming to the Congress 'and
‘receiving & fresh aunthorization' upon the 'tmm of the best 'tn-
formation they 'had before’ them. -

M TAZARO. Theh you admit they have'a range ot between
2 and 3 ‘miles more than our ‘guns, do you not? ;

'Mr. FRENCH. Some’of 'théir guns; ‘yes.' Five of our ships
‘have a'superior range to the' 'Brl'tlm s]ﬂpa, w’hlle, on the other
“hind, they outrange us on 18. ; ’

y '!{r. LAZARO. Why should that be the ‘ease?’ L v

' Mr. FRENOH. ' "'Were that' the only factor, it should not he.
They Tiad that range prior to'the Limitation of Armament Con-
ference.” 'That was ope of the factors that we must assume
syas not ‘overlooked by ‘those ‘who were members of the con-
ference commission that drafted.the treaty, .=

Mr. LAZARO. 1Is it not true that some of the hattlea!ﬂps are
‘conl burners and lnck the speed that the other ships have?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; we have six coal burners; but let .me
also remind the ge:atle'man that from the stanﬂpoint ‘of battle-
ships a few of the British ships probably outclass purs, but the
bulk of ours outclass the British battleships; and fhe Assistant
‘Wecretary of the Navy, Colonel Roosevelt, when he was before
our committee made ‘the statement to us that on the whole he
regarded the 'battleships of the United States as superlor to the
battleships of Great Britain.

Mr. me. What nbout pla.ne carrleni? How many hive
we? )

Mr. PRENCH. 'We have one plm:e carrier completed, . We
have two others in course of construction.

Mr, LAZARO. Supposé we should divide fthe fleet between
the Atlantic and the Pacific, Tuu ‘would only have one plane
earrier,

Mr. FRENCH. We have two that are being built.

Mr. LAZARO. They are being bullt] yes. :

Mr. FRENCH. TLet me refer further, if the genfleman wm
perniit, to & 'statement gueted by 'Celonel Roosevelt to onr com-
mittee referring to the state of our battleships in comparison
with the battleships of Great Britain. ‘I asked Colonel Moose-
velt this question: i

Mr. FRENCH. Is it-true that on an average onr capjtel ships are more
modern and are a better ghip dn every way than the British ghip?

Colonel ROOSEVELT, Yes; oD 0D AvVerage. .

Quoting Colonel Roosevelt further:

I remember the expression wsed by Admiral Chatfleld (British officer)
at the time we were talking gbout that. He said: * The fail of your
column I8 mot as good a# the tail of our column, hut the body of
your column and the head of yeur colwmn are very much better than
any of fhe rest of our column.

. And if the will go further and if he will reud the
ndmmz of experts on:the British side, those experts will in-
sist that we got the better of the bargain in the arrangement
that was made. ‘Gentlemen must remember that there are these
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_in Great Britain who are urging larger and still larger naval
budgets. British eritics contend that on an equal with
the United States as to ships and maunitions and fuel the
United States wounld be twice as streng as Great Britain, be-
cause she is far flung and we are compact. !

Mr. LAZARO. I will be frank; I will say that we got the
little end of it in the Conference on the Limitation of Arma-
ment.

Mr. FRENCH. Now I yield to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr, ConNALLY].

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I ask this question not in any
sense of criticism of Colonel Roosevelt. 1 do not believe this
man Shearer—I do not know him and do not care anything
about him, My statement is directed to the fact that the Assist-
ant Seeretary of the Navy had given a public statepment that the
ratio of the mavies at the present time were 5 for Great Britain,
4 for the United States, and 8 for Japan. Now, I want to know
whether that fact is attributable to the fault of the Navy De-
partment or to the fault of the Appropriations Committee of
this House in not making appropriations. I, for one, took same
little part in urging the disarmament conference being called.
Now that we have a treaty, I want to see the United States
Navy maintained at the highest possible efficiency under that
treaty. I want te know why it is—whether through the De-
partment of the Navy, the Appropriations Committee, or Con-
gress—we have permitted the Navy to deteriorate until it
occupies a place of 4 to Great Britain's 5.

The gentleman from Idaho said a moment ago that the Assist-
amt Secretary said it was true as to battleships. Well, we all
know thet Japan and Great Britain both excel us in the number
and quality of cruisers, so that if we are deficlent in fast
cruisers and only occupy a place of 5—4-3 in battleships our
Navy can not be equal to that of Great Britain. That is my
only interest. I am not trying to make capital out of this mat-
ter. I think we should keep the Navy up to the highest point
of efficiency, and Great Britain or Japan or ne other country
ought to be permitted to maintain a Navy superior to ours,
because that is the whole theory of the disarmament conference.
[Applause.]

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman from Texas does mot differ
from the members of the Approprlatlons Committee in that
regard.

The fact is that Congress has appropriated money to maintain
the ratio as provided. T quoted Colonel Roosevelt awhile ago
when he referred to the breakdown of the four battleghips, and '
after he had discussed that he gaid ™ this reduces the ratio to
54" or, in other words, by taking the four bnttleuhips out of
the line.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Does that mean that l’t is golng
to be corrected?

Mr. FRENCH. 'Surely; and it is being corrected. The
money 1s in the Treasury for the repair of three battleships
which will be in Tine by the Ist of July. As to the other one,
the Mlorida, the repairs are being postpomed until we ecan gee
whethier or not the Congress will pass the bill reported from
the legislative committee, in order that we may not spend
money in bringing the ship back into cendition when wifhin six
months we may have to tear out the machinery and replace it
again with oll burners or coal burners, as the case may be,
Now I will yield to the gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Bpeaker, In reply to the
question of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Cowwarry], I
wish to make a brief statement in reference to the bill now under
consideration, and to read some excerpts from the hearings
which the committee held on the 1924 naval appropriation bill,
As to the bill before us the subcommittee went out of its way
in search of information as to what money was needed to put
the fleet in condition over and above the amonnt recommended
by the Bureau of the Budget. Inquiry of Admiral Robinson
discloses that additional funds were necessary, and you will
recall that the House approved the action of the committee in
recommending an appropriation in excess of the amount allowed
by the Bureau of the Budget for ship repairs. In preparing
the appropriation bill for 1924—the present year—the cem-
mittee lkewise were very careful to inquire of the Secretary
of the Navy, when he appeared before the committee with the
heads of the different department bureaus, whether any addi-
tional funds were needed to put the fleet in condition, and I
invite your careful ‘attention to some guestions which T asked
the. Secretary at that time, and which you will find on pages

10 to 14, inelusive, as reported in the printed hearings om the | also

1924 bill. Let me here read some of the guestions asked the
Secretary at that time and the substance of his replies: |

Mr. Omavesw. Mr, Secretary, in your general statement you referred
to. the fact that while you aeguiescefl im the Budget estimates, yet
perhaps you had reluctantly neguiesced, and I recall that press reports
indicated that your reluctance might have been interpreted eas being
somewhat of a protest at the time yow had the discussion. Now, I
am interested to know -what gpeclal items In the estimates yom feel
are really too small in order for the Navy to be maintained on am
efficlent basis. |

Secratary Dexmy. Well, I should hate to endeavor to give that,
because there would be & considerable number of items. There were
certain items involving policy which, while reluetant .to se¢ go, I
acquiesced in ellminating. I do not want to have you understand that
my reluctance went to the extent of actunl failure to meet the wind
of the Director of the Budget. I did meet his mind and aequiesced
in this bill because of the very great pressure from all sides to
economize to the utmost extent possible, otherwise I certainly should
not have acquiesced In the report of the Director of the Burean of the
Buodget. I did acquiesce im it for the reason that the eountry seemed to
be s0 wery, very deficient in momey, and from this committes and
fram other sonrces there has come the stern demand that the Navy,
as well as other departments of the Government, should cot down.

Mr. Ouiver, I think that, of course, i8 entirely commendable and
pereper ; but I was interested to kmow if, in your jndgment, there were
any items on which you did finally yield about which you entertained
very grave doubts as to the propriety of your having yielded from the
standpoint of naval efficiency during the coming year.

To this question his reply was “no,” and he 'made some
objection to the word * propriety ” included in the question.

In using the word “ propriety ” in my question I intended to
have it carry the significance of wisdom, whether or not it ‘was
wise to acquiesee in that, and T was led to ask you 'these ques-
tions simply beeause of repeated statemvents in 'the press. I do
not' know to what extent they were authorized or justified, but
they said there was a dispositien on 'the part of the Secretiary,
as well as the heads of the bureaus, te indicate ‘that acquies-
cence in some of the cuts made by the Bulget officer wounld
really weork serious hurt to the Navy, in all probability, and if
that is correct and grave doubts are entertained as to the
wisdom of aequiescence in some of the insistencies on the part
ofﬂ:eDIredorottheBurenuortheBudget.I!eltthecom—
mittee would like to know it.

He replied there was not. I then ask'qd him this question:

Bo Tar as you now feel, theres were no reservations to fhe acquies-
cence you gave to the Budget estimates that were sufficiently potent
.and strong &8 to make It necessary to reopen matfters in the Senate.
after we pass the bill in the House?

His reply wasin the. negative.
Then the following further . qnesﬂons were asled :

Mr. Oraver. 1 had no desire by my questions to reopen any matters
that had been agreed on between youn and the Director of the Budget
unless you or the ‘officers who are your coadvisera feel that some
matters should be brought direcfly to the attention of the comnrittee.
As I sald a few minutes ago, I was led to make my inguirles becanse
«of Tepeated assertions that there had been some unwise ylelding, and
‘that is why I want the committee at least to have ‘the bemefit of any
informmtion you feél shonld be ‘communiexted to it. ' °

Now, I want to ask this pointed question: Is there anything kmown
‘to the Navy Department as to the mew comstruction program of any
wof the ofher powersa that would now suggest fhe wisdom of appro-
priating for new comstruction in our Navy, for any particular ﬂertues
.on the ships, or for any particular service?

Secretary Drnsy. Persomally, I do not know that there is; but
remember, Mr. OLIVER, that ‘the statement apples only to this year.

Mr. Onivem, 8o far as you now feel, ‘thete were no reservations
to the acquiescence you gnve to the Budget estimate that were sufi-
elently potent and strong as to make it mecessary to reopen certain
matters in the Senate after we pass’ the bill in the Honse?

Secretary DExey, No.

Mr, WATkrss., I have not yet heard an answer to the guestion
iof the gentleman from Texas, and that is whether the purport of
the interview of tfhe Assistant SBecretary of the Navy was true, that
‘the ratlo now Is E—thstenﬂofﬁnb—a Is that true or not?

The question ntthenlaﬁwstrensthofourﬂeet with that
of England and Japan will be fully discussed when the legis-
lative bill which seeks to authorize further censtruction of
vessgels 18 taken up im the Homse. I understand that the bill
will probably come before the Heuse mext week. ¥ou will find
that many misleading and  inaccurate statements have been
‘made as to the size and strength of our own Navy. Yeu will
find a wide divergence of o among both experts
and nonexperts as to what our Navy now most urgently needs
It is not a well-rounded Navy, and there is sharp -differenca
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of opinion in and out of the service as to the relative value
of present-day types of naval weapons. The need of the fleet
for certain types of ships is admitted, and the legislative
committee will probably urge that Congress authorize the
building of modern cruisers within the limits of the treaty,
and which, you will be pleased to find—though carrying only
8inch guns with a 10,000-tonnage displacement—are very
powerful vessels and superior to some of the battleships prob-
ably that we now have. If this claim be true, you will find
it due largely to the rapid advance in marine engineering.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. WINGO. I want the gentleman's judgment as to what
is the ratio of the three navies measured by their cruiser
strength.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Unquestionably, both England
and Japan are stronger, As the gentleman knows, when the
peace treaty was agreed to, we had building six modern battle
cruisers. No country in the world had ever designed such
efficient and powerful weapons of that type. The cruisers
would have had a speed of about 85 knots, would have carried
16-inch guns, and were conceded to be the most powerful
battle cruisers ever designed for the navy of any country.
The American conferees agreed to scrap all of these six
cruigers,

Mr. WINGO. What conferees?

Mr, OLIVER of Alabama. The peace conferees.

Mr, WINGO. That was at the Limitation of Armaments
Conference?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes; and as you recall, we were
authorized to convert two of the battle cruisers into airplane
carriers, but were limited to small guns being placed thereon.

Mr. WINGO. 1Is this true, that from the viewpoint of those
who hold that the modern battle cruiser is really the back-
bone of the fleet, the ratio maintained is such that we are
third instead of equal?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The legislative committee recog-
nize that we need additional modern cruisers, with speed and
wide radius of action, and for that reason are asking Congress
to aunthorize the building of 10 cruisers of that type. It is to
correct the deficlency which the gentleman calls attention to,
. Mr, WINGO. I have asked about battle cruisers. Take the
battleships, the submarines, and the air service. What is the
ratio on each of those, in the gentleman’s judgment?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The gentleman from Idaho [Mr,
FrewcE] has just made an interesting statement as to the rela-
tive strength of the battleships. As to destroyers and sub-
marines, we are stronger than either England or, Japan, and
when the afircraft carriers are completed we will have added
greatly to the strength of our fleet. Then you must remember
that we are modernizing our battleships and some cof our eruisers
and destroyers by providing them with aircraft. i

Mr. WINGO. We are not equal to Japan and England in
aircraft, are we? ’

Mr, OLIVER of Alabama. I would say that we are stronger
than Japan but not equal to Great Britain.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes,

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman just stated that ex-
perts, some at least, take the position that the modern 10,000-
ton scout cruiser will be equivalent to battleships with 12-inch
guns. I wish the gentleman would enlighten the committee as
to what experts, what naval officers, have testified that a
10,000-ton cruiser with 8-inch guns is as effective as a twenty
or thirty thousand ton battleship with 12-inch guns.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I refer the gentleman to a state-
ment by the Secretary before the committee on December 19,
1923, in which he discusses the fighting efficiency of the modern
8inch gun scout cruiser, Naval officers were present with the
Secretary, and I assume acquiesced in the statement that he
then made and which you will find on page 6 of the hearings.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman further knows that
Great Britain has 85 scout cruisers and Japan 28 scout cruisers.
The United States, including those that are building, has only
10 scout cruisers,

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. And, therefore, we are far below
the other nations in regard to scout cruisers.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I think the gentleman’s state-
ment is correct.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas.
yield?

Mr, OLIVER of Alabama. Yes

Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The gentleman has read to us
from the testimony of the Secretary of the Navy.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Did not the Seeretary admit in
the hearing before the committee that he had not asked Con-
gress for the appropriations that he thought were really nec-
essary to maintain the fleet properly because the Budget
I:m;:::u, this expert in naval affairs, had asked him not to
L8 (1] ‘

Mr, OLIVER of Alabama.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas.
to the Budget Bureau?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes; in the interest of economy,
he stated, he had yielded some demands which otherwise he
would have made,

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. That is a matter of policy. It
is a matter of policy whether you will maintain the fleet up
to the 5-5-3 ratio, and the effect of the Secretary’s testimony
is that he permitted the Budget Bureau to override the Navy
Department on a matter of policy.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The House will probably be in-
terested in knowing that our Navy is composed to-day of the
following principal combatant units:

He did not go so far as that.
Did he not say that he yielded

Battleships,, first line 18
Cruisers, second line_ Ao 11
Light' evpisers, “Arst Hnelil i Clio g, c e ey ol e s 10
Light: ernlsers; wecond iHne_ oo .2 L0 [GIIL L0 un i) o 10
Alreraft carrier, second line % 1
Mine layer, gecond lMne_____ . ___ ifer i 1
Destroyers, first line . ______ Lete Sea el |
Destroyers, second line FERIERE 21
Light mine layers (formerly destroyers) - cococccmmmee 14
Hubmarines, first lne_ ____ . _______ 23
Submarines, second lne____________ 27

Fleet submarines, first line (building) o ___ . . _____ G

~In addition there are numerous patrol vessels, destroyer
tenders, submarine tenders, aireraft tenders, repair ships, store
ships, colliers, oilers, ammunition ships, cargo ships, transports,
hospital ships, tugs, mine sweepers, naval distriet and navy-
yard craft, which I will not here enumerate, but which will be
enumerated in the hearings by the Chief of Naval Operations.

The 10 light cruisers of the second line are obsolete vessels,
and practically we consider them fit only for daty in time of
peace, to serve as special service squadrons. for instance, for
carrying the flag, policing, and so forth, Strictly speaking, they
lack speed and they lack armor, They are not modern vessels
and they are not really effective cruisers. They would not be
effective in battle.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BurLer].

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen here who are
burning up with anxiety will possess themselves in patience
until to-morrow, one week, we will give them a chance to
show how much nerve they have and how much they care for
the national defense.

Then we will ask you to vote an appropriation of $150,000,000
to bring our fleet up; we will ask you to vote eight ships of
10,000 tons each, costing when completed by 1930, $15,000,000
apiece, unless the price goes up, and then we will ask you to
glve $18,000,000 for the purpose of bringing up six of our big
ships, and then we will have 6-5-3.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Then we are not 5-5-8 now?

Mr. BUTLER, We are b and a fraction above 4.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I am not opposing——

Mr. BUTLER. Theé gentleman never has been opposed to
the national defense. He and I have had friendly discussion
in this place; he has never been opposed to it; but I will tell
the gentleman he can get a complete answer in detail if he
will come to the committee room of the Committee on Naval
Affairs. However, I desire to say that to-morrow week we
will ask the House to bring our Navy up to 5-5-3, whereas we
are now b and a fraction above 4-3.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the conference report.

The previous question was ordered.

The question was taken, and the conference report was
adopted.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, there are several amendments
that we have brought back to have voted on by the House
which were agreed to in the conference committee.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mg. CHESDBLOM).
will report the first amendment in disagreement,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No, 8, page 13, after line 25, Insert: * Provided further,
That members of the Volunteer Naval Reserve may, in the discretion
of the Secretary of the Navy, be Issued such articles of uniform as may

The Clerk
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%o ‘required ‘for their drills' and training, the velue fheredf mnot to
exceed that authorized o be isswed'to oflrer classes of the Waval Re-
sorve Force and to be charged against the clothing and -small-stores
fund : ‘Proyided Jurther, 'That until Uune 80, 1925, -of the Organized
Militia as provided by law, such part as may be duly prescribed ‘in ‘any
State, Territory, or for the District of 'Columbla 'shall constitute a
Naval Militla ;.and until June 80, 1925, »suehof the Naval Militia as
now is.in existence, and as .now ursnnhed -and ;prescribed by 'the Becre-
tary of the Nayy under authority of the act of Comngress approved
February 16,;1914, shall be a part of the Naval Reserve Force, and.the
Becretary .of the Navy.is authorized 'to maintain -and provide for said
Naval Militia as provided in said .act: Provided 'furthor, That upon
their enrollment in the.Naval Reserve Force,-and not otherwise until
June 80, 1425, the .members of .said Naval Militia shall ihave all ithe
benefits, ,gratuities, privileges, and .emoluments provided by law for
other members of the Naval Reserve Force ;.and that, with the approval
of the Secretary of the Navy, duty:performed in the Naval Militia may
be counted as.active service for the maintenance of efiiciency required
by*law for members of the Naval Reserve Force.”

My, FRENCGH. Mr, Speaker, I move to reeeie .and eoncur
with an amendment which I have sent to the Olerk!s desk.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
amendment,

The - Clerk read :as [follows :

Mr. FreExcm moves to recede and concur with .an ‘amenfdment ‘as
follows: In line 1 of the matter Inserted by sald amenthment, after the
word ‘“that,” insert .the following: “until June 30, 1925.”

'The question’ was tadken, and the motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKIR pro-tempore. The Clerk will report the next
amendment in @l ent.

‘The Clerk 'read 'ds 'follows:

Amendment No. 25, page 25, line 14, after the word * schools,”
strike out'‘“built at ordnance statioms pursnant to anthority contatned
in the aect entitled ‘An act ‘to authorize ‘the President to provide
housing facilities for -war-needs, approved May ‘16, 1918, " ‘and insert:
“At ordnance gtutions ‘at Indianhead, "Md., Dallgren, Va., and South
Charleston, W, Va.”

Mr. HRENCH. Mr, Speaker, I ‘move to recede and concur
with an amendment,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

At the beginning of the matter inserted by sdid amendment ingert the
following : “ During the fiscal year 1825."

Mr. BLANTON. UMr. ‘Speaker, will ‘the gentleman ‘yield?
' That ‘does not ‘ehange the $9,000,0007

Mr, PRENCH. WNo; it is limited ‘to the coming fiscal year.

Mr. BLANTON. 'That 4s all ‘that’it’ eodld be linilted to any-
way. This is an appropriation bill.

The SPEAKHER pro tempore. /The Chair will state the
amount i not in.dispute. MThe Olerk inadvertently read that
amount.

. Mr. 7BLANT0N That amount was not put. in by .the con-
erees

Mr. FRENCH. No; that amount lsnat In ‘dispute at nﬂ.

Mr. BLANTON. That is a Senate amendment?

‘Mr. FRENCH. Yes. The Senate amendment 'limits the ex-
penditure to the three places mentloned. '

Mr. BLANTON. It was not put' in hy the House. TIn other
waords, -the conferees -agreed con 4t?

Mr. FRENCH. No; the:Honse put in uubslnnﬁally!that.-.lmtl
referred to.it by reierri.ng to the act of May 16, 1918.

Nr. ‘BLANTON. ‘But did ‘not authortze ‘the expenditure of
$9,000,000?

‘Mr. FRENCH. Yes. But let me say to the gentlemian the
éffect -of ‘the 'Senate amendment 'is “to 1imit'it to “these three
places. I 'the Senate amendment ‘had not been indluded, while'
members of the committee did not think ‘the Navy Department
wauld rahuse the .appropriation, ithe Bennte 1felt that dt. ;ahould
be tied down specifically to the three places.

Mr. BLANTON. I wonld like .to mask the .gentleman a wery
pertinent guestion: After the ideas of the House conferees
"@re-carrigd like they want them carried in respect to‘this con-
ference, how much more will there’ ‘llsve been ‘added ‘to this
bill by the Senate?

“Mr. FRENCH. One hundred and:gixty-four thousand dollm
; M;- BLANTON. One hundred and gixty-four ‘thousand dol

ars

AMr., FRENUH. Above the amonntias passed by the:Senate.

iMr. BLANEON. I am talking abautithe mmount as ;passed-
hy the House. How many million dollars have been added: to!

The Clerk 'will ireport the

‘this Dill by the Senate in addition to the amount whi¢h it .car-
riecl ‘when it passed the House?

Mr. FRENCH, Three million ninety-two :housnnd two hun-
dred ﬁollars.

‘Mr. BLANTON. And.that is sbouf the case with respect to
every bill that is sent from the Senate,

‘Mr. FRENCH. Well, let me say this: The Senate was very
‘generous to the House navil appropriation bill and.did not .in-
crease the items that some had Teared the Senate might.

Mr. BLANTON. .It lmpased it nearly three and a half mil-
Tion dollars.

Mr. FRENCH. That is true.

Mr, BLANTON. That is a small item, a mere bagatelle, .and
1s not worthy of consideration.

Mr. FRENCH. It is not.a mere bagatelle ; but, .on the.other
hand, the Senate 'is a coordinate branch af the machinery of
our Govemmeﬂt.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
vield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. BLACK of New, York. The gentleman has repudiated
the expert standing of :Mr. /Sheaper, ‘who svas gquoted won ithe
floor here as a naval authority, and hasiaecepted: the authority
of some foreign officer-on ithe condition of our Navy. Has'the
conference added to the jamonnt in -this bill mll dt eould 1o
bring eur Nayy up ito:the eondition which/it:shvonld be in, based
on the strictures made ypdn.our ewn Navy by our own admiral,
Admiral Coontz?

Mr, FRENCH. The conferees dld not have legislative an-
thority, What we had- to.do was 'to consifer:the bill with re-
spect to the action of the two Houses.

Mr. BLACOK of :New York. Did :you«do all you could under
your authority to meet the! eriticism of Admiral Coontz?

Mr. FRENCH. /'Wecould have allowed items to-stay in 'that
were jput in by the Senate, and the Sennte eould have permitted
items “that we put in to remain, but which they struck out.
That would have modified the-sum tetdl. But I 'have no doubt
the conferees carried put-snbstantiallyitheideas-of both Houses.
But as to discrediting sthe ' statement :.of Mr, ‘Bhearer, T .did mot
diseredit ‘him ; he diseredited himself in making 4he -wild and
extravagant statements ithat he maide.

The SPEAKHER pro:tempore. The:question is:on agreeing to
the motion of the:gentleman from Idaho.

[The motion was agreed 'to.

The SPEAKHER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
amendment,

The Clerk read:ias follows:

Bemate 'amendment “No, 28 Page 29, Hne 2, strlke out ' Provided
further, That no part of the funds appropriated Ly ‘this.act shall.be
utilizeéd for the pay of any officer or man who may recrult or enligt any
boy under 'the age of 21 years withont the written conserit of. the'parent
or ‘guardian, ‘i -any, of such borfor *such enlistment.”

‘My. FRENCH, .Mr. Speakar I move to reeede and .concur
with an amendment.

‘The 'SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
moves to .recede anil concur with an amendment, whieh the
Clerk wtil.report.

The Cletk reatl as follows:

Restore the matter-stricken out.by said amendment,:amended to read
(a8 follows.: ''Previded furiher, That heveafteriupon the presentation ot
isatisfactory .evidence -as ito 'bis age-and upen wpplication for discharge
| by-his parent.or.guardian;presentad to'the Beeretary ofithe Navy within
|80 days after the date of his enlistment any man rerlisted fter July /1,
1924, in .the. .nawal serviep or.Marine Qorps.mnder .21 years:of age, who
|was enllsted avithout the written consent af his iparent or guardian, if

'} lany, shall.be discharged for his.own ccomvenience.”

OMr, FRENCH. The effect of ‘the :amerdment ‘is to ‘provide
/that thereafter, 'upon satisfactory -evillence as ‘to lils ‘age, ‘upon
applieation “for discharge of 'a young ‘man undér “21 ‘years of

iage, [if ‘made by hmlpamntmrtgmrm:n-m‘d--prenenbed'*to ‘the
Seuetnryvtrma Navy within @0 fdays-of ‘enlistment 'in éither

1 'the Navy or nm-mmmrbe discharged'by the Navy

Department.

Let me say that this lm:gmge ig the language ‘which ‘the
gentleman ‘from ‘Mexas ‘[Mr. |Conwarry], -fogéther with ‘the
ranking ‘minority 'member «of the eommittee '[Mr. ‘Byrwd], and
myself 'worked -out, '"with the exeeption of the words'“ July 1,
1924, and alzo ‘the words *““the Marine Corps” "Those ‘two
minor provisions of the bill I submitted at a later date to-the
gentleman ‘from 'Mexas, &8 1'flink he “will ‘recall, ‘and ‘I -under-
nmod ithey met his mpprovil.

My, IBUANTON. "My, Spedirer, wlll ‘the gentleman yield?
Mr FBENOH. Yes.
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Mr. BLANTON. Why put in those words “ July 1, 1924 "%

Mr. FRENCH. There are some 65 different enlistment sta-
tions of the Navy throughout the country and a number of
Marine Corps enlistment stations, and some 600 or 700 officers
and men engaged in recruiting work. The time between now
and July 1 is very short, and the Navy felt that from the
standpoint of the service the time would be inadequate within
which to prepare forms and instructions for the government of
the service, and that a definite date to begin would be more
satisfactory,

Mr., OLIVER of Alabama. And this bill, of course, applies
530 ahe fiscal year 1925, and the fiscal year begins on July 1,

Mr. BLANTON.
1924.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows: :

Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON to the amendment offered by
Mr. FRENCH——

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I did not yield to the gentle-
man to offer an amendment. I yielded to him for a remark
that I thought he wanted to make,

Mr. BLANTON. There are 4356 Members here. Does the
gentleman intend to preclude us from offering amendments?
We have a right to be heard as well as the gentleman. We
have as much responsibility as he has as a Member of Con-
gress. I presumed when he yielded to me he yielded to me for
all purposes. I do not believe in filibustering, and I am not
going to waste any time, If the gentleman does not want this
amendment all right.

Mr, FRENCH. I am glad to have it voted on, but I am
anxious to hurry on with the bill. That is all

Mr. BLANTON. Mr., Speaker, I withdraw my motion.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas
withdraws his motion. The gquestion is on agreeing to the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Idaho.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the
gentleman from Texas, the author of the amendment.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, you will recall when
this bill was originally before the House I offered an amend-
ment which was adopted, providing that no part of these funds
should be used to enlist boys under 21 years of age. The effect
of that amendment was to continue simply for one year. It
was only given as a limitation on the appropriation. It would
expire on July 1, 1925, and then we would have to go through
that process each year to put on that limitation.

Mr, OLIVER of Alabama. And it would apply only after
July 1 this year.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Yes; it would apply only after
July 1 of this year, because this bill is only effective after
July 1, The bill went into conference, and the conferees came
back and talked to me, I suppose, because I had offered the
amendment. I know of no other reason. They asked if we
could get together on the proposition. We agreed among our-
selves that if we could adopt an amendment making this per-
manent law, so that we would not have to make a fight each
year, we would be willing to concede something to the Senate.
So the result of that conference wns that this amendment was
proposed, which provides that any boy under 21 years of age
who enlists without his parents’ consent can be discharged
upon the application of his parents and furnishing evidence in
proof of his age, providing the application for discharge was
made within 60 days. :

Now, that is a very short time, it 1s true, but these recruits,
after they have spent about 60 days in training,

I move to strike out the words * July 1,

their ships and may be sent to sea, and it would hardly be
practicable for the Government to enlist a boy, train him, and
then send him over to Europe, have him discharged in Europe
and sent back home at the Government's expense. So I rather
reluctantly agreed to the 60-day policy. But on the whole I
believe this is a good amendment, and since it makes it per-
manent law, I think the House should agree to it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand the gentleman’s interest in

it, but the trouble is that a lot of these youngsters run away

from home at 17 and 18, and I have had cases where the

(1;:milies did not know about their being in the Navy in 60
¥8, f

_ Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. That is the difficulty, and I

realize it, but on account of having to get an agreement

with the Senate, I thought it would be better to accept it and

amend It sometime later. -

, are sent to

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The guestion is on agreeing
to the motion of the gentleman from Idaho,

The motion was agreed to. .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No, 30, page 83, after line 15, insert: “ The Secretary
of the Treasury is authorized and directed to transfer from the
naval supply account fund an amount not exceeding $100,000 for the
establishment of a permanent special working fund, which shall be
charged with the net proceeds of all sales of surplus and condemned
stores, with refunds to bidders at sales and to special depositors,
and with all labor, overhead, material, and serviees incident to work
done mnot chaigeable to naval appropriations, and which shall be
credited with all fuonds received as payment or advances for surplus
stores, for condemned stores, and for all expenses incident to work
not chargeable to naval appropriations.”

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur in the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
m_ovgs that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
men

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the
next amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 81, page 34 of the bill: “The Paymaster General
of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to expend from the
naval supply account, without reimbursement to the naval supply
account fund, issues made by order of the Becretary of the Navy
pursuant to the directions of the President for the relief of sufferers
in Japan following the earthquake which occurred September 1, 1023."

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur in the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
moves that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the
next amendment, )

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 40, page 80 of the bill, after line 23, insert:
“ Quay wall extension (limit of cost, $300,000), $10560,000; repair and
fitting out pler (limit of cost, §1,180,000), $250,000.”

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment.

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
moves that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment with an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the fol-
lowing: * Repair and fitting out pler (limit of cost §1,190,000),
$250,000; in all, $350,000."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the mo-
tion of the gentleman from Idaho.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 48, page 40, line 11: Marine rallway accessories
house, $20,000 ; roads and walks, extension, $35,000; in all, $233,000.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr, Speaker, I move to recede and concur in
the Senate amendment with an amendment.

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
moves that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment with an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

In lieu of the matter inserted by sald amendment insert the fol-
Towing :
# Marine railway accesories house, $20,000; in all, $198,000.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Idaho.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
next amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No, 44, page 40, after line 14: Rebuilding power and
refrigerating plant, $65,000; rebuilding station wharf, $12,000; in all,
$87,000, J

The Clerk will repert the next

The Clerk will report the

-



1924

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

9009

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and eoncur.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
moves that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment. ’

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 43, page 41, after line 12, insert: Naval fuel depot,
S8an Diego, Calif.: Storage for war heads, $60,000,

Mr. FRENCH. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur in the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
moves that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment.

The motion was agreed fo.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Awendment No. 48, page 41, line 25: Dock gear and paint shop,
$35,000 ; storage for torpedoes, $140,000; in all, $190,000,

Mr. FRENCH. Mr, Speaker, I move the House recede and
concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
moves that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment with an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as rollows.

In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow-
Ing : * Btorage for torpedoes, $140,000; in all, $155,000."

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Idaho.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 50, page 42, after line 4, insert: * Supply depot,
Marine Corps, S8an Francisco, Calif. : Construction of building, including
grading of site, $500,000 : Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury
is hereby authorized to transfer to the Navy Department a tract of
land situated in the city of San Francisco, Calif., consisting of four
50-vara lots fronting 275 feet on the north side of Harrison Street, and
extending back, bounded by Bpear and Main Streets 275 feet, for use as
a site for the building herein authorized.”

Mr, FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment:

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
moves that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment with an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert ths fol-
lowing :

“ Supply depot, Marine Corps, S8an Francisco, Calif. : Construction of
extensible building, including grading of site, $5600,000, no part of such
sum to be obligated until the Secretary of the Nayy shall have deter-
mined that it is adequate completely to construct, equip, and other-
wise make said building ready for occupancy and use, including the
preparation and final conditioning of site: Provided, That the Secre-
tary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to transfer to the Navy
Department a tract of land situated in the city of Ban Franecisco,
Calif,, consisting of four G0-vara lots fronting 275 feet on the north
side of Harrison BStreet, and extending back, bounded by Spear and
Main Streets 275 feet, for use as a site for the bullding herein au-
thorized.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Idaho.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
amendment.,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 01, page 43, strike out *in all, $14,590,000" and
insert : * For mew construction, buildings, and improvements at air
stations at a total' cost mot to exceed $410,000, as follows: Pearl
Harbor, Hawail, $178,000; Coco Solo, Canal Zone, $287,000; Pensa-
cola, Fla., $150,000; in all, $15,150,000."

Mr. FRENCH. DMr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Idaho
moves that the House recede and concur in the Senate amend-
ment with an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

LXV—0568

The Clerk will report the next

The Clerk will report the next

The Clerk read as follows:

In line 2 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out
#$410,000 ' and insert in lien thereof * $500,000.”

Mr., RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I did not catch the purport of
that amendment.

Mr. FRENCH. The purport of the amendment is to provide
for a water-supply system at Pensacola.

It includes the item of $150,000 in the total of $560,000; it
corrects an error, that is all.

Mr. RAKER. The gentleman leuves the item as to the air
station at Pearl Harbor the same as it is.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; and at Coco Svlo.

Mr. RAKER. That is not changed.

Mr. FRENCIH, No; and I would say that as to Pensacola
a little later on, either in the next amendment or the subsequent
one, we shall offer certain limitations that we feel ought to
be attachied to the expenditure.

Mr. RAKER. I did not understand that last statement.
1"l.‘hie Pearl Harbor improvement, as I understand it, is left as
t is. |
g Mr. FRENCH. Yes; and the same thing is true at Coco

olo.

Mr. WINGO. As I understand the change, you merge the
principal item into another item.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; to correct the total and to include in
the total the Pensacola item.

Mr. WINGO. The substance of it is the same as the Senate
amendment.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes; as a matter of fact. it is the correction
of an error.

Mr. WINGO. Yes In other words, the proposal is agreed
to and you perfect the language and put on restrictions and
limitations that are thought necessary.

Mr, FRENCH. That is correct.

Mr, BUTLER. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. Has the gentleman been informed that this
House will be asked to authorize the appointment of a select
committee to consider a joint air service? Does the gentleman
know where he is drifting? Does the gentleman know it is
thought desirable to have the question of a joint air service
between the Army and the Navy inquired into? How much
money does the amendment appropriate for Coco Solo?

Mr. FRENCH. For Coco Solo,.$237,000.

Mr. BUTLER. What are they going to do with that there?
I think they could get along with less money there. We heard
gll?its of testimony on it and upon the development of these air

elds.

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question there?

Mr. BUTLER, I have not any time. The time belongs to
others,

The gentleman is always very careful, but a good many of
us have it in our heads that there might be a very, very great
saving if we could have a joint eperating service between the
Army and the Navy at several of these points, and this is one
of them, and now if you are going to spend a lot of money
down there, we might as well abandon the whole thing., There-
fore it I8 desirable always, I would suggest, for us to keep in
touch with each other., I sat for three or four or five days
and listened to a discussion of this matter and now it comes
in and is to be disposed of in a few minutes. I am through
with the whole business.

Mr. FRENCH, Let me say to the gentleman——

Mr. BUTLER. We have been trying to save some money
s0 we can get some ships and get this Navy off of the land,
and now the gentleman's committee comes in here with these
great big appropriations to put the Navy on the land. If we
listen to them and concede to them all they ask, we will have
this whole Navy on the land and they will put the ships on the
land before they get through with it, I want ships that will
flont and not these big naval stations. We have been listening
and listening for 45 days to a discussion upon one station. I
want the money for the ships.

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Let me first refer to the remarks of the gen-
tleman from Iennsylvania, the chairman of the naval legisla-
tive committee, The conferees did not have authority to con-
sider the matter to which the gentleman directed attention.
The question is raised at| this point and projected into the
problem by reason of the fact that both the Army and the Navy
have air stations that are adjacent.

Mr. BUTLER. Yes; and we are endeavoring to learn
whether we can not join them, The Army wants four or five
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or six million dollars there, and we want to know whether it is
not possible to have a select committee appointed to sit per-
haps during the vacation period to determine how we ewr save.
money by having joint operation, not joint control; we are
not havimg anything to do with that, ¥ only want to suggest
to my friend that there is no use having these naval officials
coming liere and detaining us for days listening to testimomy
and then going to the gentleman's subcommittee and detain-
ing them for days and then going over to the Senate and hay-
ing these things put into the bill. They can go to the Senate
first hereafter, so far as T am concerned.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. In just a mement. I want to say to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania that the conferees on the part
of the House proposed that this money shonld not be expended
either at Coco Solo or at Pearl Harbor unless and upen an
arrangement agreeable to the President of the United States.

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that.

Mr. FRENCH. We did that in the absence of the very ar-
rangement to which the gentleman refers and which he would
like to see worked out. I am with him. I think we ought
ta have a working understanding so that we can expend what-
ever money is to be expended most economically, most ef-
ficiently, and so there will not be duplication or overlapping
of services,

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. S , I want to say to the gentle-
man, who works very, very hard and is just as economical as
¥ woull like to be, in my judgment, the time has come when
we should make an examination of these different places.
'The Navy now has more than 700 pieces of ground that they
elther own or renf, and the time has come when we should
select these fields in eonnection with the Army and have joint
operation and save a lot of the expense that we are now sub-
Jected to for the Navy on the land when we need ghips so
badly. But I am not raising any question about it. ' Pearl
Harbor will have fo be built. It is our outward defense, but
we spent days and days listening to the evidence, and now
it is all wiped out by going te the Senate and getting the ap-
prepriatiom. I only want to repeat what I have already stated,
that hereafter when anything is asked of the committee over
whieh I now preside I shall direct them to go to the Senate
nnd ge at ence.

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman asked a moment ago how
the money for Coco Selo and Pearl Harbor is to be ex-
pended. I have the itemizmation here. For Coco Solo the
amount asked for is §237,000, allocated as follows: Seaplane
hangar, $147,000; cencrete runway, bulkhead, and beach im-
provements, $30,000; hydraulie fill, $50,000; and for water,
sewage, and electric distribution system, $10,000.

Far Pearl Harbor the total asked for is $173,000, allocated
ag follows: Seaplane hangar, $140,000; beanch improvements
and runway, $33,000.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. What the gentleman from Pennsylvania
says is absolutely correet. The mistakes we have been mak-
ing since the war is to appropriate funds for aviation for the
Army and to appropriate for aviation for the Navy, and as long
as we continue to appropriate for them we are getting nowhere.
The trouble is that if we continue to apprepriate for the Air
Service in this way a great many officers seated in comfortable
chairs in their office will not take the air. They do not want te
do that. I suggest that we stop appropriating until they get to-
gether and develop an Air Service for the good of the country
and not for the comfort of the present officers.

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. FRENCH. I will though I am anxious to get through.

Mr. RAKER. Referring to the air gituation at Pearl Har-
bor, it is on an island. The Navy and the Army are on the
game island with only a dividing line between them.
The discussion that they should be combined is a good deal of
imagination; they use the entire equipment for the efficiency ef
the Army and for efficlency ef the Navy, and the only ques-
tion is whether we ghould keep both se that we can have a geod
Aldr Service.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The: gueéstion is on the motion
of the gentleman frem Idaho to recede and coneur with an
amendment.

The motion was agreed to. i

The SPEAEKHR. pro tempore. The
amendment.

The Clerk read as follow:

Senate amendment B2, line 17, after the word * asereplanes” ingert:
¥ Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby antliorized to eom-
eider, ascertain, adjust, determine, and pay out of this appropriation
the amounts due on claims for damages which have eccurred or may
occur to private property growing out of the operations of naval air-

Clerk will read the next

'amendment,

eraft, where such claim does mot exceed the sum of $250: Provided
further, That all claims adjusted under this authority during the fiseal
year shall be reported im detail to the Cengress by the Seeretary of
the Navy.”

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur im

'the Senate amendment with an amendment.

The SPEAKER pro _!:empore. The Clerk will report the

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. FRENCH moves to recede and coneur with an amendment as
follows : After the word “Provided,” In the first line of said@ amend-
ment, insert “further.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
of the gemntleman from Idaho.
The' motion was to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,

The question is on the motion

The Clerk will report the next

‘amendment,

The Clerk read’ as follows:

Seniate Rmendment 53: On page 44, at the top of the page ineert:
“The Secretary of the Navy is authorized, when directed by the
President, to accept on behalf of the United States, free from en-
cumbrances and without cost to the United States, the title to such
lands as- he may deem necessary or desirable in the viclnlty of Pén-
sacola, Fla., for use as a site and right of way for the comstruction
and maintenance of a pumping station, wells, and pipe lina te provide
a suitable water supply for the United States naval alr statlen,

I'ensacola, Fla."

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede

and coneur with an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. FRENCH meved to reeeds and concur with an amendment ag
follows : After the word “ Florida,” im the! last line of sald amend-
ment, insert the following: a semicolom, ‘“and: suelr additiomal water
supply ls herveby amuthorized: : Provided, That the sum “of $150,000

‘hereinbefore appropriated for new construction buildings: and im-

provements at the alr station, Pensacols, Fla., shall not be available
untll the Becretary of the Navy shall determine that im his judgment
o water system capable of furnishing an adegnate supply of water
for such station can be cempleted within. the Uimit of the funds
bereln provided, and until the Secretary of the Nawy, at the direction
of the President, has aceepted the econveysnce of land and rights of
way as herein autherized.”

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, T would like to ask the gentle-
man from Idaho: Can the gentleman determine how much in
the end this is geing to cost? , .

Mr., FRENCH. We have fixed the limit at $150,000.

Mr. BUTLER. ¥ know, but the gentleman knows that we

‘can raise the limit.

Mr. FRENCH. We have directed that none of it shall be
expended until it is determined.

Mr. BUTLER. Did you learn how much they would like
to have?

Mr, FRENCH. Yes; this was figured on the amount they
asked for, and it was the judgment of the conferees that it was
a very liberal figure. We figured It on the basis of material,
of bhering the weils, of putting in the power plant, and from
the several angles we could not see how it could approach
the amount asked for, and yet we thought we were justified
in leaving it at the figures we have attached to the amendment,

Mr., BUTLER. I want to say to the House that you might
as well abolish the legislative Naval Affairs Committee. This
bill is packed full of limitations, and here comes another. I
did not vote for the rule that fook the authority away from
the Naval Affairs Committee.

Mr, FRENCH. This is a limitation rather than legislation,

The SPEARER pre tempore. The question Is on the motien
of the gentleman from Idaho to recede and eomcur with am
amendment, ;

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the gentleman from Florida [Mr., SsmrrEwick] may proceed
and speak on the amendment we have just adopted.

Mr, WINGO. I object. |

The SPEAKHR pro tempere. The Clerk will read the next
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment 54: After line 18, on page 44, ingert: “No part of any
sum in this act apprepriated shall' be expended fn the pay or sllow-
ances of any commissiomed officer of the Navy detmiled, for duiy as
professer or instructer at the United Statesr Naval Aeademy to per
form the dnties which were performed. by clvilien professors or instrue-
tors on January 1, 1022, whenever the number of civilian professors
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Jor instructors employed in such duties shall be less than 65, exclusive
of masters and instructors in swordsmanship and physical training:
Provided, That in reducing the number of civillan profegsors no exist-
ing contract shall be violated: Provided further, That no civillan pro-
fessor, associate or nssistant professor, or instructor shall be dis-
missed, except for sufficient cause, without six months' notice to him
that his services will be ne longer needed."

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur
with an amendment which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. FrExcu moves to recede and comeur with an amendment, as
follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the
following: * Untll June 30, 1925, if for any cause the mumber of
civilian professorg or ingtructors employed in the United States Naval
Academy, on January 1, 1024, shall be reduced, after such latter date
no commissioned officers of the Navy ghall be detailed or allowed
to teach the subject or subjects theretofore taught by said civilian
professors or instructors whose service in connection with the acad-
emy may have been so terminated: Provided, That in reducing the
number of civilian professors no existing contract shall be violated:
Provided further, That no civilian professor, associate or assistant
professor; or instructor shall he dismissed, except for sufficient cause,
without six months' notice to him that his services wiil be no longer
needed.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Idaho to recede and concur with an
amendment.

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. DENISON. Will the gentleman please explain the effect
of the amendment?

Mr. FRENCH. In brief, the effect of the amendment is to
modify the first paragraph of the language inserted by the
Senate, which earries the requirement touching the employ-
ment of officer members of the faculty in lieu of civilian mem-
bers of the faculty after January 1, 1922, We felt that that
was Incongruous. We felt that the date ought to be brought
up to January 1, 1924; and I think the language employed is
perhaps a little happier than the language in the current law,
used by the Senate. In substance, I have indicated the only
change which was made in the amendment.

Mr. DENISON. As I heard it read, there is no limitation at
all upon the number that can be dismissed up to January, 1025,

Mr. FRENCH. Oh, yes. We did not fix the number in the
amendment for this reason: The academy will need to operate
on a smaller basis—a less number of midshipmen during the
vear 1925. There will be probably 400 less midshipmen next
year than this. That adjudication can not be made satisfae-
torily unless the faculty may be reduced, and we have provided
in this amendment that no officer shall be placed on the faculty
to take the place of a civilian in work done on January 1,
1924, The gentleman would not want to keep civlilians or
officer members of the faculty there when their services were
not needed.

Mr. DENISON. Certalnly not.

Mr. FRENCH. Therefore we felt that we ought not to fix
in the bill a limit as to number of faculty members such as was
in the bill last year.

Mr. DENISON. The effect of the amendment proposed by
the gentleman is that no naval officer shall be detailed to take
the place of any civilian protessor who is discharged or let
out at any time?

Mr, FRENCH. Yes; that states the proposition.

Mr. DENISON, Then. taking the number of civilian pro-
fessors that were there on the 1st of January this year, they
c¢an not be replaced by any naval officer?

Mr. FRENCH. They may be reduced if their work is not
needed, but they may not be replaced.

Mr. HILL of Maryland., Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield?
Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. I want to ask the chairman of the
subecommittee the same guestion that I asked him when the bill
was originally before the House for consideration, and to which
he gave a very definite and clear answer. At that time the
chairman of the subcommittee stated that there was nothing in
this bill to indicate any intention to remove the graduate
school from the Naval Academy to any other place. Does that
same situation exist to-day, or does the Senate attempt some
change in that regard?

Mr. FRENCH, No; the Senate has uot modified the bill in
that respect.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. As far as the chalrman of the sub-
committee knows, from thig bill, there is no intention to remove
the graduate school from the Naval Academy to any place else?

Mr. FRENCH, No; and the Navy Department asmlred me
that I, as chairman of the subcommittee, would be notified of
any report of the commigsion studying the situation before any
action is taken,

Mr, HILL of Maryland, I am very glad to hear that. That
is entirely in the interest of efficiency and economy. If this
school were removed, it wonld be against efficlency and
economy.

Mr. LINTHICUM. As I understand the report of the com-
mission appointed with reference to this postgraduate school,
it has already been made to the Secretary of the Navy.

Mr. FRENCH. It may bhave been made to the Secretary,
but it has not come up in any definite way where action is
contemplated, else they would have notified our subcommittee.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I understand that the report has already
been made.

Mr. FRENCH. It may have been submitted to the Sec-
retary.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I note that the bill provides that no
civilian professor shall be replaced by an officer after January
1, 1924, for work being performed by a civilian officer on Janu-
ary 1, 1924, Have any civilian professors been replaced by
officers since January 1, 10247

Mr. FRENCH. I think not. I have not heard that state-
ment made, and the law under which the Navy is operating
the Naval Aecademy limits the replacement to the work that
was done by those other than civilians on January 1, 1922,

Mr. LINTHICUM.. The point I am trying to make is that
it might have been possible that a certain number of civilian
professors had been dropped since January 1, 1924, and officers
appointed in their places, which would continue under this bill.

Mr. FRENCH. It has not been brought to our attention,
and I think we would have heard of it if such had taken place.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. And if any condition such as the
gentleman suggests is true this would correct if.

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. DENISON. Is this postgraduate school established hy
authority of law at Annapolis?

Mr. FRENCH. There is general authority in law for carry-
ing forward this type of postgraduate work. The law itself
does not fix the work at Annapolis or any other particular
place. As the gentleman will probably recall, there are those
who are experts or interested in certain lines who are gent to
various technical schools for training. Even a limited number
are sent abroad for training, but wherever work can be done
efficiently at places like the graduate school at Annapolis the
department endeavors to administer the funds available so
that tralning can be had there instead of through paying for
tuliluon for these men In professional or technical schools else-
where, '

Mr. DENISON. My question was preliminary to this one:
(Can the Navy Department move this school from Annapolis
without an act of Congress authorizing it?

Mr, FRENCH. My Jjudgment——

Mr. LINTHICUM. I will answer the gentleman that that
is in the power of the Secretary of the Navy.

Mr. FRENCH. I have no doubt that is true, but let me say
that is the point I had in mind when I asked the department
to notify our subcommittee in the event any such action was
contemplated and we were assured that that would be done.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The committee by the appropria-
tions which they have made for that purpose have in effect
indieated it is not the purpose or the desire of Congress that
it shall be removed.

Mr. FRENCH. The appropriation is made, of course, on that
understanding. We can not write into law every understanding
or you would have in this bill a volume that would be an inch
thick, so we have these understandings with the department
and I am gure that, generally speaking, they are respected.

Mr. RAKER. Have the civilian professors and inspectors
been increased or diminished by this provision?

Mr. FRENCH. Not by this provision, The amount carried
in the bill is less than for the current year for the reason
that we are decreasing for next year the number of midship-
men by about 400,

Mr. RAKER. Does the effect of this provision increase them
or decrease them?

Mr, FRENCH. 'The effect of the limitation?
Mr. RAKER. Yes,
My, FRENCH. The effect of the limitation is not either to

inecrease or decrease, but prevents the ratio from being changed.
You might say it is to prevent the substituting of official in-
structors or teachers for civillan instructors and teachers.

Mr. RAKER. Is that the purpose to keep out as many official
instructors or commissioned officers as possible?
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Mr. FRENCH. Oh, no; but the thought for years has been
that there should be a limlted number of eivilian instructors
and professors there, and a few years ago it was felt that prob-
ably it was swinging too much toward the ofiicers, and the
House put in a limitation. The committee in reporting the. bill
to the House struck out the limitation, and it was r- Hstated.
on the Senate side, Now, we have brought in an a. .Jment
which is a compromise and much more workable than the Sen-
ate amendment but carrying out the general thought.

Mr. RAXER. Equalizing the situation now between the com-
missioned officers and clvilian professors’ and instructors, Is
that about right?

Mr. FREXCH. Yes; that would be a way of expressing it.
It prevents substituting officers for civilian instruetors.

Mr. RAKER. Has the gentleman at his fingers' end the
ntrm?er of ‘civilinn professors and instructors at the academy
now

Mr. FRENCH. Approximately 87. That includes certain
athletic instructors, 15.

Mr, RAKER. How many commissioned officers?

Mr; FRENCH. Approximately 120,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of 'the gemtleman from Fdaho.

The question was taken, and theé metion was agreed to.

The SPHAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next
amendment in disagweement, ‘

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment No. 55: On page 50 of the Dill, after line 23, insert:
“No money appropriated by this act shall be expended for traupor-
tation on forelgn vessels of officers, enlisted men, or employees un-
der the jorfsdiction of the Navy Department without a certificate from
the Secretary of the Navy or other official authority designated by him
that there are no American vessels then available for the transporta-
tion of such officers, enlisted men, or employees."

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. S8peaker, I move to recede and eoneur.
Mr. BRITTEN. I would like to know if the committee had
before it the figures indicating the amount of money expended
on this kind of travel on foreign ships by efficers or employees
of the Nayvy Department?
Mr. FRENCH. This was a Senate amendment, and the
House eommittee did not have those
Mr. BRITTEN. I will say fo the gentleman, I am very glad
this limitation is being, carried on an apprepriation bill. It
should have been in effect a long time ago, becanse it has been
the custom not only of mnaval efficers: but of ambassadors and
ministers and commereial attachés to travel om firsi-line mr-
eign ships for reasons best knowm to themselves when omn the
same day or in a day or twe they eould have taken Ameriean
ghips. It might not have been as sporty a one or as classy as
the French or British ships, but they were not paying their own
fare, the: Government was paying it; and ¥ think a limitatien
of this kind should be carried on every appropriation affecting
travel, and I am very glad to see it on this bilL
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the members of the
committee to be patient for a minute. I want te ask the gen-
tleman, because he is well informed—Ilet us turn back to amend-
ment No. 51. I am thinking pretty keenly of what has been
done there. Will the gentleman please tel this committee
what kind of buildings you have provided for $410,000, and
how much these buildings are going to cost? I weuld like to
Eknow. the character of these buildings., We have had a little
experience—— :
Mr. Y?UNG. Does the gentleman think it is too much or
too little
Mr. BUTLER. TFierce! What kind of buildings are they—
officers’ houses and quarters?
Mr. FRENCH. Noj; most of the money will be expended for
- hangars.

Mgrs.‘ BUTLER, If for hangars, all right; but If they are
going to start officers’ houses costing $40,000 for a captain of
the Navy, you Ieave it here and I am going fo make some fuss.
We have been up against that frequently over here, and we
have endeavored to Iimit it house by house.

Mr. FRENCH. I have the data right at hand here.

"Mr. BUTLER. When the gentleman revises his statement
let him add the buildings, so that we may know hereafter how
the appropriations are made.

Mr. FRENCH. I will putit in. [See p. 8010.1

Mr. BUTLER. Very well

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. If the gentleman will permit me,
it might be due to Admiral Wilson that I make this statement,
that this will be in line with what he stated to the committee
would be his policy. There were Members of the Senate who
called attentlon to the fact that he might not be there longer

than February next year, and they wanted te be assured that
his pelicy would be strietly adhered to, and they wished that
what they were given to understand would be the policy should
be inserted in the bill

Fhe SPBAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion
of the gentleman from Idaho.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Benate amendment No, 59 : Page 54, line 19, strike out “ $7,500,000 "
and Ingert “ $8,450,000.”

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede
and eoncur.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho moves that the
Hmmam recede and cencur. The question is on agreeing to that
motiemn.

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Henxte amendment No. 60: Page 55, line 2, after the word * treaty "
insert ‘“toward the constructiom of one submarine autherfzed by the
naval act of Augnst 29, 1916."

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur
with an amendment.

The SPHAKER. The gentleman from ¥daho moves to recede
and concur with an amendment. The Clerk will report the
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

In lien of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the follow-
ing: *toward the conatruction of gme fleet submarine (mine-laying
type) heretofore authorized, fo have the highest practicable speed and
greatest desivable radins of action, and to cost not to exceed $5,300,000
for constructien and machinery amd $850,000 for armor, armament,
and ammunition, awd the Secretary of the Navy shall have prepared
plang and estimates of cost of a scouting submarine and a submarine
capable of accompanying the fleet, each to have the highest practicable
speed and greatest desirable radius of action, such plans and estimates
to be in readiness for submission to Congress on the first day of the
next regular session."”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, FRENCH. 1 will be glad to yield.
Mr. BLANTON. Was this recommended by the legislative
committee?

Mr. BUTLHR. Yes; in 1916.

Mr. FRENCH. ' This is part of the 1916 program, and the
submarine that the Senate provided for is to be a submarine
of 'the minedaying type, that does mnot require propulsion
necessary for the wider-ranged fleet submarine. We are pro-
viding for the construction of eéne minelaying submarine
under the provisions of the Senate amendment, together with
the experimentatfon looking te the development of an engine
adequate for a cruiser type of fleet submarine as provided

for by the House.
The SPEAKFR. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment. :

The amendment was agreed to.

Th%SPEAKER. Is' there objectiom to the gentleman's re-
quest

There was no objectien.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recomp.

The SPHAKKR. Is there objection te the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I make the same
request,
e%‘ke SPEAKER. 1Is there objeetion to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

- FOSTER DWIGHT COBURN :

Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Speaker; I ask unanimous consent fo
extend my rvemarks in the Recoep with reference to the
death of a great Kansan, Foster Dwight Coburn.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection fo the request of the
gentleman from Misseuri?

There was no objection.

Mr. LOZIER. Mr., Speaker, a few days &80 the Associated
Press announced the death of Foster Dwight Ceburn, in To-
peka, Kans. Inasmuch as none of the distinguished Repre-
sentatives from Kansas has called attention to the home-going
of this outstanding citizen, I desire here and now to speak
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into the records of this House a few words in'recognition and
appreciation of this man, who was really great, according te
all the standards by which true merit and real greatness are
measured. He was not of my State nor of my political fatth.
But for 20 years he has been an outstanding figure in the
realm of American agriculture. I and thousands of others
have learned from him wholesome facts in relation to agricul-
ture and animal industry.

Perchance he did not achieve greatness as the wor]d under-
stands that term, but no one who is familiar with his long and
useful life will deny that he made a valuable and lasting con-
tribution to those forcves that promote the public good and spell
the betterment of mankind. As the head of the Kansas State
Department of Agriculture, as a dirt farmer, as a writer on
argicultural subjects, as a farseeing agricultural expert and
seer, and as a militant crusader in commendable agricultural
activities and to establish agriculture on a sound economic
basis, F. D. Coburn has earned the gratitude of millions to
whose welfare his life was dedicated and to whose betterment
he has so materially contributed.

In seasons of calamity and distress he gave wise counsel and
sympathetic encouragement. In times of prosperity he advised
meoderation and conservatism, and cautioned against' impulsive
speculation and ill-considered activities.

His unfailing storehouse of wisdom and common sense was
available at all times to the people of Kansas and the great
West., He was the great agricultural emancipator of Kansas.
His crusade for diversified farming, for alfalfa culture, for in-
creased dairying and poultry production, for better livestock,
for simple and sensible marketing systems, not only transformed
and rehabilitated the agriculture of Kansas, but overstepped
State lines and wholesomely altered and influenced the "agri-
cultural activities of the Nation.

F. D. Coburn was the one great outstanding apostle of alfalfa,
by the ever-increasing culture of which millions have been added
to the wealth of our Nation. This valuable forage plant, a
native of Asia, was cultivated in Europe long before the song
of the angels echoed over the Judean hills. Alfalfa was intro-

duced into South America by the Spaniards. Its first cultiva-:

tion in the United States was in California prior to the Oiwvil
War, Probably Mr. Coburn did more than any dozen other
men to demonstrate the usefulness and value of this plant to
the American farmer.

Though born in Wisconsin and residing for a brief season
in Missouri, his active life was largely spent in Kansas, to the
upbuilding of which State he materially contributed. Kansas
did not and could not monopolize the valuable services he ren-
dered to the age in which he lived. Measured by real achieve-
ments and enduring accomplishments, Foster Dwight Coburn was
the outstanding Kansan of the present generation.

WORK OF COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks by having printed the speech made by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Hoamowps] before the
American Merchant Marine Association as to the work of the

Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries in the last

12 years—his own remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the requast of the
gentleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. LAHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, under the leave granted I
insert the following speech by Hon. Georas W. HEpmownns, of
Pennsylvania, before the American Merchant Marine Associa-
tion, at New York, May 15, 1924, on the work of the Merchant
Marine Committee of the House during the past 12 years, and
suggestions for the future operation of the Shipping Board
and the Emergency Fleet Corporation:

BANQUET OF AMERICAN MARIND ABSOCIATION, MAY 15, NEW YORK

As this is probably the last opportunity I shall have for addressing
f body of shipping men as a Member of Congress, I am constrained to
trespass upon your time a lttle to réview the past 12 or 13 years'
work of the Congress along the lnes of Interest to you and to ask
your indulgence while T give my vlews of what should be done in the
, future to retain the hold we have om our export and import trade,
thrown into our hands through the exigencies of the World War.

It was in 1911 to 1013 that the Merchant Marine Commtttes of
the House made what is probably ome of the most epmplete investi-.
| gations of the shipping business ever made by Comgress. An investiga-
tion directed more at the basic and underlying reasons for the de-
cadence of the American merchant marine than at the actual physical
| cost of operations. The outstanding result of this investigation was
| the recognition of conferences and agreements between lines as a
meamylnordertomtroldmetiwumeﬂﬂm.mmm
| iee, and to prevent monopoly.

Boon after the war started in Earope, spurred by npeecessity for
shipping facilities, the Merchant Marine Committee prepared and
brought into the law the shipping act of 1816, the principal features
of which were:

1. Creation of the Shipping Roard.

2, Creation of a corporatiom or corporantions to operate merchant
vessels. |

3. Defined  the investlgatlng powers. of the Shipping Board, and
directed investigation in all lines of endeavor comnected with ship-
ping.

4., Recognized econferences and agreements between shipping opera-
tloms, but arranged for such publicity and restrictions as were deemed
necessary to protect the sbipping public from discriminations.

5. Prohibited what were termed fighting ships.

8. Provided conditions to govern shipping during war and other
emergencies.

7. Provided penalties ror foreign shipping who, by agreement or
by other methods, discriminated against American shipping.

Following the passage of this act, owing to the peculiar conditions
prevailing during the war, Congress through its Merchant Marine Com-
mititee in the Monse and the Commerce Committee of the Senate took
upon itself the task of aashﬂns in investigating and legislating upon
some, of the subjects delegated to the Shipping Board by the shipping
act of 1016, There were quite a few subjects touched upon, one of
the most important being the marine insuramce. This investigation
led to the arrangement between all the marine insurance companies
in the United Btates to prepare gyndicated policies covering the hull
risks, and which I hope some day to see extended to cargo risks.
Conditions prevailing, with the Londom Salvage Co. in practieal
control of repairs and Lloyd’s Bureau in the same position regarding
surveys, lend to the committee encouragement of the American
burean of shipping and the American bureau of salvage, both of
which institutions now occupy a commanding position among the
world’s institutions of their kind.

The creation of a secured mortgage which would attract investment
also had the attention of the committee, also the advisability of load-
line legislaiion. All of this work was varried on by the committee,
besides the numerous guestions raised by the war necessities, and
many minor suhjects which were demanding continoal attention.

In 1920 the Merchant Marine Committee of the House prepared the
basis of what is now known as the ‘“Jones Act,” which was intended
to clean up the chaptic condition ereated by the war and to declare
our policy as to the many merchant marine ships now in possession
of the Government. The constructive features of this bill were as
follows :

1. Declaration of intent to build up a privately owned merchant
marine,

2. Port facilities and development investigation ordered.

8. Provided a construction fund te be used to build up such ghips
as were necessary to balancp the fleet for either commercial or war
purposes. |

4, Placed the Philippine Islands under the coastwise laws when
proper facilties were adequate to handle the business.

D. Arranged for tax deductlons to meet changed conditions.

6. Arranged for the use of the mail service to bmild up American-
flag shipping.

7. Allowed cargo vessels to carry a limited number of passengers
under certain conditions.

8. Recognized the syndicate form of marine insurance.

9. Arranged for a new type of ship mortgages known as * preferred
mortgages.” -

10. Arranged when proper facllities existed that speciﬁ import and
exportnlrxtes of American railroads should apply to American-flag ves-
sels only.

‘11, Arranged for the abolishing of treaties which prevented the nse
of discriminating duties In favor of American vessels,

During this same session of Congress the Important suits in ad-
miralty act was prepared and passed, and since that time many differ-
ent subjects hayve occupled the attention of the committee, many of
which were included in the subsidy bill which, unfortunately, failed,
carrying down with it the other proposed aids which would haye been
o valuable as assistance ever without the gubsidy.

Recently the attention of the committee has been brought to the
pilferage evil, and the necessity of Federal attention to this subject,
and also to the world’s movement for a uniform and simplified bill of
lading, both of which subjects are of great Importance to successful
ship operation. The destruction of American cargo owing to improper
packing and lack of knowledge of this subject, lead at the request of
the Merchant Marine Committee to an appropriation to the Depart-
ment of Commerce for a full fnvestization of this subject, the results
of which will be made public in a few weeks by a very complete book
of fmstructions covering commodities and facllities. Recently, and as
a result of investigation, there was passed by the House, and is now
before the Benate, the bill which when mde & law should provide for
our having from 60 to 100 inator ships, the last word in economical
‘operation,
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During thig period the committee has also made three separate in-
vestigations of the subject of radio communieation, a general bill now
being before Congress which carefully protects all the different inter-
ests affected.

It has been a source of great disappointment to us all that the
material aids contained in the Jones bill and looked forward to so
hopefully by us, of the diseriminating duties, expansion of coastwise
law to the Philippines, and the application of the import and export
rates of railroads to American ships have not been placed in opera-
tion, and yet when we consider the disturbed conditions in the world
and the impossibility of securing the abrogation of 22 or 24 treaties,
containing many different subjects, many of which would lead to dis-
turbing comsequences if abrogated without being replaced immediately,
we can readily realize that the matter needs careful handling and
much consideration by our diplomatie authorities, and diplomatie work
of this character Is very slow in its consummation.

Asg to the application of the coastwise laws to the Philippines, owing
to the present demand of the Filipinos for independence, it would be
exceedingly unwise and possibly costly to press a subject which of
neecessity would imply to them sovereignty.

The real avallable aid to our American shipping contained in the
Jones Act is the application of important export railrocad rates to
American bottoms ; there could be no question of its application almost
immediately had the sections in the subsidy bill for the coordination of
rail and water shipping been passed. As it js to-day, section 28 stands
without the machinery preparved to put it into operation. Let us hope
that this defect will be eured and this substantial benefit to American
shipping will be given to it.

This subject of preferential railroad rates applied to shipping was
considered at the Geneva conference by a convention held for the regu-
lation of maritime ports throughout the world, and was condemned
by them as unjustly discriminating, which view was vigorously upheld
by the Italian and Japanese delegations and strongly supported by
8ir H. L. Smith, head of the British delegation. So strongly did they
believe in this doctrine that they slgned up at once for their respective
countsles, But we have yet to hear that the discriminatory customs
dutles levied against American goods shipped in American ships from
American ports in favor of American goods shipped in Canadian ships
and railroads by Australia have been removed ; and as for the Japanese,
we have yet to hear that the preferential rates on Japanese railroads
for Japanese ships have been abrogated. Here is n cablegram just
received from Manila, dated April 80: “ Now here for conference, brings
information from reliable source, Dalren, that Japanese vessels are
given flat rate of 35 sen per ton for Inward and outward cargo, whereas
forelgn vessels are charged 65 sen inward and T0 sen outward.”

Nor, agaln, do we hear that the Italian Government has in any way
modified her regulations regarding emigration or immigration. 8o I
feel that those gentlemen who so deeply fear discrlminations had better
look into the many small and devicus methods used by them and clean
up their own house before criticizing their neighbors.

Britaln boasts of her championship of the freedom of commerce be-
tween nations, of her desire to see the ships of all nations treated equally
in all ports, of her freedom of limiting her coastwise trade to her
own nationals, and yet uses discriminatory export duties In her col-
onies to keep the trade well In hand for herself ; even the mandatories
ghe received as an outcome of the Great War bave acquired this habit
under her guidance.

Leaving the past, what should Congress do in the future to benefit
and place this great industry and national necessity upon a stable
basis? Passing over the legislation which common business sense should
dictate, ke the uniform bill of lading proposition, there are three great
legislative measures, separate and distinet from each other, which
should have its attention. The first is to pass a bill—which should need
but little discussion—containing the alds outside of the subsidy but con-
tained in the subsidy bill. It would include such subjects as 5O per
cent of the immigration in American vessels, Army and Navy transport
of both officials and freight to be done in private vessels, Federal
supervision of pilferage, load lines for vessels in the foreign trade,
necessary changes In the preferred mortgage bill, a definition of the
home port of a vessel, the necessary legislation to make section 28 of
the Jones Act effective, nnd a union of all of the departments having
to do with shipping, now scattered through the various governmental
agencies, under one head in the Department of Commerce.

Becond, urge the completion of the revision of the navigation laws
now under way In the Bhipping Board, and investigate the proposed
changes carefully and as rapidly as possible, and then pass them into
permanent law ad quickly as possible.

Third, divorce as mnearly as practicable the Shipping Board from
the Emergency Fleet Corporation; leave the Shipping Board all the
powers necessary under the varlous acts to supervise and advance the
interests of the American merchant marine—and, believe me, there is
much constructive work for them to do and many good reasons why,
when acting for the advancement of the whole merchant marine, they
ghould not have their opinions biased because of their participation in
ship operations. I bave mever felt that the Shipping Board's position

was good from a business standpoint when they were endeavoring to
both supervise shipping and they themselves operators.

I am not in favor of abolishing the Shipping Board. They have just
a8 much place in onr national business as the Interstate Commerce
Commission, and when properly functioning will have mostly semi-
Judicial work to do which ean not fairly be delegated to one man or a
department, nor would the decisions of one man be favorably received
by contestants in shipping matters. As for the Emergency Fleet Cor-
poration, it should be organized as a separate corporation entirely
from the board under a proper name, It should be given the power
to form subsidiary corporations; to invite into those corporations the
participation of outside ecapital, as minority holdings, with a view of
ultimate purchase of the lines; to make up the deficit in the opera-
tions of such lines, as long as the line is desirable; and to dispose
of the line, if successful, to the minority holders, or to others, upon
favorable terms. While under Government control they should be sub-
jeet to fair and equitable treatment, giving the utmost freedom of
management to these subsidiary companies consistent with good busi-
negs, This should lead to a considerable reduction in the expense
which Goyvernment operation, with its cumbersome system, entails, and
should lead to the disposal of these compan.ies at an earlier date, with
considerable saving to the taxpayers.

Mr. SNELIL. Mr. Speaker, I call up a privileged report
from the Committee on Rules.

NO QUORUM-—CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I think we
ought to have a quorum present. I make the point of order
that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota makes the
point of order that there is mo quorum present., Evidently
there_is no quorum present.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will bring in the absentees, and the Clerk
will eall the roll.

The Cleric ealled the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Anderson Dominick Kurtz Qua egl
Anthony Drane Langley W. Va.
Bacharach Dyer Laregon, Minn, almon
Bcg}z F(Imonds Lea, Calif. anders, N. Y,
Bixler Figh Lil 1{ teagall
Bloom Pitzgerald Lindsay engle
Boies Fleetwood ttle ullivan
Bowling Fredericks McFadden umners, Tex.
Browne, Wis, Freeman MacGregor Swoope
Buckie Garrett, Tenn, Magee, Pa. "‘aylor, Colo.
Burdic Geran Manlove Temple
Byrnes, 8. C Giibson AMartin Upshaw
Cable ifford Miller, IIL Vare
Campbell Graham, Pa. Mills Ward, N. C.
Casey Graham, Il Moone Wason
Celler Green, Towa Moore, 111 Whatres
Clark, Fla. Griffin oore, Va, Watson
Collier Hawley Morin Weller
Colling Hayden udd White, Me.
Connolly, Pa, Howard, Okla.. O’Brien Williams, Tex.
ton ull, Ten 'Connor, N. Y, Wurzbach
Crowther Tull, Will!am E. Oliver, N. yant
Cummings Jeffers Park, Ga. ates
Curry Kahn Patterson Zihlman
Davey Keller - Peavey
Davis, Tenn, Kivss Perlman
Dickstein Kunz Phillips

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and twenty-eight Members
have answered to their names; a quorum is present.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further
proceedings under the call.

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered.

There was no objection.

The doors were reopened

HOUR OF MEETING :

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that when the House adjourns to-night it adjourn to meet at
11 o'clock to-morrow.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent that when the House adjourns to-night it adjourn to
meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. Is there objection?

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I object.

HAUGEN-M’NARY BILL

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SNeLL]
calls up a resolution, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 317

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this resolution it shall be in
order to move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the
Whole House on the gtate of the Union for the consideration.of H. R.
9033, entitled “A bill declaring an emergency in respect of certain agri-
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mdtn.ml commodities, to promote equality between agricultural cem-
| modfties and other commodities, and for ether purpases.’’
That after general debate, which shall be eonfined to the bill and shall
Jmthue not to exceed 15 hours, and during the general debate the
House shall reeess each day from 6 o'cleck p. m. until 8 o’cleck p. m.,
the time te be equally divided and mntruue(l by these favoring and
| epposing, the bill sball be read for amendmen t under the five-mi
| ¥nle. At the comclusion of the reading of the bill for amendment the
committee shall rise and report the bill to the Honse with such amend-
| ments as may have been adopted, and the previous question shall be
| comsidered as ordered om the bill and the amendments thereto to final
| passage without intervening motion except ome motion to recommit.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, this resolution provides for the
| consideration of H. R. 9033, entitled “A bill declaring an emer-
| gency in respect of certain agricuttuml commodities, to promote
| equality between agricultural eommodities and other commedi-
| ties, and for other purposes,” or what is generally known as
|the MeNary-Haugen bill, The rule also provides for 15 hours

of general debate, and it provides that the House ghall recess

em:h night during the general debate from 6 o'clock to 8 o'clock.

It is expected to run to-night until ¥1 o’clock and run again on
| Thursday night until the final conclusion of general debate, in
l'order that we may take up the bill for amendment under the
| five-minute rule on Friday morning:

Mr. ASWELL., Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. SNELL., Yes.

Mr. ASWELL. It is now 3 o'clock. If the rule were passed
and we were required to meet Thursday at 8 o’clock p. m. and
complete the debate we would have'te run until about 1 or 2
o'elock Friday morning.

Mr. SNELL. The final completion of general debate is not
absolutely provided for. We expected to get in to-day a little
after 12 o'clock, and if we had dene so, general debate eould
easily have been completed Thursday night, but it may be that
we shall not quite finish general debate Thursday night. We
tried to get unanimows censent to begin at 11 o'cloek Thursday
morning in order to permit the passage of the bill, and perhaps
we may be able to accomplish that yet.

I will say for the benefit of the House that this rule comes
without any objection from the members of the Rules Commit-
tee, although it may neot necessarily meet the individual views
of all the members of that committee. However, we fully ap-
preciate the fact that this i important legislation and that it
affects a large part of the citizenship of this eowntry. Anything
that is' for the benefit of the farming communities we feel should
have eareful and considerate attention by the Members of this
House. ' We knew that the prosperity of the whole eountry de-
pends very largely on the prosperity of our peeople, and a propo-
gition in which nearly 30 per cent of the people are engaged
is very impertant to the people of the country, and for that
reason we feel this bil} should be considered at this time and
that the House should have ample and full time to take it op,
diseuss it, and bring all of its provisions before the Hou.se and
befora the people of the whole country. :

Mr. Speaker, ¥ reserve the balanee of my time, mﬂ I yleld
25 minutes o the genfleman from North Carelina [Mr. Poul.
My, NEWTON of Minnesgota, ' Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SNELL. T yield for a question. ‘

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Some two or three days agoe, in
answer to an Inquiry, the géntleman from New York sald that
the disabled service men's hospitalization bill, authorizing addi-
| ttonal appropriations of $6,500,000, would be brought up under
. a special rule within a day or two. Those days have passed,
and in the meantime the committee comes in with this rule,
which will bring up for consideration a bill that will take about
one week’'s time. I would like to ask the gentleman from New
York when the House may expeet the bringing in of a rule
which will make that important hospitalization bill im erdes?
We have in Minneseta whelly inadeguate faeilities for both
neuropsyehiatric eases and tubercular eases, and we are anxious
to get to work upon that program, '

Mr. SNELL. Iwﬂlsaymnnsmtothogenﬂemnm
Minnesota that unfortunately the ‘“gemtlemam from New
York " can not always conirol the actiona of the House.. As
far as the “ gentleman from New Yoxk" is concerned, he in-
tended to bring up that bill last Friday or Saturday, but
other business intervened se that it was impossible ta do so
This was. fixed by agreement as the order of: hui.nm to-dty
and I think we should follow that agreement. . '

Mr., NEWTON of  Minnesots. Theﬂtununnhﬂﬂs ‘I‘int
bill is on the Consent Calendar and we can Dot eonsider' cens
sent. business beeause of the Barkley-Howell hill, snd. now
it seems to be tied up by puttlngahmdotltnlumﬁmg
other legislation in arder.

Mr. SNELL. It was not inteaded #o have this rule econ-
sidered ahead of the other ome, but we got infto a situation
we could not control,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. May I ask the gentleman this
question? Can we expeefl reasonably te follow the eonsidera-
tion of this bill with a rule for the hospitalizatien bill?

Mr. SNELL. I think that probably will be the mexi rule
eonsidered. I am not absolutely certain of it, but I ean assure
the gentleman it will be brought up in the very near future,
but I ean not tell definitely when we can do it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA; There is & rule for that bill now.

Mr. SNELL. Yes; there is a rule for it.

HQUR OF MEETING ON THURSDAY

Mr, LONGWORTH. Will the gemtlemsan from North Caro-
lina pardon me, and will the gentleman yield just a moment?

Mr, SNELL. I yield & momenf. - .

Mr. LONGWORTH. By inadvertence; Mr. Speaker, when 1
preferred my request for unanimous comsent, I sald to-morrow
when I meant Thursday. I ask unanimous eonsent that whea
the House adjourns to-morrow it.atjon.mte meet Thursday
at 11 o'clock.

The SPEAKER.  The gentl&n fmn! ‘Ohio asks unanimous
eonsent that when the House adjouras te-morrew it adjourm
to meet at 11 e'clock on Thursday. Is tham- objeetion? . [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

HAUGEN-M'NARY ' BILL

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speake_r ‘may T say just this word
in addition, with the consent of the gentleman from North
Carolina : This rule provides 15 hours ef general debate. Of
course that argues that if we attempt to elose general debate
in two days it will be necessary for the House te sit pretty
late. I think it is very advisable that we should have Friday
and Saturday for the con ration of the bill itself. I merely
want to express the hope that gentlemen will be willing to re-
main later than usual to-night and Tllursday night in order
to conclude the general debate, .

Mr. ASWELL., Will the gentleman xield‘!

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes.

Mr., ASWELL. . In case of several roll calls, what then?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I swould anticipate there would be no
roll calls on the adoption of the rule.

Mr. ASWELL. 1 mean during the next two days.

Mr. LONGWORTH. 'And ¥ assume no gentleman, under the
circumstanees, would raise the point of no quorum. :

‘Mr. SNELL. It does not seem that that should be neeessary.

Mr. ASWELL: That assumption would not be guaranteed.

o Mr. SNELL. T do not know of anybody who is going to fili-
hlnte.r against the consideration of thia DIill. <
! Mr. LONGWORTH. I merely express the hope that gentle-
men vdllnotrntnathepo{nt otnoquomm ll:ld there wll!bene
roll calls necessary.

Mr. ABRSWELL. 1 did not refer to the genﬂenmn froin Louif-
siana, but it is net unlikely that may happen.' |

Mr. POU. M. Speskerlamgmdtherels&ﬂspwlﬂmh
consider legislation haying for its purpose.the relief of the
agricultural depression in the great Northwest and West. I re-
gret that under the rule only the so-called McNary-Haugen hill
can be consldered. There is at least one other measure which
might well have . consideration at this time. I have talked
with quite a number of gentlemen, and my belief is the minority
is willing to stay here until October, if necessary, in order to
give farm-relief legislation a fair chance to be enacted into
law. For one I do not think Congress ought to adjourn with-
out making an bonest effort fo solve this problem. ¥You ean
not read a paper without seeing accounts of bank failures
caused by the disaster to agriculture, yef the talk is we must
adjourn by the Tth of June. Of course, it is perfectly futile
to talk about dealing with any great subject within that length
of time. And I gay this has no moral right te ad-
Journ unmtil a sincere, honest effort has been put forth to give
some measure of relief o agricultural producers who are forced
fo accept a markef price admittedly less than the cost of
production.

The Democratie mineority is willing to stay in session until
some sane and adeqnate messure becomes a law. Without any
effort to play politics, without any effort to gain any advantage,
we are willing to stay here as long as it is pecessary in order
to deal with this nation-wide subjed.

Mr. WOODRUM. ' 'Mr. Speaker, I want to say that a large
part of my distriet im Virginia is agricoftural. My farmers,
like your farmers, need help, and I would welcome an oppor-
tunity—in fact, ¥ would embrace am opportunity—to really
vote for some sensible, economically sound legislation that
might help the farmers, But I have read this bill, Mr
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Speaker, and I have tried to study the report of the major-
ity of the committee, and I have read the minority report,
and I do say, frankly and candidly, that I would not vote
for this bill if it was a question of retaining my seat in Con-
gress, and I should like to retain it for a while longer.

I regard it as the most revolutionizing piece of legislation
I have ever undertaken to read and tried to comprehend.
[Applause.] I believe it would be a national calamity if by
any possible chance it could ever become a law., I am confi-
dent there is not a farmer in my district or in my State who
would favor the enactment of this bill if he understood it.

NEED FOR FARM RELIER

That there is urgent need for farm-relief legislation none
will deny. One has but to go out among the farms and their
owners and to survey the conditions as he finds them to real-
ize the acute distress existing in certain lines of agriculture.
This condition is brought about from a number of concurring
causes—inequalities in prices between agricultural products
and other commodities, overproduction in ¢ertain lines of
agriculture, labor conditions, lack of uniform and cooperative
systems of marketing, and so forth.

Many and varied proposals have been made in the form of
bills introduced which seek to bring relief to the farmer. A
score or more of such bills have heen considered by the Com-
mittee on Agriculture, many of them proposals of real merit.
However, by a divided committee, we are called upon to pass upon
this bill and given to understand that it is to take this or noth-
ing. Personally I should heartily welcome an opportunity to
vote for some sensible and economically sound bill that would
help the farmer, but I can not swallow this one.

The Republican Party in its platform in 1920 declared for
farm relief, Some of its eloguent utterances are interesting
when congidered in the light of the present legislation they
have brought here for our consideration. In Bombastic tones
they called for—

an end of unnecessary price fixing and ill-considered efforts.

The President in his recent message to the present Con-
gress had something to say upon the subject:

No complicated scheme of relief, no plan for Government fixing of
prices, no resort to the Public Treasury will be of any permanent
value in establishing agriculture.

A statesmanlike utterance which was generously applauded
by both sides of the Chamber. But, lo, things have changed!
The Republican Party is smarting under the blows delivered
one after another by the insurgent group from the West; elec-
tion time Is nearing; third-party talk is disturbing: ominous
sounds are drifting in from the great West; Minnesota, North
Dakota, and Wisconsin must be pacified and pleased, so what
iz a few platform pledges and presidential utterances in such
serious circumstances? Or do they plan to play the game both
ways by having Congress pass this monstrosity and thus please
the farmer, and then have the President veto it and thus please
the opponents? And all the while the farmer is the goat.

~ OBJECTIONS TO THBE BILL

I am firmly convinced that it would be little short of a great
national calamity if this measure should become a law.

It is the most gigantic, the most stupendous, and far-reach-
ing legislation offered to Congress in a decade. Its revolution-
izing influences upon agriculture, as well as industry, are
almost beyond conception.

The bill proposes a great governmental agency in the form
of a corporation financed by the Government to the extent of
$200,000,000, and power to borrow more, which shall undertake
to establish and maintain the prices of certain products, namely,
wheat, flour, rice, corn, wool, cattle, sheep, swine, or any food
product of cattle, sheep, or swine, and so forth.

It is a price-fixing measure pure and simple.

While the purpose of the bill is to bring relief to the farmer,
yet let us look at others it would benefit, and see If therein
does not lie the secret of its presentation. I quote from the
report of the minority of the Committee on Agriculture (p. 4) :

A COLOSSAL GIFT TO NONPRODUCERS

When this bill takes effect, as to wheat, the price of dollar wheat
will instantly rise to over $1.50. The elevator man, merchants,
millers, and speculators who have wheat on hand will suddenly be
made richer by operation of law. If the emergency is declared, as it
proBably will be, before the wheat season, nearly all the wheat avail-
able for market will be in the hands of these men, and not in the
hands of the farmers. The same applies to rice and corn, the profit,
of course, being suraller. It may be that on some of this an egqoali-”
gation fee can be collected, but if sold for feed or seed there is no fee.
If the fee on $1.50 wheat is 20 cents per bushel, the law has increased

the value to the holders 80 cents per bushel, which must be paig for
by the farmers and consumers. Every merchant or wholesaler who
has flour on hand will find himself enriched overnight, and under
the terms of the bill no equalization fee can be collected. If an
emergency is declared on cattle, hogs, and sheep, every head will
instantly rise in wvalue, whether in the hands of farmers or others.
The hundreds of millions of dollars’ worth of pork, beef, and mutton
in the hands of the Big Five and about 200 somaller packers would
instantly rise in value. On this item alone there wounld be a sheer
gift to the meat packers of this country of from $150,000,000 to
$200,000,000 to be paid for by the consumers of the country., The
packers would have to pay an equalization fee providing an emergency
were declared on their products, but that would only be a fraction
of their gain,

All meat stocks in the hands of meat dealers who bad bought them
from packers would likewise rise, and from themr no equalization fee
could be collected, The millers of the country holding wheat or flour
would make millions overnight, to be paid for by the consumers, If
an emergency should ever be declared on wool, every clothing manu-
facturer, clothing dealer, ete., would be enriched, and no fee could
be collected from them. When the packer legislation and grain futures
act were before the conrmittee there were swarms of packers and mill-
ers and high-priced attorneys making all manner of objections. These
gentlemen did mot put in an appearance when this bill was being con-
sldered and no doubt they are praying for its passage. The total gift
to nonproducers would easily amount to $500,000,000. There has been
no such gift * since salvation was made free to the human race."”

WAYSIDE MARKETING OR TRUCKING DESTROYED

Fancy, for instance, a farmer in my district favoring such
a proposition as the following minority report of committee
(p: 11) = :

A  system of wayside marketing is developing in the couniry
wherever good roads are being built. It is often pointed out as a
partial solution of the farmer's difficulties. Let us assume it is the
roasting-ear season, and the farmer starts out on his * wayside mar-
keting " expedition with a supply of this commodity to be sold to his
customers, An emergency has been declared in corn. It will be
necesgary for him to make a report of every sale he makes, and in all
probability a separate report, mo matter whether he sells a half
dozen ears at a time or more or less than that. In order that there
may be a proper system of checks and balances, the purchaser in all
probability will also be reguired to make a report. Both reports,
of course, ought to be verified by oath, in order to safeguard the
Government. Before the farmer makes a sale, he will be compelled to
ascertain what the equalization fee is for that month, and by some
sort of rules the corporation will regulate each of these sales of corn
by prescribing some method of weight or measurement which will
fit in with the plan of this bill. When the farmer has ascertained
the equalization fee, he is in a position to dellver., After his cus-
tomer has pald for the corn he will have something to do himself,

"He must at his perll ascertain what the equalization fee {8 and he

will have to procure a reeeipt from: the corporation for the fee and
turn the receipt over to the farmer. The purchaser might also be
compelled to make a *“ return,” and this return must in all prob-
ability be wveritied by oath. This will, of course, mecessitate fees for
officers who administer oaths. In certain cases it may be necessary
for the buyer and seller to keep books for imspection by Government
inspectors. Buyer and seller must conduct their transactions correctly.
If the purchaser fails to furnish the receipt, or {fails to pay, or
attempts to evade the collection of the fee, he is liable to be fined
in the Federal court not more than $5,000, or imprisonment not
more than a year, or both, and, of course, if the producer is a party
to any failure of this character, he is liable to the same penalties,
There are other penalties in the bill

What about the expense of operating this great corporation?
It has been estimated that it will require an army of 50,000
employees added to the already overburdened pay rolls of the
Government.

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I oppose the bill. It is a subsidy
for the wheat growers of the West. It is not claimed that it
would be of the slightest benefit to the farmers of the South.
It is class legislation of the rankest sort. It is a colossal raid
upon the Treasury of the Government for a favored few. It,
however, is in keeping with other measures jammed through
this Congress. I recall a few of them: Ten million dollars for
Germany ; rebate of six million to China; a million dollars for
the farmers of New Mexico; eleven and a half million for the
Cape Cod Canal to reimburse the stockholders of a defunct
private enterprise. And on and on, always raiding the Treas-
ury for some chosen few. I have consistently opposed all such
legislation and shall vote against the pending bill

The SPEAKHER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent to revise and extend his remarks. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. g
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Mr, POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. SHERWOooD] [Applause.]

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, President Coolidge in his
veto message of the soldiers’ bonus bill states that this hu-
mane measure is class legislation, The old soldier pension
bill is of the same class. This is the first time since George
Washington was President of the United States that any
President has classed pension legislation for the benefit of
soldiers of the Republic as * class legislation.”

When George Washington was awarded 15,000 acres of
land by Virginia in the Kenahwah Valley on account of his
services during the Revolutionary War, it was not regarded
as class legislation, Why, because General Washington’s serv-
ices in the seven years’ war was not for a class or a clan, but
for all the people of the 13 colonies.. When North Carolina
gave to each brigadier general of the Revolutionary War
12,000 acres of land; 7,200 acres to every colonel, and 8,200
acres to every captaln. it was not regarded as * class legisla-
tion."

Why, because the patriots of North Carolina held that the
soldiers of North Carolina did not suffer the perils and hard-
ships and tragedies of the seven years’ war for North Carolina
alone, but for all the immortal prineiples in the Declaration
of Independence. Hence this generous donation of land was
not “class legislation.”

When North Carolina gave to General Greene 25,000 acres
of land, worth at the time $500,000, it was not regarded as
“class legislation.” When Georgia, 'after the war gave Gen-
eral Greene $22,500 in money it was regarded as real patriotism,
and when South Carolina gave General Greene $45,000 for
his services it was regarded as a patriotic gift and there is
no record that even a Tory claimed that this money gift
was * class legislation”; or that the grateful officials of South
Carolina had commereialized patriotism.

According to the veto message of President Coolidge, patriot-
ism has no commendable attributes but lip service. The
Congress of the United States has always, up to recent date,
thought differently. And every President from George Wash-
ington down to Calvin Coolidge—a good ways down—have
never proclaimed such atrocious sentiments.

When General LaFayette returned from France, after the
war, Congress voted him over $100,000 in money and a whole
township of land in Louisiana, This gift was never men-
tioned as * class legislation.”

Let me remind President Coolidge that patriotism or love
of country may have a practical element of value, even in
this utilitarian age. On the 4th of March, 1865, 1 stood
within 10 feet of Abraham Lincoln and heard him deliver
his last inaugural address—his last official message to the
American people. I believe I am the only person in official
life to-day who heard that address. I heard him say:

With malice towards none and with charity for all, let us etrive
to finish the work we are in, to bind up the Nation’s wounds, to
care for him who shall have borne the battle and for his widow
and his orphans.

[Applause.]

Not a man or woman in the Republic at that time ever
thought for one moment that Lincoln only meant * lip service”
for the soldiers or for the soldiers’ widows or his orphans.
Neither did the party of Abraham Lincoln so regard it. The
Republican Nationdl convention of 1868 (the first after the
war), which met in Chicago May 20, passed a resolution unani-
mously that “ to the brave soldiers who imperiled their lives in
the service of their country the bounties and pensions pro-
vided for these brave defenders are obligations never to
be forgotten.” The Republican National convention of 1872,
whieh met in Phlladelphla June 5, unanimously adopted a
resolution that—

No act of ours shall ever detract from their justly earned fame
or thelr reward.

All down the years since the war the party of Lincoln has
never until President Coolidge ever claimed that patriotism
congists only of “1lip service” and that humane legislation for
the soldiers of the Republic is class legislation,

Evidently the benign spirit of Lincoln dwells no longer in the
White House.

President Coolidge claims his veto message is based upon
economic consideration. - Let us see: ;

Let us remind the President that his Secretary of the Navy
and his Secretary of War and all his Cabinet with his approval
have indorsed an Army and Navy appropriation this year
which ecalls for about $285,000,000 more money than the en-
tire appropriations in 1916, when we were geiting ready for
the World War.

Lest we forget, I will give the figures:

In 1916 we appropriated for the Army $119,530,820; we
appropriated for the Navy $150,526,684; a total of $270, 057 464.
This year Congress has appropriated for the Army 5300,000.000
ggg Oggr the Navy almost $255,000,000, approximating $555,-

Let us remind the President that his Secretary of the Navy
and his Secretary of War and all his Cabinet, with his approval,
have indorsed an Army and Navy appropriation of $285,000,000
more money than the entire appropriations in 1916, when we
were getting ready for the World War.

In view of this damning record of extravagance and waste
in the Army and Navy ap roprla.tlnns. the President’s claim
that he vetoed the old sol ers’ pension bill on the ground of
economy is a false pretense and a cruel deceit,

Only a few days ago we had a petty illustration of class
legislation and the kind of economy we are now realizing. The
Cape Cod Canal, of Buzzards Bay, Mass,, a project that has
been in debate in Congress for lo, these many years, was put
through the House of Representatives on a record vote of
yeas 149 and nays 131, not voting 146. This project, as esti-
mated, will eventually cogt the taxpayers of the United States
over $20,000,000.

The project was an administration scheme, recommended by
a Massachusetts Secretary of War, approved, apparently, by
a Massachusetts President, put through:the House of Repre-
sentatives by a Massachusetts committee chairman, and pre-
sided over with great dignity and ability by a Massachusetts
Speaker of the House, and for the benefit of an originally or-
ganized Massachusetts corporation. [Laughter and applause.]
This looks more like class legislation than the old goldiers’
pension bill.

The President vetoed the old soldiers’ pension bill on the
grounds of economy. In the meantime he evidently indorses
the Cape Cod Canal project, to cost some $20,000,000. He rec-
ommends the construction of a memorial bridge across the
Potomac River, and is carrylng forward a project that will
cost the taxpayers of the United States over $20,000,000 building
a fleet of war vessels to chase the rancorous rum runners on
the Atlantic Ocean. These three projects, all either ornamental
or useless, will cost the taxpayers a million dollars more than
the old soldiers’ pension bill which the President vetoed.

A number of friends I know back home are anxious to know
how President Coolidge ean claim to be an economist when
he is making so large a drain on the Federal Treasury for his
own pleasure and delectation. I am reminded of the fact that
in 1873, when General Grant was President, the total appro-
priation for the President, including his salary and the upkeep
of the White House, was $43,000. This year the President and
his executive clerks and the upkeep of the White House and
his recreation factors are costing the taxpayers over $500,000,
Let me mention some of the items: President’s salary, $75000
traveling expenses, $25,000; President's secretary, $7,500; per-
sonal services, clerks, and so forth, $80,520; contingent ex-
penses—who knows what that is—$37,000; prlntlng and bind-
ing, $2,900; ordinary care and repair of White House, $48,240;
for hmtlng the greenhouses, $11,000; for care of greenhouses,
$9,000; for repair of President's greenhouses, $0,830; for im-
provement of White House grounds, $10,000; for lighting
grounds and back yard, $8,600; White House police, including
30 privates and several sergeants, $55,5640; for uniforms for
White House police, $3,350; total, $375,630; the May/flower, fun
boat, exclusively for the President’s pleasure, $125,000; grand
total, $500,630. Sad to tell, the President takes his cruel pen
in hand and vetoes a pension for the old soldiers of the Repub—
lic now tottering to near-by graves.

By this act the last survivors of the war for the Union, now
over 81 years old, are denied the solace of a Nation’s gratitude
and compelled to spend the last days of their weary, worn-out
lives in biting want and cold neglect.

Gettysburg, Vicksburg, Atlanta, Franklin, and Nashville can
speak to us no more with tongues of larid flame. They are
gilent for all the coming ages; but their silence is more elo-
quent of national destiny than all the hoggish oracles of
monopoly and greed between the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans.

We should keep the air of the National Capitol wholesome
and pure and seek to aid by our official conduct that all-
absorbing patriotism that characterized the great masters of
national destiny who set this Republic on its career.

We can not recall the valiant dead who sleep in 70 national
cemeteries and in Flanders fields, but we can make a heroic
effort to revive the patriotic spirit and show by official aets
of generosity and gratitude that this Nation has not forgotten
her vows. [Applause,]

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I yleld four minutes to the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr, Rusey].
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; Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, I
| want first to Indorse the opening remarks of! the chairman of
| the Rules Committee; who' called your attentlon to the fact
| that we have before us' to-day a bill that affécts the agricul-
| tural interests throughout the length and breadth of the coun-

try. The importance of this legislation is apparent to ' every-
| body within' the sound of my voice. T am not going at this
| time to take up the discussion' of the bill. T want to say to
| you, however, that I have in my hand a document of 750 pages
| that represents the hedrings held on' thig bill. ' 'We began its
consideration about the middle' of Jamuary. We' have' kept it

' up daily until two weeks ago; when the bill was reported. Men
| eame before that committee from every part of this country—

| North, South, East, and West. This bill which we present to

you to-day has been given' the most careful and painstaking
| consideration of any measure that has to my knowledge ‘ever

| come before our Agricultural Committee. 'We have done ‘some- |

thing with' this bill that T do not think has ever been done be-

| fore. - We went over it agdin and again, and four confidential |

prints of the bill were made before it' was finally reported: The
. gentleman from Virglnia—and T am not going' to' tallk about
what he says excvept to say that his characterization of' the
-measure—but I will not even discuss that at this time:
' It seems' to me, however, that it' would have been well if the
gentlemati from Virginia had withheld his remarks and his
- opinion on the bill until he had had' opportunity to hear the
15 hours of discussion'’that he might' Have been informed of
 some things’ in the blll, and some provisions which are not In
the bill, and which he probably thinks are provided for in
the measure, , : j
I have read editorials in the great daily press; I have read

pamphlets sent out by the boards of trade; I have read argu-
ments made by Members of this House, sent out fo their
distriets, that contaln statements and arguments that are not
warranted by anything that is in the measure, I am for this
bill. I want tbe membership of this House to Iisten to this
debate, and  give to it very careful consideration and then
make up their minds. If it is their opinion that it is a. bad
bill, then of course. they will vote against it. ,But if they
think. it is a good bill; that it will help ,the American farmer
and put him. on his feet, again, we want you to. help us put
it into, law. I am for it; I believe it is the most important
measure that has, come before. Congress; during this present
session. . We want your helps .

. To-day as I stand here probably somewhere in this great
Nation & bank is closing, its. doors on, account of agricultural
conditions. = Within  the last six months,K more; banks have
failed in agricultural districts than ever before in @ like period
in, this eountry; , [Applause.] ) :

The SPEAKER., , The time of the gentleman from Missouri
' has: expired. ; U |« EMTLAT 7. 35

Mr, POU. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr: EINCHELOE]. | | ety ] g

. Mr. RINCHHELOH. . Mr. Speaker and,gentlemen of the House,

' I am- satisfied that every  true and censcientious friend ef the
Ameriean farmer wants to do something in. the way of legisla-
tien that will help himi most, -I kpow that there ig no Member

| of this House who is more sincere in, wanting to vote for legis-
lation that will really: be fors the benefit, of the American far-

. mer than L am. I am not going te discuss the merits of the bill

| mow, because I hope to later, but after three months' hearings.on
this bill I am thoraoughly convinced that it is going to hurt the

| farmer more than it will help him, and I want to.do some-

thing: for the American farmer and not something to th

American farmer. | . i

I believe you will agree: with- me when you shall have: heard
all the arguments in the case that this bill is fraught with more
possible compilexities, both national and international, for the
safety, welfare, and happiness and prosperity of our country
than any bill that has been before the House for a century.
Enowing the importance of it, kmowing the: honest disagree-
ment of members of the agricultural committee, regardless of
polities;. it seems to me that we are making a great mistake,
and that the Rules Committee has made a great mistake, in
| only allowing 15 hours' general debate on the bill.'  If we had
tlie 15 hours” general debate on the bill with nights exeluded,
then if necessary we could at least have: the nights in addition,
it would be all right, but you and I know what effect debate
on a bill has at night with a'smail attendance here; and: I hope
that the chairman of the Rules Committes can yet see his way
clear to strike out the might provision. !

There' are’ other fmportant bills intended to assist agricul-
ture pending before the great Agricultural Committee, The
gentleman fromy Loulsiana [Mr. Aswernn] has a bill known: as
the Curtis-Aswell bill. He went before the 'Rules Committee

and made an earnest appeal to make that bill In order for con-
sideration at the samettime this-bill is.

That is'a great' cooperative marketing bill the principles of
| which in my judgment will' do something permanently for the
farmer. Why' should net this House have an opportunity to
consider' that bill along with this: bill? Why should we be in
the attitude of saying that this is the only panacea for the
American farmer, and why should we say to this House that

it has to take this Bill or nothing? Yet the Rules Committee
| comes here and' says that we have either to take this bill or
none, when we could have had the consideration of the Curtis-
=As§ral];sbm' betorgh the Flouse. ' I 7
. SNELL. . Speaker;, will the 'gentleman da?

Mr, KINCHEEOR, ' Yes. ' % ; e

Mr. SNELL. Does the gentleman think that is quite a fair
| statement 7

Mp. KINOHELOHR. ¥ am talking about the action, and I
do not'know anything about the ntention.

Mr, SNELL. The Rules Committee, so far as I have known,
and during the time-that ¥ have been a member of if, has never
| reported a measure to this floor that did not have the backing
of a eommittee which had had consideration of the legislation.
This request for the consideration of the Aswell bill did not
come as a request from the committee, but it came as a request
from an individual, and the Rules Committee has never violated
that, rule gince I have heen a member of the Rules Committee.

Mr. KINCHELOE. I say that this McNary-Haugen bill is
not; the, sense of the entire Committee on Agriculture.

Mr. SNELL.  As far as I know, it came from that committee.

. Mr, KINCHELOR. There are other members of the Com-
mittee on; Agriculture who are just as anxious to do something
for the American farmer as those who, signed the majority re-
port, I.am not talking about the intention, but I am talking
about the effect of the action .of the gentleman's committee,
that this House is barred from the consideration of that bill,
and the only alternative that we have is to swallow this bill
op take nothing. That is the point I make, and it is not fair
to the membership of this House. I hope that we will be able
to vote down the previous question in order that we may
amend this rule so.that we may have 15 hours of debate and
have the night sessions included. . ol
' The SPEAKER,,  The time of the gentleman from EKentucky

hag, expired. - | .
Mr. Speaker, I yield the, remainder of my time

Mr. POU.
to the gentleman, from Louisiana [Mr. Aswerrn],

|The, SPREAKITR. The gentleman from Louisiana is recog-
nized for five: minutes; 4 ¢ 1

Mr, ASWELL. Mr Speaker, the chairman of the Cemmittee
on: Rules, the gentleman from. New York [Mr. Sysntl, stated
-that this legislation: eoncerned a large pereentage of the popu-
lation of, the, United, States. . That, is, trne and much more.
This legislation concerns every individual in the United States.
It ¢oncerns the people in' the cities as much as those in the
country. " Every meémber of the Committee on Agriculture is
vitally eonéerned, eagerly eoncerned, to bring legisiation to the
House that will be effectively helpful to the American farmer,
I went before the Committee on Rules and urged that four
other bills 'ini'addition to. the McNary-Haugen bill might be
considered’ by 'this: House. The McNary-Haugen bill I shall
diseuss later in the day. It has the name of our distinguished
chairman attached to it It was not proper for other gentlemen
on that committee to- force action upon their individual bills
by the committee until the Haugen bill was out of the way.

That {8 the truth of the situation, and for four months all of
us' who had bills pending in that committee have stood back
ofit ‘off the chairman's way. I am not criticizing, but that is
the fact of the case. 'S0 now the plan is to bring to this House
the McNary-Haugen bill only in an effort to make gentlemen
fear that if they do not vote for this bill they will liave no
other, chance to vote for any agricultpral bill. That is the
policy, that is the strategy, that is the scheme. This proposal
to have part of this debate through the nighttime is absurd,
as the gentleman from New York, the chanirman of the Com-
mittee on Rules, knows. If he and the other gentlemen on
the Committee on Rules will agree to give 15 hours of general
debate and say nothing with reference to night sessions, then
we will give justice’ to this body of men. TUnder the agree-
ment I am to control one-fourth of the time, and I have had
over 30 requests for time. 1 have had requests in opposition
to this bill that would cover the whole 16 hours; if I had them
at my eontrol. There are 21 members of the committee, and
20 of 'them' will likely speak on the bill. It ls a bill of such
vast intricacy, it is' a bill of such wild-eyed theories; of such
intriente and interminable phraseology, with such statistical

contradictions as will confound' and cenfuse and lead men who
try to explain it into a maze of mystery and despalr, that it



1924

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

9019

is impossible to discuss the bill in a short time. You can not
discnss this bill properly without having one hour in which
to make a statement and another hour in which to answer
questions. It is ufterly impossible if you want to study the
bill with effect and intelligence, and so, Mr. Speaker, I pause
here to ask the chairman of the Committee on Rules this
simple question: Will he agree that I may have unanimous
consent rather than to fight the rule in an effort to vote down
the previous question, and strike out any reference to night
sessions?

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, F will say In answer to the
gentleman that I have had more fault found with me on
account of giving so much time to the consideration of this
bill than on any other rule that we have ever brought in this
session,

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana
has expired.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, may I ask unanimous econ-
sent that it be so amended?

Mr, SNELL. I do not yield for that purpose.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. ASWELL. If we vote downsthe motion for the previ-
ous question, can we not amend the rule, change it?

The SPEAKER. Certainly.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minufes to the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER].

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, this bill that the Rules Com-
mittee provides for the consideration of is an emergency
measure. It is introduced at any rate and reported by the
committee as an emergency measure. I agree with the gentle-
man from Missouri [Mr. RuBey] that the Committee on Agri-
culture has never been known to give more serious consideration
to any measure before it than it has to this measure. It is
not fair to criticize the Committee on Rules for not bringing
in a rule making the bill of the gentleman from Louisiana
germane to this bill, because the gentleman from Louisiana
himself has stated in my presence and in the presence of the
committee that his bill is not an emergency measure, and
while it is calculated to help agriculture in the future it
bears no relation whatever to this measure. Besides, the
Committee on Agriculture decided during our hearings that
we would not be bound by any rule, and that the public might
have the benefit of everything that happened in that com-
mittee room. The gentleman’s bill was offered as a substitute
in an effort to defeat the McNary-Haugen bill being reported
out, and by an overwhelming majority the Committee on Agri-
culture refused to adopt it as a substitute.

Mr., ASWELL. Is it not a fact that that was at the end
of the session, and without any consideration of the bill, be-
cause it has never been read by the committee and no atten-
tion has been paid to it?

Mr, TINCHER. Certainly. The gentleman himself stated
it was not an emergency measure, and it was voted down
almost unanimously. The Rules Committee could have done
nothing that would have been more outrageous than to have
brought in a rule making that bill in order at this time. Now
we propose——

Mr. ASWELL. May I ask——

Mr. TINCHHER. The friends of agriculture on that com-
mittee propose that we have 15 hours’ debate and the McNary-
Haugen bill will be debated and amended. If any man has
in mind an emergency proposition better than that, let him
offer it as an amendment, There never was a more systematic
propaganda or a better lobby against a measure than has
been in Washington this winter against this farm legislation,
and sometimes when men announce their opposition to this
measure now we recognize the language. How can a Mem-
ber of Congress who says he is a friend to the farmer when he
knows he is going to have a chance to offer an amendment
that will make good if it is not, how can he announce that he
is going to vote agninst the measure? We are not thin-
skinned about this measure. A good many members of the
committee realize it is a hard proposition to work out anything
that is economically sound and will accomplish the result, but
it is a subject that ought to be debated and the—

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. TINCHER, Two more minutes.

Mr. SNELL. I yield the gentleman two additional minutes.

Mr. TINCHER. Another proposition I want to mention is
that it was heralded through the press of this country and a
member of the Agricultural Committee was guoted as having
gaid to the Rules Committee that this bill was bolshevik,
goclalistie, and soviet. Now, that is a question of fact as to
whether it i8 true or not. It is not true. There is not any-

thing socialistic or bolshevik about it. There is only one answer
to that argument against the bill, and that is that the argument
is false. As to the man who differs with me on this bill as to
its being economically sound and economically a governmental
proposition I have regard. That is a matter of opinion con-
cerning which we may differ and debate, but the other state-
ment is propaganda furnished by the pecple who want to keep
the farmers of America with their noses to the grindstone, and
is false. [Applause.] There is no room for argument about it
I yleld back what time may remain. [Applause.]

Mr. SNELL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. ScHALL].

FARM RELIEF

Mr. SCHALL. Mr, Speaker, there has been a systematlc
effort on the part of a certain class in this country, exemplified
by the Wall Street Journal, to build up and foster the impres-
gion that the farmer is a faultfinder who exaggerates his
troubles, “a malcontent who loafed into bankruptcy with one-
crop farming.” This is a heartless, willful misjudgment of the
class who work hardest with most hours of labor and least
return. Wall Street should not begrudge the farmer a chance
to pay his debts. It is enough to make him *“see red.” All
over the country receipts from the farms have not been enough
to pay the taxes. The farmer's confidence has been destroyed
with false gestures of help. His suspicions have been aroused.
He has been so numbed by a series of knockout blows that he
has almost ceased to hope. He asks for a chance to break
even, and we give him more credit. Hxtension of credit is no
help. He has too many mortgages now. The farmer can
hardly trust anything that comes to him in the guise of relief,
he has been gold-bricked so many times. Judging by its
enemies and their howl this ought to be a good measure. It is
of vital concern to the farmer of the Northwest.

‘In August, 1928, a bushel of wheat brought 84 cents. Let
us compare the prices of 10 years ago. In 1913 a suit of
clothes cost 21 bushels of wheat; in 1023, 81 bushels of wheat
bought a suit of clothes. In 1913 a wagon cost 103 bushels of
wheat; in 1923 it took 166 bushels. In 1923 he sells a hide
for 80 cents and buys back a pair of shoes for $4.50. All
commodities except agricultural have gone up 60 per cent
on an average, while agricultural commodities, left to the
mercy of demoralized, war-ruined world conditions, have gone
up 17 per cent.’ To neglect the farmer any longer, to attack
this bill as vicious and class legislation is clondy thinking and
stupid prejudice. S8ix million farmers make a fair proportion
of our population, almost too many to label legislation in their
behalf as “class.” It is not special privilege. It is justice.
Industry has been given the| highest protection. Transporta-
tion has been given aid and comfort.

The reason for the depression is that the farmer buys in a
highly protected market, rising all the time, and sells in an
open market in competition with lower-paid workers. Take, for
example, the dairy industry in Minnesota. This industry has
sprung up in response to the propaganda for diversified farm-
ing. Our State has by intensive effort brought cooperation to a
higher point of efficiency than anywhere else in the United
States. We make the finest quality of butter, command the
highest prices, and haul down the highest awards and medals,
But Minnesota has to compete with the labor of Denmark,
where the dairyman pays his hired man $14 to $16 a month.
in Minnesota the wage is $50 to $70 a month and board. Our
men are in competition with 23 foreign nations to-day, in none
of which are the wages and labor conditions on a par with
the United States. The result is that it takes the life right out
of the cooperative idea. When in an effort to control markeis
a surplus is shifted away from an overglutted market like
New York and distributed around to less oversupplied markets
in order to avoid a disastrous drop in price, what does New
York do? It buys a shipload or two of Danish butter where,
in addition to their advantage over our farmer om the labor
end of it, they can make 40 cents on each dollar of American
money, due to the difference in exchange, and butter drops 20
cents in price and threatens to go still lower. In January the
farmer got a creamery check for $120. In April $100, and in
May it will be $80. The matter of the drop in creamery checks
is of vital moment to every farmer in the State. They all get
their creamery check, and they.all feel the pinch. It is the
last line of defense for the farmer. If his dairying enterprise
fails, he is ruined.

The farmer does not expect protection from internal compe-
tition. He is willing to breast the struggle for existence and
let the fittest survive. What he can not "understand is why
foreign industries should fatten at his expense, why he should
suffer the competition of foreign markets. It will ruin the
Nation. Already if you look over the keyboards at the leading

[
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| hotels you will note that travel ig way below normal. Travel-

| ing men are not being sent out threugh the rural districts.
. Little shops are not stocking up. | The farmer has no money to: |
The small bankers are failing. We dre right up to our:

. buy.
necks in panic for the: grim, tragic condition: of the farmer;
the. ravaging effects of his ecomemic distress has a direct beag-

‘ing on all business. Industry must not consider agricultuve:

as its hated rival, nor view with jealous eye measures looking.
to its stabllity, for they are interwowen ; and when the farmer,
through no fault of his own, sees the work of a lifetime swept:
away, no matter how frugal and efficlent he may have been, it

eye. Agriculture is the source of our wealth. This is axio-
matie, . Eastern prosperity ecan not continue without it It is
to. their interest to cooperate and avert & complete panic—to
at least make it possible that the farmer can lift his mortgages,
| pay his bills, and keep up his purchasing powen.

During the war Congress set a price for the farmers’ wheat,
of $2.26, I think it was; then organized a Grain Corporation;
wherein they hought wheat and resold it to foreign markets at
$3 and $4 and 35 a bushel = After all expenses were paid—
and they were enormous, the chairman, Julius Barnes, putting
his brother-in-law and other business asseciates in at a galary
from  $30,000. to-  $50,0006 & year—there was still left over

| $70;000,000. This money eame directly out of the poeckets of
the farmers,

This bill only asks that the Government be sponsor for its
credit withy which to buy grain. This grain when resold will

| take care: of itself and take care of the cost of the propesition
{ While the Government will have to guarantee it, in the end it
| will cost the Government nothing ; and if it did, the $70,000,000
lthe farmers have been: robbed of will more than take care of
any deflciency. It iz our duty:
le say we can not set the price; Trusts and combinations
| of the eountry have, by using the protection of the tariff, been
setting prices right and left. It would be a strange thing if
| farmers can not even get the protection of tariff they are en-
'tm.ed to in eomparison with: other basic industries. ' By taking
up the exportable surplus: the price of grain would range
' accordingly.

The bill would operate like this: The wheat crop is, roughly,
| 800,000,000: bushels, of which our consumption is 600,000,000
The surplus, 200,000,000 bushels, we export. If the farmer i.s
te get $1.50 for hia wheat and the expertable surplus is worth

! about $1, the loss on the exportable 200,600,000 wounld be $100;-
{000,000 the farmers were pald $1.50 for the 600,000,000
bushels consumed at home and this 600,000,000 were: sold to
- consumers here for §1.75, a profit of §150,000,000 would pile up,
‘enough to take care of the $100,080,000 loss on the exportable
|surpius and leave' $50,000,000: for expenses..

This bill gives power to place suclh daty as will prohi.blt the
foreign competition, which will be, in effect, an embargo en
farm products that come in: competition. [Applause.]

. The SPEAKER. The'time of the gentleman from Minnesota
'has expired.

Mr,; SCHALL. Mr. Bpeaka I ask umanimous -comsent to

revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there olbjenﬂon to: the request of t.lze_

gentleman fronr Minnesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speakey, in reply to the criticisms leveled

against the Committes on Rules for nof. gmanung.more time for
-deba.te on: this proposition; I am sure we appreciate that this is
o important measure, and for that reason we have granted 15

hours for debate, which is the longest time granted for genersl
debhate im a special rule; I think, in the last two Congresses.
The reason why we provided for night sessions is that some of
'us are trying to clean up legislation so that this Congress cam
‘adjourn early in: June;, and also give fair and. deeent considera-
tion te the important measures that should be considered by this
' House at this time.

Now, in reply to the other question asked by the gentleman
| from Eouisiana [Mr. Aswenn], why his measure was not made
'im order, I will say this: Personally I am more in favor of his
| measure tham of the measure before the House; but the Rules’
Committee Is not a legislative committee.  We try as far as
| possible to help, so a8 to make,out a program; and so far as I
| kmow in the histery of the Committee on: Rules never have we
taken up legislation and put it on the program unless it had the
backing of some committiee which had jurisdiction over that

| legislation and asked us to do it. That is the only reason why
'we did not make the bill of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr.
| AswerLL] in order in the consideration of the Haugen-McNary
| bill. That would complicate the matter and cause trouble, and

is not a condition for business to look upon with an indifferent

we-have plenty of troubles at the present time without loeking

for any new ones. ,

Mr. Speaker, I mowe the previous question on the rule, .

The SPEAKER. The gentleman fromy New York moves the
previous question on the rule.

. The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the
ayes appeared to have it.

Mr. ASWELL:. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division.

The SPEAKHR. A division is demanded.

The House divided ; and there were—ayes 114, noes 26.

Mr, LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that there is no guerum present.

The SPEAEKER. The gentleman from Maryland makes the
point of order that there is no guorum present. It is evident
that there is no quorum present. The Doorkeeper will close the
doors, the Sergeant at. Arms will bring in the absentees, and the
Clerk will call the roll. Those in favor of ordering the previous
question will, when their names are called, answer “yea";
those opposed will answer “nay.”

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 271, nays 47T,

answered *“ present” 2, not voting 113, as fol.lows.

YEAS—2T1
Abernethy Fredericks' * McKeown Schall
Ackerman Free i) McLaughtin, Mich, Eehneider
Aldrich French McLaughlin, Nebr. 3
Allen Fulbright MeNul Bears, Tla,
Allgood’ Fuller MeReynolds Sears, Nebe,
Almon Fulmer cHwain . eger
Andrew Funk cSweeney Shallenberger
Arnold Garber Ma r Sherwood
: Gardner, Tnd. MacLaffort: Shreve
Bacharach Gasqne M o, N X, Simmons
Gilbert or, T1L Binclair
Bankhead Glatfelter Major, Mo. Binnott
Barbour Greene; Mass, Manlove
Barkley Greenwood Mansfield ithwick
Beck Hadley Mapes nell
Beers -Hnmmer Mead Egaﬁh
Hardy Merritt 8proul, I
Black, N. X, Harrison Michaelson
Black, Tex Hastings M!chen%;_ 8 Iker
Bloom Hau Miller, Wash, Steagall
Brand, Hsyﬁ Stedman
Brand, Ohio Hemy Minahan Stephe:
Britten AMontague Strong, Kans.
Browne, Wis. Hﬂl %ﬂ Moore, Ga, Summers, W
Brownlng gh, re, Ohio ra, Tex,
urtness Moores, Ind Swank
Burton Holad Morehead Swoope
Butler Howard, Nebr, organ Taber
Canfield Huddleston 1ris Taylor, Colo
Cannon Hudson Morrow Taylor, Tenn.
Carter Huds%et.h he urpbhy aylor, W. Va.
Casey ‘E:.\L& owa Nelson, Me. Thatcher
Chindblom F Nelson, Wis. Thomas, K
Christopherson  James Newton, Minn.  Thomas, Ol
Clague Jeffers Newton, Mo. Thompson
Clarke, N, Y, Johneon, Ky, Nolan Tilman
%loag{o Johnson, & Dak, g;ggﬁmu R I lwow
wa Johnson, Tex,
Cole, Ohio Johnson, Wash. Oldfield Tine
ton 4 Johnson, W, Va, Oliver, Ala, am
CCmnall?, Tex, %t.henm Pajs'a“ e
onne arns Parker
Cook Kelly Darks, Avk, Underhill
Cooper, Ohio Kent ) Und
Cooper, Wis, Kerr Phillips Upshaw
i ) the,
n ra
Crowther Knugtsou Purnell Vinecent, Mich,
Cullen Kop o,
Cummings Kva : ¥inson, Ky.
Dallinger LaG ney Yolgt
Davey Lampert ker Ward, N. Y.
Davis, i, Lankford mseyer Wat
Davis, 1. umm,e:nd Rankin %’%ﬂlﬁdv
Den Leatherw ey
Blicil:}n.eon, i‘[:wa }uvgt %g cl,tlium‘l ene Whimn'
citinson, Mo Lee, Ga.
Dowel Lehlbach Roach ‘Wiiliamy, Mich,
maﬂnn ¥ Robinson, Iows on
Elliott Lineberger Robsion, Ky.  Wllson, Ind
Evans, Towa Logan ogers, Masa. inslow
Falrchild Longworth N. H., Winter
Fairfield Lowrey Romjue | Wood
Faust Lozier onse , " Wright
Favrot Luca: ) Rubey
;e:un: Lyon ..i gwgera, ggdi ¥&teﬂ
oster cClintic anders, oung
Frear McRenzie Sandlin
| KAYS—4T
Aswell Collins Humphreys Sanders, Tex.
Bell Crosser Jost er y
Bland Denll Kh‘lcbeise Wﬂlﬂ
IB-'i]anltiun Douﬁlhton - VEnson
ow n .Anham ague
% Drewrr !E#gj‘ingq
Bgym Gallivan Juhim enver
2 ((;‘al(].sbt% 'ax. MeDuffie g}i.lon, Ea.
ucluumn 30! rough artin som;, Misg.
Bulwinkle Griffin O'Connor, La, Wln%o
Busby' Hin, Ala. Rayburn Woodram
Byrns, Tenmn. Hooker } 4 {
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ANSWERED  PRESENT "—2

Carew O’Connell, N, Y.
NOT VOTING—113

Anderson Bdmonds lex Reid, JIL
Anthony Evans, Mont, Larsom, Minm Rosenbloom
Iteedy Fish Lee, Calif] Babath
B, r Ld ¥ Balmon
Bixler Mtzgerald Liftle Smith
Botes Fleetwood' McFadden Suyder
Boylan Freeman MeLeod! Stengle
Browne, M. J. Frothingham Madden 8trong, Pa;
Brumm Garner, Tex. A Sullivan
Buckl:ky- J Garrett, Tenn. Miller, I1L Bweet
Burdick: 8 I!wuﬁ‘
Byrnes, 8, C. Gibson ney gm
Campell Graham, TIL Moore, V& w"fm-;l;ht'

a reham, oore, Va. a :
Ceﬁ?; Graham, Pa. n Ward, N C.
Clancy: Green, Iowa udd
Clark, Fla. Griest O’Brien . Watrea
Collier Hawes O'Connor, N. ¥. 'Watson
Connolly, Pa. Huawley Oliver, N. Y. Wi
Corning Howard, Okla,. : Park, Ga.. W
Cramton ull, Morton D). Pattersoa White, Me.
Curry Hulll William B. Peavey gtl.l:lms, Tex.
Darrow Hull, Tenn. Perkins olff'
Dempse: Kahn Perlmam Woodruff
Dickstein Keller Porter gﬁmt
Dominick Ken ag:cﬂﬂ lman
Drane Kiess
Driver Kung Reed, N. Y.
Dyer Kurtz Roed W. Va.

So the previous gquestion. was ordered.
The Clerk announced the following pairat
Until further notice:

Mr. Dyer with: Mr. Weller.

Mr, Kahn with Mr. Clark of Florida,

Mr. Wyant with Mr. Howard of Oklahoma.

Mr, Vare with Mr, Dom!u!ck

Mr., Patterson with Mr. D

Mr, White of Maine with Mr l’}."ﬁ 8 of South Carolina,
Mr. Bweet with Mr. Garner of

Mr. Begg with Mir. Park of Geo

Mr, Connolly of Pennsylvania th Mr. Sullivan,
Mr. Fleetwood with. Collier

Mr. Gibson with Mr, Wnrd ot Nort.‘h Caroling,

. Griest with. Mr. Boyl

Mr, Madden with Mr.

. Graham of Pannl:rlvanlu with Mr. Browne of New Jersey.
. Iteld of Iliinols with Mr. Clancy

Mr. Graham of Ilinois with Mr, stens‘le.

. Cable with Mr. Quayle.

. Temple with Myr. Corning.

Mr. Woodruff with Mr. Geran.

. Perkins with Mr. Buckley.

. Btrong of Pennsylvania with Mp. Sabath.

. Watres with Mr. Dickstein,

. Kendall with Mr. Hawes,

. Cramton' with' Mr. Lindsay.

. Bixler with Mr. Celler,

.. Darrow. with Mr,, O‘Brlm.

" Flsl:l with. Mr. D

r_ﬁee of Permuylvanla with Mr. Wm of Texas.
'adden with Mr. Garrett of Ten

with Mr, Kunz.
3 Burd{(‘k with Mr. Hull of Tennessee,
. Tdittle with Mr. Evans of Montana.
Morin with: Mr. Wollf,
. Mudd witly My, Salmon,
. Boles with. Mr. Oliver of New York.
Kurtz with Mr. Lea of Cnlﬂmin.
..mu. with Mr. Moore of Virginia.
.- Brumm, with Mr, O'Connor of New ¥ork,
. Kiess with Mr. Mooney.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The doors were opened.

The SPEAKHR. The queation 18 on agreeing to the resoln.
tion,

The resolution- was agreed to.

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members be allowed to extend their remarks in the Recomp
on this bill for five legislative days.

The SPEAKHER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent that all Members be allowed: to extend their remarks
in the Recorp on this bill for five legislative days. Il there
objection?

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to
object, will that be five legislative days after the passage of the
bill?

Mr. SNELL. Mnr Speaker, reserving the right to object, that
means their own remarks.

Mr. CHINDBLOM.. And after the passage of the bill?

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr: RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to objeet,
the same request was made with reference to the adjusted com-
pensation bill and the objection on this side was systematically
made every time. So it seems to me the gentleman ought to
postpone this request until a little laulr. at least, and give us
time to see what is in this bill.

The SPEAKHR. Does the gmtlemnn ohdaetl

Mr. RANKIN. No.

i Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mzr. Speaker, the modification should be:
| made that Members will be allowed to insert their remarks in

| the Recorp on: this bill for ﬁmlegmaﬂvedaya after final action

|/ o the bi.

The SPEAKHER. Is'there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Iowa? [After a pause.] THe Chair hears none:

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
the time be equally divided between the gentleman from Louisi-
ana [Mr. Aswenn], the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Rusey],
the gentleman from [Mr. Vorar], and myself, three
and three:quarters hours- each.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent thar the time be dlvlded into four parts. Is there
objection
Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, there

‘| was an agreement that the chairman control one-fourth of the time

in favor of the bill on that side of the Chamber, the gentleman
from Wisconsin [Mr. Vorar] one-fourth of the time on that side
against the bill, that I would control one-fourth of the time on
this side against the bill, and that the gentleman from Missouri
[Mr. Rusey] would: control ona-tourm of the time for tle bill en
this side of the: Chamber. |

Mr. HAUGEN. That is embodied in my request.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I understand, then, that if this request is granted, the
time: will be' controlled’ as outlined by the gentleman from
Louisiana [Mr. Aswerr]}? | -

The SPHAKER. Yes. :

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, the Chair inadvertently, per-
haps, stated: that the Members) would have five legislative days
in which to extend their remarks in the Rrcomp on this bill
after the passage of the bill, Bhould: not that be after the
vote on the bill?

The SPEAKHR. That was the final request.

Mr. LINTHIOCUM. I would like to know whether I can
get 10 minutes of any of this time?

Mr. ASWELIL. I will yield the- gmtlhnan some time dur-
ing the course of debate.

The SPEHAKHR. Is: there objection to the reguest of the
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HaveeEN] as to the division of time?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. :

Mr. HAUGHN. Mr. S8peaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9033) declar-
ing an emergency in respect of certain agrieultural commodi-
ties, to promote equality between agricultural coemmodities
and other commodities, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House. resplved itself into Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill H. R. 9033, with Mr. Sumsotlndhnnln
the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill

The Clerk read the title of the bill. =~ o

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr: Ghairman,laskmnlmuusmnaent
that the first reading of.the bill be dispensed with.

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

 Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman; the unanimous consent just
agreed to divides the 15 hours given to general debate on this
bill in four parts, so that I shall have 34 hours at my disposal.
I have had some 20 or 30 requests for time, so the time allotted
to me will not permit me to discuss at this time all the details
of the bill. In order to eover as many points as possible I
asgk that I may be allowed to conclude my statement without
interruption.

I have frequently been asked what the MecNary-Haugen bill
proposes to do and how it will relieve the depressed agricul-
tural situation. Briefly, the biil establishes a eorporation with
a capital stock of $200,000,000 subscribed by the Federal Treas-
ury to purchase certain basic agricultural commodities at a
ratio price in such amounts as to'make the ratio price the pre-
vailing market price: The ratib priee at which the corporation
shall purchase the commodities will be the pre-war price, in-
creased proportionately with the inerease in 404 other com-
modities; in other words, the corporation will buy certain basic
agricultural commodities on the open market at the ratio price
thus bringing the market price mp to the same exchange value
compared witk other commedities that obtained for a normally
representative period prior to the war;, and the farmer’s dollar
will have a buying power equak to that which it had before the
war, The surplusi thus puschased: or poeled by the corporation
will be sold on the world market at the best obtainable price and
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the discount on such exportable surplus and the cost of opera-
tion of the corporation will be collected from the producers of
the total crop of that commodity ; thus the $200,000,000 advanced
by the Government should not be impaired and the producers as
a whole, who are materially benefited by the enhanced price
brought about by the legislation, will stand the cost of
operation. :

Jd am also asked, why this emergency legislation? Why the
continued depression in agriculture? It is not due to crop
failures, nor to lack of industry, or intelligent management on
the part of the farmers, but to various other causes, especially
to the low prices on agricultural products as compared with
the increased prices of other commodities. The prices of the
two are out of line, as indicated in President Coolidge’s speech
of February 13, in which he stated:

But the great food staples do not sell on a parity with the products
of industry. Their average price is little above the pre-war level,
while manufactures are about 50 per cent higher. The farmer is
not receiving his share, |

I believe I am safe in saying that, generally speaking, the
agricultural depression is largely due to this inequality in
prices between agricultural commodities and other commodl-
ties, referred to by the President, which has resulted in an
inadequate return to the farmer for his labor and capital
invested; and due ulgo to the exportable surplus of these agri-
cultural commodities, upon which their price is made de-
pendent and lowered by reason of the unsettled world condi-
tions and lower cost of production in the foreign countries.

It is generally conceded that in the absence of a monopoly,
combination, or organization to pool and boost prices, where
there is a surplus of any product for export, due to intense
competition, the price obtained for the surplus determines the
price of the whole product. :

Organized industry in the United States, under a highly pro-
tective policy, is able to sell its products in the domestic market
at a price equal to the cost of foreign production plus the
tariff, cost of transportation, and other charges incident thereto.
In other words, organized industry sells for domestic consump-
tion on the American price level—cost of foreign production
plus tariff, transportation, and other charges incident thereto—
and sells its surplus on the world price level in competition with
the surplus produects of other countries without affecting the
domestic price. Thus the average price of the whole product is
materially advanced, the average price being the domestic price
less the discount occasioned by the lower price of the surplus.

On the one liand, the gix and a half million farmers are
unable to organize so as to pool their products and restrict
production, and thus control their price, because of their large
number and the fact that they are scattered thiroughout this
vast country. It has been tried out, but without success, ex-
cept when done on a small scale and in a limited area, in which
case it has been fairly successful, as, for instance, the citrus
fruit growers and tobaeco growers have organized with some
success. Hxperience in the past has clearly demonstrated that
organization among farmers can not be accomplished on a large
scale or on a scale that will cover the entire country. As a
result of the farmers’ inability to organize and pool, and thus
determine the price of their products for domestic consumption,
they sell their whole produet at a price dependent upon the
price obtained for their surplus, which is sold in competition
with the surplus products of other countries. The American
farmer sells his eggs and butter in competition with the surplus
products of the world.

The American wheat grower sells his wheat, grown on high-
priced land, yielding on an average of about 14 bushels to the
acre, in competition with the wheat grown on the productive
soil of Canada, selling at $5 to $20 an acre, and ylelding from
40 to 60 bushels an acre. The farmer in the Corn Belt of
Towa, Illinois, Missouri, Nebraska, and Minnesota, tilling $200
an acre land, sells corn and cattle In competition with the
surplus cattle and corn of Argentina, produced by underpaid
labor on its low-priced and riech soil. The farmer buys on the
highest market in the world and sells his products on the low-
est market in the world, which has resulted in the inequality
in prices and depressed conditions in agriculture.

The object sought in the proposed bill, then, is to establish
a fairer relation between the basic agricultural commodities
and other commodities, to equalize prices, to overcome the dis-
parity in prices, to raise the purchasing power of agricultural
commodities to the price level of other commodities, to put the
farmer in the same position as organized industry, to establish
a domestic price for the produet sold for domestie consumption,
to sell the exportable surplus at the world price, and In the

end bring up the average price of the farmers’ whole product,
so that the farmer may do as organized industry is doing—
in other words, to make the purchasing power of basic agri-
cultural commodities equal to the purchasing power of the
products of ovganized industry and labor.

A proposition not to fix prices, but to furnish a ready buyer
to buy at a price commensurate with the price paid for other
commodities, To give the farmer an even break, so that if or-
ganized industry continues to put up and maintain prices, the
price of agricultural commodities may also be raised propor-
tionately, to make the rate of duty applicable to agricultural
commodities in the same manner as it applies to the products
of organized industry. 8o if the protective policy is to be con-
tinued, it shall also apply with equal force to the farmers'
products. Thus it will make it possible for the farmer to do
what organized industry is doing.

All will agree that it is unfair to continue a policy which
protects one and not the other. What is good for the goose is
good for the gander. Such a discriminating policy can not
long continue. If protection is to be denied the one the alterna-
tive is to deny it to the other also.

How is the equalization of prices to be accomplished? First,
it is proposed Lo create a corporation to be directed by a board
consisting of four directors appointed by the President, with
the advice and consent of the Senate, and the Secretary of
Agriculture, who shall be chairman, the salary of the four
directors to be $10,000, and one of the four to be selected as
managing director.

The capital of $200,000,000 is to be subscribed by the Federal
Government. The board is given authority to borrow not to
exceed five times the amount of the authorized capital. The
United States assumes no liability for any obligation of the
corporation, !

Notes and bonds are not exempt from taxation.

The corporation may sue and be sued; may make contracts,
and may acquire, hold, and dispose of property.

It may appoint and fix the compensation of employees.

It may acquire the right of operation of storage warehouses
and facilities for p such commodities,

It may make contracts for processing of basic agricultural
commodities,

It may make advances to any person not to exceed 75 per
cent of the market value.

The corporation shall utilize as far as possible existing facili-
ties and agencies.

It shall cooperate with and encourage formation of associa-
tions of producers.

The corporation shall purchase basic agriculiural commodities
produced in the United States in respect of which a special
emergency has been declared of wheat, flour, rice, corn, wool,
cattle, sheep, swine, or any food product of cattle, sheep, or
swine.

The ratio price of such basic agricultural commodities—com-
puted by the Secretary of Labor and Secretary of Agriculture—
for such period shall bear the same relation to the pre-war
basie-commodity price thereof as the current all-commodities
price in effect for such period bears to the pre-war all-commodi-
ties price.

The corporation shall purchase the basic agricultural com-
modity in any amount necessary to maintain at the level of the
ratio price the domestie price of such commodity or any class
or grade thereof in respect of which a ratio price ig established,
and may from time to time make allowances to cover storage
and other holding costs.

The corporation shall sell in foreign markets at the highest
prices obtainable, in the domestic market at not less than the
purchase price, for its exportation—or for processing for ex-
portation under such regulations as the corporation may pre-
scribe—at the highest prices obtainable.

The corporation shall determine the probable export surplus,
the probable domestic consumption, and the amount of basic
agricultural commodities to be purchased. It shall notify the
President of its findings. It is then the President’s duty by
proclamation to declare that a special emergency exists as to
such agricultural commodities. The President is given author-
ity to adjust the rates of duty and to prohibit the importation
of basic agricultural commodities or any such derivative.

The Secretary of Labor shall compute the average of all
commodities—404 in number—for the period 1805 to 1914, inclu-
sive—referred to as the pre-war basic commodity price—as
given in Bulletin No, 335, Bureau of Labor statistics.

The Secretary of Agriculture and Secretary of Labor shall
after the issuance of a proclamation declaring a special emer-
gency in respect of a basic agricultural commodity jointly pre-
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pare theé average price for such commedity during the perfod
1005-1914, referred to in this bill as the pre-war basic com-
motity price.

The Secretary of Labor shall compute and publish the aver-
age price of all commodities for such month. The index num-
bers of wholesale prices for all commodities for such year
shall be referred to as the current all-commodities price.

The current all-commodities price in effect for any period
ghall be the price computed for the month preceding the com-
mencement of such period.

The corporation shall determine the amotmt to be pald or
withheld from' each producer to defray expenses and to make
up the losses on the export surplus.

The corporation may require the purchaser to issue to such
producer a receipt therefor, which shall be evidence of the par-
ticipating interest of the producer.

It may by regulation require any purchaser or producer to
file returns under oath any report in respect of his purchases
or sales of the basiec agricultural commodities, and so forth.

There shall be established in the treasury of the corporation
for each basic agricultural commadity an equalization fund
into which all equalization fees for such operating period shall
be deposited, and from such funds there shall be disbursed all

‘operating expenses and losses.

After the expiration of such operating period the cerpora-
tion shall distribute ratably any balance remaining in such
fuxild to the persons to whom such equalization fee has been
paid

For example, had the bill been in operatfon and the cor-
poration functioning last December, according to the table pre
pared by the Bureau of Labor Statistics:

Market prices of commodifies

Index of all commodities, 1905—191& 100.0

Index of all commodities, {)e 182. 8

Index of all commodities, cember. 1923. 159. 8

Average
Average | Average ‘market Ratio- Ratio
1dnel ossmoditios market | market price rice,
¥odly price, priea, vear’ m-

1905-1914 | year 1923 | P%cp, | 1908 | ber, 1023

Cotton: Uplsnd middling ...... 0,120 0,203 0358 01 01,
Corn: Contract grades; cash,

......... . 602 ,821 .730 977 962

Wheat: Range of No, 1 north- *

ern sgrl.ng and No. 2 red win-

thﬂ. e 7% 1.002 1,163 L 0e7 L 624 1 568
Al M Sm

AU =L S 8. 7% 0962 | 1 PTRS, 13128 1. 046

7. 090 7. 690 7.0 1L 522 11 342

5.379 7. 648 8, 000 8. 731 8. 504

b.127 6. 385 ) @ 1 832 a1m

402 LO70- . 964 .799 787

The indexed number of all commodities—1905-1914—is 100.
Index number for all commodities December, 1923, was 150.8.
According to it, prices of all commodities increased 59.8. The
average market price of wheat in Chicago for 1905-1914 was
$1. The ratio price for December, 1.598. The average market
price for December was 1.097. The price of wheat would have
advanced 50.1. In other words, eliminating the decimals, the
farmer would bave received 1.59 for his wheat instead of 1.09,
an increase in price of 50 cents a bushel. If the corporation
bad estimated the number of bushels required for domestic
consumption at 600,000,000 bushels and the surplus for export
at 150,000,000 bushels and the loss on the exportable surplus at
B0 cents a bushel, or $75,000,000, it would have found it neces-
sary to withhold or collect $75,000,000 from all purchases, or
10 cents a bushel on the whole crop. If so, the farmer would
have received $1.49 in ecash and a receipt for 10 cents, Instead
of $1.09, the amount which he received.

The bill has been characterized as a vicious circle of price
raising, pyramiding, and one increase upon another. It is
stated that for these reasons the Dbill Is' unwerkable, imprac-
ticable, and undesirable. Let us see about that. If the bill
had been in effect the 1Ist of last December; according to the
table furnished by the Department of Labor just referred to,
the indexed number of all commodities of December, 1928, was:
159.8. The current price of hogs in December was $7.05; the
ratia price would have been $11.84; and the price of hogs wounld
have been inmereased $4.29, or about 60 per cent. Assuming
that the corporation had been funetioning and a special emer-
gency had been declared effective on the 1st day ef December,
1923, the price of hogs would have advanced to the ratio price
$11.34, instead of selling for the current priee, $7.03, an in-
crease of about 60 per cent in the priee of hogsa “ |

According to Bulletin 335, United States { . of
Labor, hogs in weight are reported at 4.07 per cent, or, say b

per cent; and assuming that all other commodities had remained
the same, say at 1.60, what! would have been the result? If
the advance in price of hogs would have advanced the index
number of all commeodities, say, 8 points, added to 160 equals
163. Suppose building material had decreased In price in am
amount affecting the all-commodities index number in a lke
amount. 'The resulf would'be: First, add 3 to 160; second,
deducting 3 from 163; the index number would be just where
we started,.

Suppose there had been declared a special emergency on
butter the 1st of May. mcurrentpﬂeahliew!wk.sﬁieenu
to 363 cents, say 88 cents, extra ereamery, score 92, would have
advanced to 45 cents, or 9 cents a pound, which is 25 per cent
increase over 36 cents.

Objection to the bill is made on the ground that it will
inerease the cost of living. I believe the Wall Street Jom-nal
was the first to raise this objection. Yes; it will inerease the
cost of living. The increase of cost of flour in an 8-ounce loaf
of bread would be leas than a half cent; in a 16-ounece loaf
less than 1 cemt. It requires about 4.6 bushels of wheat to
make & barrel of flour. A 50-cent imcrease In the price of
wheat would make an increase of $2.30 a barrel. One barrel
of flour makes five hundred and eighty-five 8-ounce loaves of
bread, or from two hundred and seventy-five to three hundred
16-ounce loaves. The additional burden of a half cent a loaf
will, of course, be felt by the Wall Street Journal, but I trust
that Mr. Morgan and his associates will be able to stand the
burden. If not, when the farmers get back on their feet they
will help out, While it may work a hardship om Wall Street,
the increased cost of living apparently is satisfactory to the
wage earner. Representatives of practically every laber organi-
zation appeared before the cemmittee. I guete from hearings
before my committee:

STATEMENT OF MR. EDGAR WALLACE, REPRESENTING THE AMRERICAN FED-
ERATION OF LABOR

Mr., WALLACK. Mr. Chairman, when I appeared here about & year
or a little over a year ago there were some .5,000,000 workingmen
walking the stieets. We considered then that the reason for the de-
pression in the industries was the fact that the farmers were not get-
ting prices for their products and uqaequently were unable to buy.

» * ® * * * ®

We fear that this condition of comparative sfeady employment is
only temporary, that just as long as that great group of the people
of our country, the producing people of our country, are underpaid
for their labor (for that is what it amounts to), when they are not
getting a fair price for their produets, prosperity fs just for a time
and can not Iast.

We belleve it is only enlightemed selfishmess to say that this great,
big portiom of the c‘lﬂ:emy be placed in the position where they ean
feel safe. * *

Mr. Warrace. Yeu. we recognize that i the farmer gets a: better
price we will bave to pay it; that is, we will have te pay our share
of 1 L

-

- L] - [ ] - L]
When they determined to deflate, they hit the farmers hard, and
the farmer found himself helpless, because he had mo economie organi-
zation. When it came to the miners, the miners gaid, " Maybe you

will ; wa will x.lre you a mrnp ) lnd they dld
L 3

Mr. Wmcn A cam probably ur miﬂng the price of th!ngs that
we have to buy; yet we are for that, recognising the farmers as oBmr
best customers. What does it profit us # we ean get meat for 10

cents a pound it we haven't the 10 cents?
- - L] L]

'Ih.e fnrmrn are our eustomers ; when the: bave no money we can
not work. We are the farmers' eustomers; when we can not buy,
their foodstuffs pile up and lose In value. Hence, I think 1t {s to the
interest of all the workers—and I want fo say that the condition of
the workers is lmt imprcm.ng

- Ld -
I camn not m any hom for 1mp:ovmant except the farmers can
Tuy. Thmmthepmlamwhnmvedepmd.

Now, My, (.‘ha.l:man. I do mnot ue any dillmu !11 mﬁsentlng a
farmer's product by force, or forcing upon him confiseatory prices
that will haye the same effect. THe danger is, and I kEnow that in
eertain places it is. now taking effect, that the farmer here may alse
let his fields lie fallow and not ralse the foodstuffs that are needed
by the entire country. ;

* . Ld - - - L]
BTATEMENT OF ME. ROBERT FECHNEHR, RDPRESENTING THD INTERNATIONAL
ASSOCIATION OF MACHINISTS

Mr. FECHNER., Our general executive board is in session here im

Washington, which is the headgharters of our organization at the pres-
ent time, and President Willlam H. Johnston called the attentien of

the board members to the reporfs which have been recently received
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on the subject, and the board felt that we were sufficiently concerned
in the matter to take officlal recognition of the situation. We did so,
and after giving due consideration to the entire matter we have
officially recorded ourselves as supporting in prineiple at least the pro-
vl.sions of this pentllng leslslatlun

. - L ] L]

We feel that the farmer is entitled to a sufficient price to Jjustify
him in continuing the operation of his farm, just as well as transpor-
tation or any other industry is entitled to a fair return on their
investment or the activity of those who are engaged in these other
lines, and we are convinced that if anything can be done by the Con-
Ig;mus to help bring about that condition it will be reflected in all other

nes,

L] L] L] L] L] l L ] L]

No; I certainly hope Congress will not stand still. That is what I
am here for, to urge that something be done, and I am sure that the
comurittee can formulate some plan.

L] L ® L L] L] L]

We believe that if we can get some rellef for the farmers and get
things started on the farms, it is going to be reflected along all lines
and that the mechanles will benefit just as well as the farmers. We
are very anxious that at least an effort be made to afford that relief,

- » . . . <t .

We do believe that the workers must have a living wage and that
the farmers must also get a price for their product that will enable
them to live and to continue to operate thelr farms’; and it is that
pringiple that we want to see preserved.

STATEMENT OF MRE. ARTHUR J. LOVELL, VICE PRESIDENT AND LEGISLATIVE
REPRESENTATIVE, BEOTHERHOOD OF LOCOMOTIVE FIREMEN AND ENGINE-
MEN, WASHINGTON, D. C.

Mr. LoveELn., Mr, Chgirman and gentlemen of the committee, I have
the honor to represent the Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and
Enginemen, one of the railroad transportation organizations, in support
of this measure, which is the preferred measure of the farmers for
marketing their crops. During the last Congress I appeared before
your commitfee in Bupport of a bill similar to the one introduced at this
segsion.

Our organization is on record in favor of such legislation on behalf

; of the farmers,

Now, the farmer is entitled to some conslderation, some help, and this
bill in our opinion will give him gome betterment’of conditions. The
farm is absolutely essential,

L ] [ ] L ] L] - L] L]

We are not in affiliation with any farm organization; we are not
affiliated with the American Federation of Labor, These four railroad
brotberhoods are independent. We are a fraternal insurance organiza-
tion. We are very old, Our organization has been more than half a
century in existence.

STATEMENT OF MR, W, M. CLARE, VICE PRESIIDENT AND NATIONAL LEGIS-
LATIVE REPRESENTATIVE, ORDER OF RAILWAY CONDUCTORS ; ALSO REPRE-
SENTING THE BROTHERIIOOD OF RAILROAD TRAINMEN, WASHINGTON,
D. C.

Mr. CrAoRg. I am vice president and national legislative representa-
tive of the Order of Rallway Conductors, and also represent the
DBrotherbood of Railroad Trainmen, A year ago our organization and
other organizations went on record as favoring a bill that would bene-
fit the farmer and a bill with which the farmers were in accord. As
far as we are concerned, we are not wedded to any particular bill or
la ge, if it benefits the farmer, because that ls what we are trying
to do.

The testimony of these excellent gentlemen speaks for itself

and should satisfy all as to the attitude of labor toward legisla-
tion along the line suggested in this bill.

STATEMENT OF ME. EDGAR WALLACE, WASHINGTON, D. C., BEFRESENTING
THE AMERICAN FEDERATION OF LABOR

Mr., WALLAcE., Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, I come here with some
hesitation to reiterate the statement that I presented before this com-
mittee when the Sinclair-Ladd bill was under discussion, the Little bill
was under discussion, and the Sinclair-Norris bill was under discussion.
Now, I am appearing in favor of the McNary-Haugen bill, with very
little real knowledge as to what might be the effect, the detailed effect
of this bill if enacted into law. The organization that I represent recog-
nizes that this bill provides for unprecedented action on the part of
Congress to ald the farmers of the country., It is our opinion that
there is an unprecedented situation to be met, If in this country there
whs & pestilence in some sections that threatemed the euntire country,
we ‘Nould not hesitate to take some drastic action in order to meet the
emergency. The workingman of the country realized that lopsided pros-
perity can not continue for any great length of time. With great num-
bers of our citizgenry threatened with rnin, facing ruin, the rest of ns
can not continue prosperous for any great length of time.

The farmers were crushed, first by the economic power of the bankers,
who sought to deflate the commodities of the country in order to inflate
the value of the dollar. The pressure was brought to bear first upon
the farmers, and effectively upon the farmers because they had no
omnisat&on competent to meet the organlsatlon of the hankers

blllu?r Rusey, I unaerstnnﬂ you are in tavor of the HcNary—Hnusan

Mr. WALLACE. I am in fayvor of any bill, including the McNary-
Haugen bill, that will help the farmers out of their present trouble,

Mr, JorxsoN. Do you folks feel that this is one of the real, necessary
measures that Congress should pass at this session? »

Mr, WaLLACE, We believe it should not only be passed at this session,
but just as early as possible; we read every day of banks failing in the
Northwest as a reflection of the condition of the farmers there, and
that can not continue long untll it is going to affect the whole economic
organization of the country.

Mr. JoHNSON, What is your opinion about the rest of the labor
organizations other than those you are now speaking for?

Mr. WALLACE. I represent possibly 5,000,000 workers. The rest of
the labor organizations, the only ones that I know of that are not in
the American Federation of Labor, are the railroad organizations, and
(Ilir believe they are absolutely in sympathy, I can not speak for them

ectly.

Objections have been made to the word “ shall.”
That the President shall declare an emergency existing.

Why not “shall”? If an emergency exists, why not give the
farmer the benefit? Why not equalize prices as contemplated?
Why delay? The dairy people have spent a year in having the
duty on butter and substitutes adjusted. Why not give imme-
diate relief? Why not do away with the discrimination or
desparity in tariff rates on butter and all basic agricultural
commodities as quickly as possible?

Others say:

If it is going to work ount, farmers will certainly raise four times
the number of hogs.

Yes; it might glut the market if Uncle Sam’s corncrib would
hold out, Hogs can not be raised without corn or feed. Our
supply of corn is limited. If hogs go up, corn is sure to follow,
hence no incentive to increase the hog productlon.

Another objection:

This bill does not permit the corporatlon that is proposed to be
created to buy a slaughtering plant.

The object is not to put packers nor any worthy and legiti-
mate enterprise out of business, but to utilize existing facilities.
It goes without saying that with the numerous idle packing
plants and plants with sufficient capacity to take care of the
business for the next 20 years there is no need of additional
plants. Under such conditions there can be no question but that
satisfactory arrangements may be made for processing, if found
necessary to process livestock.

It has been stated:

The only people who are engaged In the export business are the Big
Five packers.

Mr, Norman Draper, representing the Institute of American
Meat Packers, of Chicago, stated:

The packers are now endeavoring to sell, and are selling every pound
they can in every forelgn market. The fact that they did not last
year sell even more than 2,000,000,000 pounds abroad 18 due not so
much to inability of people to purchase American meats in forelgn
countries, as so many people have been led to believe, but it is due
quite as much to restrictions which foreign countries have thrown up
against American meats. In France, for instance, we developed, after
the war, an excellent market for American pork. To-day, and for a
year, this market has been denied us, in spite of the fact that meat
inspection in the United States is more efficient than that existing in
any country in the world.

You are familiar with the Federal Trade Commisgion's re-
port. Hvidently some of the packers are continuing question-
able practice. If so, it may be necessary to take over the ex-
port business to restore our foreign markets. What is true as
to the meat industry is true as to the exportation of grain.

One contention is that the corporation would be absolutely at
the mercy of the Big Five packers. If the Big Five are as
unpatriotic and contemptible as the statements imply, we have
some T00 or 800 independents. In 1923 a Federal inspection
was conducted in 867 establishments in 261 cities and towns
as compared with 899 in 1922. So if the Big Five can not be
depended upon, there should be no difficulty in arranging with
the 800 independent packers for processing.

One objection is raised:
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If you are a farmer and I am a city fellow, and you slaughter a
hog and sell him to me, I am obliged to pay the so-called equalization
fee, which is estimated would run, on a 200-pound hog, anywhere from
$2 to $5; that men are not going to pay that tax unless they are
legally obliged to. i

If all are dishonest and tax evaders, there would be no equali-
zation fee; but all are not dishonest. The penalty clause would
take eare of the others. Just how the $2 and $5 equalization
fee on 200-pound hogs was arrived at is beyond me. It Tre-
quires no sharp-pointed pencil to calculate the exact fee. If
the increase in the price of hogs is $4.29 a hundred, as it would
have been last December, the increase on 200 pounds would be
$8.68. The exportable surplus of hogs would run about 5 per
cent to 8% per cent—say, 10 per cent. If so, $4.20 a hundred loss
to the corporation on 20 pounds would be 85.8 cents instead of §2
to $5 estimated. The net gain to the producer would be $4.29

,a hundred on 200 pounds, or $8.58 minus 85.8 cents expense and
loss on export, which would be $7.722 net gain to the producer
on a 200-pound hog.

One contention is that If you declare an emergency on hogs
you must immediately. declare an emergency on cattle and
sheep. Why not, if the current price is below the ratio price?
If one is above, no emergency can be declared under the bill
If the ratio price on butfer or wheat is above the current
price, why deprive the wheat grower and the dairy producers
of their just dues?

One objection raised is if you put up the price on pork 60
per cent people are going to eat less pork and more of other
meat. No; cattle and mutton are high. Hogs are at a low
price ; consumption of ecattle and mutton have not been affected.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAUGEN. I willL

Mr., LINTHICUM. What does the gentleman estimate is the
amount that the millers have on hand?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. One contention is that it will make the
packers and millers of this country an immediate present over-
night of at least $200,000,000.

‘Some one has estimated the profit of the meat packers through
the operation of the bill from $1,500,000,000 to $2,000,000,000.

According to the reports of food on hand in cold storage and
warehouses, it is estimated that there is on hand at the present
time:

Wheat $52, 000, 000
Corn 4 362, 000
Flour. LB, 3, 769, 000
Pork e 44, 316, 000
Miscellnneons meats 5 4,475, 000
Total 118, 912, 000
——— - —— =

50 per cent inecrease in the price of flour wounld be_._____ 1, 879, 500

Whpor cent increase in the price of pork and meat would
e -

29, 895, 500
Total ___ 81, 273, 000

According to the testimony of Mr., Weld, of Swift & Co., whose
testimony appears In the hearings on cold storage, the Bureau
of Markets reported on hand July 1, 1919:

Percentage
Amount of total | Yrouid
- production
Days

7, 508, 530 T 2

87, 851, 371 [ 2

48, 895, 000 3 10

162, 386, 570 2 7

| 1,047, 808, 000 10 35

About two-thirds of this quantity is in process of belng cured in
pickle and salt and is not ready for market.

By it it will be seen the amount on hand is only from 2 to 10
per cent of the total annual production of the various eommodi-
ties, which, according to the report, would last only from 7 to
35 days, and that two-thirds of pork products is in process of
being cured and not ready for the market.

If the packers should have livestock on hand, raised on their
farms or bought, section 206 provides that the term *sale”
means—

(1) The first sale of cattle, sheep, or swine, after the declara-
tion of a special emergency for slaughter for market.

If the miller has on hand wheat grown on his farm or bought,
(2) provides that the miller pays the equalization fee when mill-
ing or processed for market. So whatever wheat or livestock
purchased or raised on farms owned by the miller or packer, if
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not acquired in pursuance of a sale described in paragraph (1)
of that subdivision, is subject to the equalization fee.

Even if the 4,800 millers should profit to the extent of
B0 per cent on $3,750,000 worth of flour, their profits

et kers should profit 60 e s
en su @ packers sho cent on
ther §59.000,000 worth of pork and meat: thelr
profit would be 35, 400, 000
Total 87, 279, 500
(which is less than 2 cent of the esti-
mated profits and not several hundred
million dollars, as claimed.)
On the other hand, if the ];r_ice of wheat should he
advanced 50 cents a bushel and 600,000,000 bushels
sold by the farmer for domestic consumption, the
2O D e 1 500, 500.905 ds of butte DI0ROR, D8e
cents a pound on 1,500,000, pounds of butter
wo be 150, 000, 000
If the price of corn should advance 25 cents a bushel
on, say, 2,000,000,000 bushels marketed, the profit to
the producers would bhe —= . B00, 000, 000
If the price of 65,000,000 hofsshonld advance 4 cents,
$10 a head, the profit would be @50, 000, 000
A grand total annually of 1, 650, 000, 000

So if we are a genuine friend of the farmer, we should not
be alarmed about giving the 4,800 millers and 867 packing
establishments $37,279,500, where the 6,500,000 farmers would
gain $1,600,000,000 annually, In other words, if the passage of
the McNary-Haugen bill will result in a profit of $37,000,000 to
the millers and packers, it will also at the same time result in
a profit to the farmers of $1,600,000,000.

One contention is that the bill could not apply to cotton be-
cause we export 65 per cent; that if thé cotton should go down
to 15 cents, or 5 per cent below the ratio price, it might result
in a loss to the cotton grower. The percentage of cotton ex-
ported is less than 50 per'cent. Hxports in 1920 were only
43.41 per cent, now below that. But say 50 per cent; if cotton
ghould drop b per cent below the ratio price and 50 per cent of
it exported, and if the crop is ten million 500-pound bales and
50 per cent exported, the gain to the cotton grower would be
5 cents a pound, or $25 a bale, net $125,000,000, which amount is
$20,000,000 in excess of the /total production of gold and silver
in the United States. I

Production of gold in the United Btates in 1922 was only- $49, 006, 000
Production of sllver in the United States in 1922 was only- 55, 510, 859

Total 104, 6086, 859

Mr, McKEOWN. What effect will this ratio price have on
the product? For instance, when wheat is bringing $1.59 under
this law, domestic wheat for domestic purposes, what effect
does that have on the price of flour? Does it raise the price
of flour or not?

Mr. HAUGEN. If the price of wheat advances, naturally the
price of flour will increase. :

Mr. McKEOWN. That is what a great many people want
to l:inow——what effect this will have on the price of the finished
product. | -3t

Mr. HAUGEN. I am glad the gentleman brought that up. .

The bill has been characterized as a price-fixing bill. No;
it is not a price-fixing bill but a bill to furnish a ready buyer
of basic agricultural commodities at a price commensurate with
that of other commodities. No person or agency can forecast
what the price will be under the proposed bill any more than
he ean under the present marketing system,

Under it the prices of basic agricultural commodities will be
determined by the prices of 404 commodities referred to
as all commodities. If the prices of all commodities go
up, up goes the price of basic agricultural commodities. If
down, down goes the priee of basic agricultural commodities.
Under the present system prices of agricultural commodities
are determined by the exporters, speculators, and gamblers,
the bulls and bears on our exchanges. If the bulls and bears
put the price up, up goes the price to the producer. If the
bulls and bears put the price down, down goes the price to the
producer.

Whenever the manipulation of grades and crooked dealings
on the exchanges and in the| export business depress the price
or rob the producer of his legitimate world market, prices to the
producers go down. Under the proposed bill, if the prices of
all commodities go down, down goes the price of basic agricul-
tural commodities in proportion.

So, unless one has knowledge of what is in the minds of the
producers of all commodities, no one can tell in advance what
the future price will be under the proposed bill. No one can
even estimate future prices with any degree of accuracy.

Under the present market system frequently the prices of
grain fluctuate to the extent of 20 cents a bushel in a single
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imanth. There ayill, of course, be: fluctuations under: the pro-
posed act, but enly in a small degree as compared with 'the
fiuctuation under the present policy. If you still insist that
the measure is a price fixing bill, I a8k you, ‘Whom ~will 'you
drust to fix prices? Shall it be by the exporters, speculators, and
gamblers, or ‘the manufacturer, lahorer, and ,a Government
agency? .Have you more confidence in the gamblers and manip-
alators than you have in our Government? If so, I refer you
to Federal Trade Conunission report, June 18, 1923. You will
find extracts from the report printed in tlna heaﬂugs, pages
(89, 600, 694, 605, 606, and 697,

The bill has been characterized as socialistic, unworkable,
bolshevistie,”aud Dy every other pet name. Waell, there is noth-
ing pew about that. Kvery constructive act and remedial legis-
lative bill suggested to correct wrougdoing or to relieve the
publie, especially to relieve agriculture, has been thus charac:
terized. You will recall the pet mames applied to the paecker
bill, the cotton futures and grain fatures acts, the grain stand-
lards act, the Federal reserve act, the Federal land bauk act,

the War Finance Corporation act. : i

‘Many ‘who are now-opposed to this relief measure were even
jmore promounced -in .their denmmnciation -of  those bills, and I
(have no .guarrel with ,any of  them. ‘Many opposing ithis
measure, like all other measures, are sincere and actuated.by
the.best motives. On the other hand, some interests may be
|more interested in hiow it concerms:them peraanally than in thee
i public welfare.

Objection has been raised to the :Govermment ﬁnanclng the
corporation and to the 30,000 expenditure to:set the machinery
| of /this -bill. in motion. After financing the War Finance Cor-
poration, the Federal reserye system, the ¥Federal land banks,
and the railvoads I am atsa loss to:know why six and ene-half
million farmers now  in distress .should be denied the paltry
sum of; $30,000 to set the machinery .of this bill in operation
and a loan eof $200,000,000, or as much thereof as will be neces-
‘sary. Inmy epinion the farmers should be given preference.,

 Yeu .recall -that in time of need the farmers came to the
. rescue of Uncle Sam. During the war Congress fixed the mini-
mam . price of wheat at:$2 and suthorized-the appointment: of

a commission to investigate and report on 'the price. . It re-

ported $2.20. Later transportatien rates were advanced 6

cents, which brought:the price of wheat up to $2.26. Instead

of making it the minimum price, as contemplated by Congress,
it was made the maximum price, The price of wheat at the
time the bill ‘fixing the priee was under consideration was $8.38.

Seandinavian countries were offering $1 premium, making the

price: $4.38. Mr. ‘Hoover stated before the committee that he

theught 'the price might go'to'B7 a bushél. A ''commission was
appointed which ascertained and reported the ratio ‘price be-
tween hogs and corn’ at ‘18 to 1. 'In etlier words, a hundred
pounds of hog equals 18 bushels of corn. ' Corn was then selling
at $2.05 in Chicage, but the price of hogs was fixed ‘at $16.50,
 which was' $10.15 below /the ratio price fixed by 'the commission.
©  According to the Federal Trade Commission report, four
packers iucreased thelr profits $121,000,000 above their pre-war
profit. | The packers' profit in 1917 was mere than four times
as great as their average yeatly profit before the war, altliough
their sales in dollars and «cents, with even the inflated prices,

had barely doubiled. In the war years 1815, 1916, and’ 1917

fowr of the five packers made net profits of $178,000,000.

The millers made 175 per cent profit after thé war. “The
millers asked that they be protected againgt loss ‘and Congress
promptly granted the request by ‘gection 5 of the act of Mareh
4, 1019,

One contention is that packers and millers’ will profit by the
bill, Do not worry about the packers and millers; tley are
capable of determining for themselves what ‘is hest for their
interests. It is safe to gay that if there were 'any profit to them
in' the bill' they would be ‘here supporting the bill and’ not fight-
ing it.' See statement by Mr. Draper, representing the Institute
of Americnn Meat Packers, ‘See page 468:

My CHARMAN. -Yon are oppoged to this bill? t
Mr. Drarer. The way dt.applies to the meat business.
v Mr, CaamMan. You.are opposed to this bill?
Mr. DrarER. Yes; in the way it applies to the meat businesa.

That should make it ¢lear as fo the attitude of the 1mekers.
Puge 452, Mr. Draper stated:

To-day, and for a year, this market (Franee) has beén deoled ms.
In.splteof the favt that meat; ingpection:in the United Htates is more
| efficient ¢han that existing in any. country -in-the sorld. )

The Federgl Trade Commission report makes it clear, why?
/I am not going to discuss that phase of it. Years ago we had
an agreement to let the report speak for itself.

If you will turn to page ‘685, statement by Mr. ‘Husband, sec-
retary_ of the ‘Millers" National Federation:’

The (CHAIRMAN. . Have you or any of your associates prepared or
suggested any amendments to the bill?

AMr. Huspaxp, No, sir,
> ‘The Cuamun You are absolutely agalnst it?

Mr. HUSRAND, ‘Yes, sir,

{Under regulations millers were allowed 25 cents a barrel
profit instead of 13} cents pre-war profit. They were not-satis-
fied with: that but took 45 eents, One made $283,000 in excess
of the maximum priee. (The: claim was . seitled by paying
$8,000. Another, ‘$19,000, swwho settled -for $402. /Beth claims
were,settled without reauditing the acceunts. This onght to
makg “ﬁt.: clear as to mtuers' position and reasens for opposing
the

The following orga.ntuﬂm have indorsed the billz

Amerlean Federation of Labor.

American Farm Bureau Federation.

~“National Grange. ]

Nationgl Board of Farm Organizations—compoged of the  following
organizgtions : Farmers’ BEducational & Cooperative Union of America,
Farmers' National ‘Congress, National Agricultural Organization So-
elety, National Conference on Marketing and Farm Credits, Farmers'
Society of ‘Equity, Wisconsin State Union, Amerfean Society of Hquity,
Pennsylvania Sfate Grange, National Milk Producers’ Federation,
American Association for ‘Agricultoral Leg‘lalatiou. Federation of Jew-
ish 'Farmers of ‘America, Intermountain Farmgrs’ Aaaoc‘l.ntlon. Tarmers'
Equity Union, National Dalry Union, Penndylvania Rural Progresa As-
socintion, ¥lorida Citrus Bxchange, American Socléty of Xquity.

Algbama Farm ' Bureau Federation, Montgomery, Ala,

State Department of Agriculture, Phoenjx, Ariz,

Clearing House ‘Associntion, Los Angeles, Calif.

Clearing House Association, San Francisco, Calif.

San Luis Obispo County Farm Bureau Exchanse, California,

. Colorado Farmers’ TUnion,  Denver, Calo.

Ameriean National Livestock Associatiom, Denver Colo.

Colorado Wheat Growers” Association.

Cotton Growers' Assoclation, Miami, Fla.

‘Tobaceo 'Growers’ Association, Jacksonville, Fla.

| Qotton Growers” Association, ‘Savemnah, 'Ga.

Idaho Btate Farmers’ Unlon, Moscow, Idaho.

Jhwoeal Progress Club, Weiser, Idaho.

Idaho Wheat Growers' Association, American Falls, Idahe.

Grangeville Chamber of Commerce, Idaho.

Chamber of Commerce, Moscow, Idaho,

Idaho Export Commission League, Moscow, Idaho,

Mescow Farmers'-Unlen, -Meseow, - Fdaho.

INinois , Agricultural ;AB&OClatlon (paid membership of W).
eagn, 1L i

National ‘Livestock. Prodncm‘s' -Association, Chicago; HI.

Farmers Grain Dealers’ Association of Illinois, Bloomington, -I11.

- Chicago Producers’ Commission Association, Chicago, IIL

Clitton Chamber of Commerce, De Witt County, T11.

De 'Witt County Cooperative Grain Co., Clinton, TIL

La Salle County Farm Buresu, Ottawa, TIL

~Boone: County Farm- Bureau, Belvidere, I1L

Knox County Farm Bureau, Galesburg, 111,

Henory County Farm Bureat, Il

Lawrence County Farm Bureau, Il

Three hundred and seventy-five stockholders of Mazon Farmers' Hile-
vator Co,, Illinois.

vIndintln ‘Farm Buréau Federation,” Indianapolis, Ind.

Indiana Wheat Growers' Associatlon, Indianapolis, Tnd.

Towa State Legiglature.

‘Towa State Farm Bureau Federation, Iowa.

Republican 8tate Convention, Towa,

(Towa Retail Merchants’ jAssoclation, Des Moines, Iowa,

Des Moines Commercial Club, Des Moines, Towa.

Corn. Belt Meat Producers’ Association, Des Moines, Iowa,

. Farmers Graln Dealars' Association of Iowa, Fort Dodge, Towa.

Greater Des Moines Committee, Des Moines, Iowa.

President Towa State College and chairman of the exequtive commit~
tee Assoclation of Land Grant Colleges, Ames, Towa.

Farmers.Grain Dealers' Assoclation of Iowa, Fort Dodge, Iowa.

Towa, City Merchants' Retall Bureau, Towa City, Tawa.

Cedar Falls Chamber of Commerce, Cedar Falls, Towa.

Cedar, Falls Commercial Club, Cedar Falls, Iowa.

Knoxville Chamber of Commerce, Knoxyille, lowa.

Pella Chamber of Commerce, Pella, Iowa,

Ninety-five members Polk County Wheat Growers’ Assoclation, Iowa.

Mason Clty Merchants’ Associatipn, Mason City, Iewa.

Kiwanis Club, Creston, Towa.

“Worth County Farm Bureau, Towa.

Howard County Farm Bureau, Iowa.
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Chickasaw County Farmr Bureau, New Hampton, Iowa.

Polk County Farm Improvement Association, Des Moines, Iowa.

Plymouth County Bankers’ Association, Lemars, Iowa.

Woodbury County Farm Bureau, Sioux City, Iowa.

Palo County Farm Bureau, Iowa.

Farmers' Incorporated Cooperative Society, Grafton, Iowa.

Dallas County Farm Bureau, Adel, Iowa.

Emmett County Farm Bureau, Iowa.

Adams County Farm Bureau, Iowa.

Johnson County Farm Bureau, Iowa.

West Pottawattamie County Farm Burean, Council Bluffs, Iowa.

Lions Club, Osage, Iowa. 2

0. 0. Wolf, member State board of agrienlture, Topeka, Kans.

0. F, Whitney, secretary State Hortienultural Soclety, Topeka, Kans,

Kangas Farm Bureaun Federation, Manhattan, Kans.

Kansas State Farmers’ Union, Salina, Kans.

Kansas Livestock Association, J. H, Mercer, secretary, Topeka, Kans.

J. M. Kessler, secretary Kansas Taxpayers' League, Topeka, Eans,

F. D. Merriam, president Central Trust Co., Topeka, Kans.

J. W. Greenleaf, chairman; C. E. Rugh, B. T. Hackney, members,
publie utilities commission, Topeka, Eans,

Franklin County Farmers’ Union Loeal, Kansas.

Kentucky Farm Bureau Federation, Louisville, Ky.

Maryland Farm' Bureau Federation, Baltimore, Md.

Republiean State convention for Minnesota.

Minnesota Editors' Assoclation, annual econvention, Minnesota.

Minnesota Department of Agriculture, 8t. Paul, Minn,

Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation, St. Paul, Minn.

Minnesota School Board Assoclation, annual meeting, Minnesota.

Minnesota Dalrymen's Association, 8t. Paul, Minn,

Red River Valley Dairymen's Association, Halstead, Minn,

Red River Valley Livestock Association, Crookston, Minn,

American Vheat Growers Assoclated, Minneapolis, Minn,

Minnesota Wheat Growers' Cooperative Marketing Association, Thief
Rlver Falls, Minn,

Grain Growers' Couneil No. 5, Climax, Minn.

Winger Council Minnesota Wheat Growers' Assoclation, Miunnesota.

Minnesota Federation of IFarm Loan Associations, Bt. Paul, Minn.

John Gustafson, president Farmers' National Grain Dealers’ Asso-
ciation, Windonr, Minn.

Minnesota KExport Commlission League, Crookstom, Minn.

Minnesota seventh congressional distriet convention, Morrls, Minn,

Minnesota Crop Improvement Association, Owatonna, Minn,

Minnesota Cooperative Improvement Assoclation, Owatonna, Minn,

Minnesota Realty Dealers’ Agsoclation, Minneapolls, Minn,

Greater Bt. Paul Commlittee, 8t. aul, Minu,

8t. Paul Association of I'ublic and Business Affalrs, Minnesota.

The Greater St. Paul Committee, St. Paul, Minn,

Minnesota Red River Valléy Development Association, Red Lake
Falls, Minn, [

North Branch Commercial Club, North - Branch, Minn.

East Grand Forks Commercial Club, East Grand Forks, Minn.

Angus Commercial and Community Club, Minnesota,

Lake Benton Community Club, Minnesota.

Town and Country Seryvice Club, SBlayton, Minn,

Fisher Community Club, Fisher, Minn,

Owatonna Chdfmber of Commerce, Owatonna, Minn,

Kittson County Export League, Kittson County, Minn.

Blg Stone-Traverge County Bankers' Association, Minnesota.

Executive committee for the promotion of the McNary- Haugeu bill,
Bt. Paul, Minn,

Crookston Council United Commorcial Travelers, Crookston, Minn.

Town of Lake Stay, Minn.

Bankers Association of Rock County, Minn,

Joe River Farmers Club, 8t. Vincent, Minn.

Binnott and Aopgsburg Farm Bureau Units, Minnesota,

Martin County Farm Bureau, Falrmount, Minn,

Faribault County Farm Bureau Association, Faribault, Minn.

Kasota Farm Burean Unit, Kasota, Minn.

Cottonwood County Farm Buréau, Minnesota.

Rock County Farm Bureaun, Minnesota.

Grand Prairie Farm Burean, Minnesota.

Michigan Federation of Farm Loan Assoclations, Mount Pleasant,
Mich,

Missouri Farmers Association, Columbia, Mo, .

Becretary of agriculture, Jefferson City, Mo.

Missouri Farm Bureau Federation, Jefferson City, Mo.

R. W. Hoffman, representing millers of Southwest, Columbia, Mo.

American Hereford Breeders' Assoclation, Kansas City, Mo.

Dekalb County Farm Bureau, Maysville, Mo,

Montana Btate Department of Agriculture, Helena, Mont.

Montana Bankers' Association, Helena, Mont.

Montana State Farm Bureau Federation, Bozeman, Mont,

Montana Farmers' Union, Montana,

The Holstein Association, Livingsprings, Mont,

Montana

Montana

Montana

Bouthern

Farmers'
Mont.

Montana Retall Merchants’ Amc‘htion. Lewistown, Mont,

Three Forks Chamber of Commerce, Montana,

Red Lodge Montana Club, Red Lodge, Mont.

Polgson Farmers and Business Men's Club, Polson, Mont.

Retail Merchants' Association, Gallatin County, Bozeman, Mont.

Stillwater County Union, Blllings, Mont.

Commercial Club and Farm Union, Belgrade, Mont.

Canton County Farmers’ Union, Roberts, Mont.

Livingsprings County Farm Bumm Livingsprings, Mont.

City of Polson, Mont.

Farmers' Educational Cooperative Union, Golden Valley County, Mont,

Nebraska Farm Bureau Federation, Lincoln, Nebr.

Nebraska Wheat Growers' Association, Hastings, Nebr.

Lincoln Chamber of Commerce, Lincoln, Nebr.

Updike Grain Co. (Ine.), Omaha, Nebr,

MecCool Local Nebraska Wheat Growers, York, Nebr.

New Mexico Whent Growers' Association,

National Cigar Lent Tobacco  Dealers’ Assoclation, New York City,
N, Y.

North Carolina State Farm Bureau Federation, Statesboro, N. C.

North Dakota Bankers' Association, Fargo, N. Dak.

North Dakota Department of Agriculture, Bismarck, N. Dak.

North Dakota Farm Bureau Federatlon, Fargo, N. Dak.

North Dakota Livestock Association, Fargo, N. Dak.’

North Dakota Live Btock Breeders, North Dakota.

North Dakota Wheat Growers' Association, Grand Forks, N. Dak.

Tri-8tate Grain Growers, Fargo, N. Dak.

North Dakota Federation of Farm Loan Assoclations, Grand Forks,
N. Dak.

National Farm Loan Assoclation, Fargo, N. Dak

Grand Forks County Bankers' Association, Grand Forks, N. Dak.

Rotary Club, F'argo, N. Dak,

Anita Commercial Club, North Dakota.

Bergen Community Farmers' Club, Pekin, N. Dak.

Lansford Wheat Growers' Council, North Dakota.

Niagara Shawnee Agrieultural Club, North Dukota.

Edgeley Community Club, Edgeley, N. Dak.

Grand Fork County Bankers' Assoclation, North Dakota.

Nekoma Fariaers' Club, Nekomn, N. Duk.

Washington Township Local Franklin County Farm Bureau, Colum-
bus, Ohlo.

Oklahoma State Board of Agﬂcﬁlture. Oklahoma City, Okla.

Oklahoma State Farmers' Union, Oklahoma City, Okla.

El Reno Local, Oklahoma W’heat Growers' Assoclation, El Reno,
Okla.

Kingflsher District Nomlnntlon Convention, Oklahoma Wheat Grow-
ers’ Association, Kingfisher, Okla.

District Number Four, Oklahoma Wheat Growers’ Association, Cu—
men, Okla.

District Nominating Convention, Oklahoma Whest Growers' Asso-
ciation, Carmen, Oklsd,

District Delegate Conventlon, Oklahoma Wheat Growers' Association,
Blackwell, Okla. |

FPonca City Local, Oklahoma  Wheat Growers' Association, Ponca
City, Okla.

Okarche Local, Oklahoma Wheat Growers® Association, Oklahoma
City, Okla. ' - Al

Oklohoma Federation of Labor, Oklahoma City, Okla.

Oklahoma Farm Labor Economic, Oklahoma City, Okla,

Kiowa County Mass Meeting, Lone Wolf, Okla.

Okarche Local, membership 300, Oklahoma City, Okla.

Oregon State Bankers' Assoclation, Portland, Oreg.

Oregon State Farm Dureau Federation, Portland, Oreg.

Oregon Cooperative Graln Growers, Portland, Oreg.

Oregon Export Commission League, Pendleton, Oreg.

Export Commission League, Milton, Oreg.

Oregon Wool Growers' Assoclation, Portland, Oreg.

Northwest Wheat Growers' Assoclated, Portland, Oreg.

Oregon Hardware & Implement Dealers, Portland, Oreg.

Port of Portland Commission, Portland, Oreg.

Portland Chamber of Commerce, Portland, Oreg.

Pendleton Coramericial Association, Pendleton, Oreg.

Astoria Chamber of Commerce, Astoria, Oreg.

Agricultural College Economic |Conference, Corvallis, Oreg.

Pilot Rock Export Commission League, paid membership 200, Pilot
Rock, Oreg.

Opal City Grange, Colver, Ureg;

Morrow County Export Commission League, Heppner, Oreg.

Morrow County Farm Bureau, Heppner, Oreg.

Wheat Growers' Association, Lewistown, Mont,

Export Commission League, Lewistown, Mont.

Land Settlement Congress, Helena, Mont.

Montana Joint Land Bank, Montana. :
Hducational and Coopemt:lve Union of Montana, Billings,
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Bhermam, Qounty Teachers, Moro, Oreg. |
Lane County Agrienltural B Conf , Hugene; Oreg.
Bouth Dakota Bankers' Associntion, Bloux Falls, B. Dak. .
South Dakota Farm: Burean Federation; Beookings, 8. DakJ
South Dakota) Wheat Growers' Assoeiation, Aberdeen, 5 Dakl
South Dakota Export Commission League, Aberdeen, 8. Dak.
Bouth Dakota Potato Growers' Association.
Mitchell Chamber of Commerce, Mitchell, 8. Dak..
Commercial Club, Redfield, 8. Daki
Commercial  €lub, Abérdeen, 8. Dak:
Commereial Club, Tyndall, 8. Dak.
Gregory Commercial Club, Gregory, 8. Dak.
Eureka Commercial Club, South Dakota.
Fall River County Farnr Bureau, Hot Bprings; 8. Dak.
Marshall County Bankers' Assoclation, Drittom, 8, Dak:
Marshall County Farm Bureau, Britton, 8. Dak:
Roberta County Bankers'' Association, Wilmot; 8. Dal
Texas Wheat Growers' Associationi
Planters’ Mutual Hail Tmguramee Co., Panipa; Tex: |
Pampa Chamber of Commered;, Pampa, ‘Tex.
FPampa Local, Texas Wheat Growers' Association, Pumpa, Tex.|
Cotton Growers' Association, Bl Paso, Tex,
Pampa Poultry Producers' Association; Pampn, Tex;
,« Fourth and 6Tth distticts, Texas Wheat Growers Aﬂoﬂllthm Texas,

Highland Hereford Breeders' Association, Marfa, Tex. (Coopera-

| tive marketing ‘association . of! Brewster; Jefr. Dam Cuuntr. alnwlly

branding 40,000 calves),

icy

Panhandle: Local, Texds Whén Growers’ Asmatlm, Panhinndle, '

‘Tex.
Tobacco Growam‘ Amclatton. m Paso, Te:. » 1 ghialull - fd a0
Panhandle Chamber of! Commeres, Panhandle; Tex. Chd-ahaua
Panipa Nutional' Farm: Losn) Association, Pampa, Téx.
Utah State Board of Agrieultore, Salt- I.n.ko cmr. U{am

.~ Utah State Farm HBoreat, Utah, i 9 d)nee
Nephi National Farm Loan Association, Nephl Utah :
National Wool Growers' Assoclation, Salt Lake: C!ty, 'I:ﬂah
Parmets! Cast Unfon,' Tremonton; Utah,
Utah Wheat Growers' League, Nephi, Utah, - ) Sehii v
Juab County Farm Bureaun, Nepht) Utah.” . .10 ald RELICE
Virginia Farm Buteau Federsition; Reanoke, T, 'loooa ool
Rockingham County Farm' Bureati, lerimm; Vs. W oy !
Whashington State Binkers' Assoclation; Chemey, Washy @ 014
Washington State Farm ' Bareau: Federationl ' vl
Washington Staté Farnters’ Unfon, Spokane;, Wrah.
Northwest Livestock Assoctation; Spokdne, Wiish. i
_ Washingten: 'Wheat 'Growers’ Assoeintion; Spokane, Wash, ' -
Washington Federation of Farm Loan Associations, Spokane, Wash.
‘Washington Export Commiesien Leapne, Resalim, Wash. )
Spokane Post, American Legion,) Spolihe, Wash.! - 3 1 bl
Bpokame Central Labov Counecil, Spelthne;  Washi) x| L
Seattle Chamber of Commerce, Seattle, Wash.
Tri-8tate: Harpdware Dealers’ Assoeiation, Bpolane, Wash:
The Duilding Owners and Managers" Assoclation,: Spokans, Wluh.
Bpokane Realty Asseciation,  Bpokane, Wash.
Associated Engineers, Spokane, Wash,
Export Lesgue Commission, Pullman, Wash. - |
Iind Local Washington Export League, Ritzville, Wash.
Qakesdale Farmers' Union, Oakesiiale, Whsh,
Goldendale Commercial Club, Goldendale, Wash,

| Associated  Bankers, Walla) Walla, Wash, ) 1
Spokane Chamber of Commerce, S8pokane, Wash,
Bpokane Central Labor Couneil, Bpokane, VWash. '+~ |
Tri-State Hardware Dealers' Association, omeroy, Wash,
Walla Walla Chamber of Commenee, Wdlla. Walla, Wash.
Waterville Chamber of Commerce, Waterville, Wash,

Spokane Bullling Ownexs and Manufaciurers’ Asseciation, Spokane,

Wash.
Waitsburg Commerelal  Club,  Waitsburg, Whaah.
Commercial Club, Eandicott, Wasi b
8t. John Commereial Club; St. Johw, Wash.
Paciflc Farmers' Union, Pullman, Wash
Garfield Farmers' Union, Garfleld, Wash. \
Winona Branch, Washinglon HExport Cemmlmion Ldague, Wiuonn,
‘Wash.
Thornton - Imm Buréan- Federation, Thoruton, Wnsh
Pullman Chamber of Comméres, Pullman, Wasl,
Pomeroy Commercial Clubj Pomeroy, Wash. 4] !
Edwall Cooperative Club, Edwsll, Wash. il
Asotin Community Cluby Asotim, Wash, !
Colfax Chmmber of Commerce, Colfax, WasH,
' Cdulee Commercial Clubi. Conlee; Wash: J f
Adams County Branch, Washington Export Commission I;eague, Rlﬁt
ville, Wash, )
Klickitat County FPomona . Grange, Goldendnle. Wash,
Whitman County Farmers' Umnden, Garfield, . Wash,

Walla Walla County: Farni' Buréau, Walla Walla, Washy

Rosalie Coumty Farm Buredn, Rosalbe, YWash.

Whitman County 'Tax Payers’ Leagwe, Washington.

Whitman County: Farm' Bureau, Colfax, Wasli

Whitman County Republican Convention; Whitman: County; Waah,

West Virginis Farm Burestw, Charleston, W, Vau

Wisconsin Federation of Farm! Loan. Assoelations, Milwaukes, Wid.

Five hundred and two National Farm Loan Associstions in' Washing-
ton, Idaho, Montana, and Oregom

Interstate Export League, Minmesota.

I shall also insert the following indorsements:
LOUIS: W, BILL INDORSES M’NARY-HAUGEN BILL
The . MeNary-Haugen ! bifl| now' befere Congress- was: indorsed by
Louls W. Hill, chalrman of the’ Great’ Northern Railway, following
conferences Thursday with: St. Paul business mien on: the agrleultaral
amd general trade conditions of 'the Nerthwests

“ The operation of the  principle developed in the bill should
restore. the' purchasing power of the farmer ahd get him bick ‘on
his feet,” Mr. Hill said’ after hearing the bilk explained by Frank
W. Murphy, of Wheaton. - “At the same time it should directly
benefit industry, commnerce, and transportation.

“1 recognize that what the farmer needs' and@ must have in
order to get Backion: his feet is & better price for the things he is
producing,” Mr. Hill: declared, *and I am heartily im fayer of
any: sound and practical plan that will be of help to him, 'l‘his
bill seems to puint ‘the wsr d.utly

Evux, Loes & Co.,
New York.
8. K. B-J.Evnvmx, Ee, ¢ e
Johnson Oounty Bank: Bﬂifdﬁw, Totva City, Towa. :

Dear Ml StRVERSON: I beg' to a.t‘.kﬁuwredke Tecelpt of you.r letter of
the 13th instant, .

‘¥ realizé ‘with every' sympathy the unfortanate plight of tha farmer
and sball be only too happy to do what may be within my modest
capacity toward supporting ‘any ‘well-considéred nieasure of redress,

Ag 6 the McNary-Haugen' bill, T°inclose hetewith copy of m letter

| which I'wrote on. this saobject to' aémmy Wunace ret:ently, and'l re-

mald; with best wighes]
Yery falthfully yours, -
‘ y A orm E. Kamy,

Kums, Loxe & Co.,
New York, March 8, 192§,
Drsr Mr. Secrefany: I hive gone caremny through the papers
which you sent me. Nof belug an expert {n matters of agriculture,

| beldy indeed but Iitfle acguaidted through' personal observations with
| the methods and ways of that {ndustry, I am’ without competence to

expresyg o definitd opinfon on'the détalls of the MéNary-Hangen bill and
on the practical workablity of its provisions. It does seem {6 me that
certain of the functiots’ snd responsibilities asslgned by it to the dov-

| ernment' could, and had betfer, be lett to the private or sémiprivate
'| initiative of the-farming industty.

As to the prineciple, however, \ﬂucﬁ fhe bill seeks té apply to ﬂm
present emergency, if' eems 6 ‘me; under the conditions such’' as I
understand them to be, a logical 'sequence to policieds’ which fn otfier
respects have long been' gemerienlly’ chiirdctertistie of the trend of
economic legiflttion in' América, whichever phrty was o power. If I
am correetty informed as'td the situntion and prospects of the farthing
indtistry, T believe the 'appMedtidn 'of that principlé, on caréfally con-
sidered llnes and within prudent limitations, to be warranted by the
eiréumstances wirdch exist ‘dnd 'f6r” sotie’ time have existed {n agricul-
ture and which are likely to result in grive and lasting 'natfonal
damage unless they are denlt’with promptiy and' comprehensively.

No doubt strong argumentd based upon economie orthodoxy ean and
will be adduted fn' opposition to the proposed ' theory, and wéridus

. complexities and novel points” will bave to be met in' respect of its
| practiosd’ application, includivg the question of the' attitude and ' the
| actions which other nations may see fit 'to’take in the fdce of it,

No man, 1 believe, s’ wise enovgh to foretell with’ gssurance’ the
precise results and repervcnssions of' the" operation of 'the‘seheme. But,

| unless the plight of the farmer 18:a good deal less seriond’ and omingus

than: many’ réports and symptoms have Tod us to believe and 'onless an

| effectlve plan of relief can Dbe devised of a less drastic character, it
| would seem to me that thé Goveérniment wounld be justified in' giving its

indorsement to a fair test of & measure aldng the lines of 'theé primeiple
on which the McNary-Haugen bill rests, though M disédssion and de-
lieration: will, no doubt, lead fo certain modifications of its preseént
form and substance: .

The farmer, finding himself, as we are mformed, in an intolerable
situation, .i8  gravely' discontentéd and 'under a'-sense 'of grievance to-
ward the existing order of‘things, 'Hig is a toflsome calling' ut best,
involving. inevitableé hardships ‘end hagards, and usunlly a - poorly’ re-
quited one, indeed one of the least'adéquately remunersted 'among those
which make up the sty total of the Nation's activitfes; The farming

~
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husiness is the largest in the country. The basic and vital mecessity
of the farming lndustry needs no emphasizing, The immense social
value of the farming class to the State is beyemd argument.

There can be no lasting prosperity in trade and industry, noless the
farmer is reasomably prosperous. There can be no stable and propitious
condition in the fleld of poMtics—using the term in its larger meaning—
as long as the farmer barbors the resentful feeling that he is not ac-
corded a square deal.

Not ouly is the farmer eatitled in fairmess to relief from conditions
of maladjustment, which place bim in & position of heavy disadvantage
as compared to other callings, but the continuance of these conditions
constitutes a serious seclal evil and a derangement of o grave & pertent
as 1o justify resort to an heroie remedy, if it must be addlitted that the
lesger megsures heretofore applied or suggested are impotent to effect a
cure, (HTAN
It will be far less costly, I belleve, to the eountry at large to bear the
very slight addition to tbe cost of foed which iz involved in u reasom-
able trial of the theory embodied in the McNary-Hanges bill than te
pay the penalty which would appear te be inescapable if the Nation
countenanced or falled te redress a state of things that would leave
agriculture languishing and declining and 12,000,800 farmers aggrieved,
resentfal, and deprived of a falr share of prosperity and well-being. .

As to the fear of setting a precedent, I believe that, in a broad sense
and in its underlying thought, the principle of the McNary-Haugen
bill—granting the existence of the cenditions which it aims te cemreet—
rather follows than ¢reategs precedent. Meoveover, aversion agninst or
apprehension of establishing a precedent ia never a valid reason for
failure to deo that which is justly called for. I feel assured that we
may rely—and, indeed, under a popular system of geyerament we must
rely—upon the soundness and watchfulnese of public opinion teo see te
it that precedents are not barmfully misspplied or abused, )

I beg to remain, dear Mr. Secretary,

Very slncerely yours,
Orro EsRN.

Hon. Hexey C. WALLACE, i
Seorctary of Agricullure, W«im D. 0.

STATEMENT BY BERNARD M. BARUCH, NEW YORK CAPITALIST

Mnlftymmmmhmtmmhmhn What
are the inequalities? Other industries are orgenived and ferming is
not. Therefore the farmer buys n a more or leaa m market
and sells in & competitive market,

The price obtained for the surplus detarmj.nn_: the price the favmer
receives for his total prodwet. The price of American surplus wheat
i® made in the Liverpeol market, where it comes in eompetition with
the wheat produced by the cheapest labor im the 'world.' Bat the
price of a manufactured article is met mecessarily determined by the
price the surplus brings, because on accomnt of Government protection
themketmerunaaﬂhmtﬂthmetwﬁlvam:ﬁnu
or dump the balance in the markets of the world.

Therefore It is onbmmnththeumswdowmhm
sary to eerrect the imequalities. It should be sanecessary for him to
sell dompetitively, and the fixing of the price of his setal production
by the surplus that comes in competition with the cheapest labor ‘in
the world should be prevented. How can that be done? 'The provi
elous of the McNary-Haugen bill willi do that.  In the begnning let me
say that I am mot fn favor of all the blit ventalms, but I.do favor the
prineiple of it, whith will accemplish the following:

Rﬂumheunmmmﬂeﬂwnnm-towwﬁnlbmm
missible. The price is not to be arbitrarily fixed by the fammer, dtut
there is & minimum price below which whest can net Be sokd This
figure is determimed by a proper relationship with aTl uther things on
the index list of prices of the Department of Labor creating & proper
relation between the results ef labor in agricultere and the resulis of
labor in other indostries. | Strely there is nothing unfair abdut th'l.t’,

When  the necessity occurs, the President will declare a crisis, let
us say, in wheat. Then by mandate all selling of wheat will be fixed
at a minimum price, which will be arrived at according to a' Pair
relationship established by seclentific and well-known principles: of
price ratios between wheat and other thimgs. A computation: wil be
made of the probable surplus and of the amount of money neceszary
to take care of that surplus. From the price at which' the wheat
is sold will be subtracted a certain ameunt, which wiil be wsed for
the purpose of buying the surplus wheat at the minimum price.

From each bushel that the farmer sells be must pay inte the agency
that is established a certain number of cents & bushel, for which he
will receive a certificate of interest. All the surplus wheat will be
placed in a surplus-carrying corporatiom which will sell the sarplus
in the markets of the world gnd return te the farmer his proportionate
ghare of the price received. Thus it will be seen that the farmer him-
pelf bears any loss that may be entailled and tbat it is net & loss
that can fall upon the Government,

There are some who may read sterm economie lectures concerning
this, but as soon as the principle of the tariff and of modern business
organization is admitted, the correciness and propriety of this or-

| of the cost of living

. wheat price.
. Mr: HA

ganimation must also be ackpawledged. | There is ne arbﬁ:a.ty fixing
otpﬂmbﬂtm]xapduthp:wﬂm:nkand)rmrreh-
tionship between the labor engaged in agriculture and labor employed
in other industries. The farmer will take care of the surplus and
pocket the loss; the consumer will meet omly the same condition that
be meets when paying for the ether things necessary for his daily
life, whether it be remt or clothing.

Mr. COLE of Iowa. llromlrm wmmesentlem&nyield?

Mr. HAUGEN. ' Yes, i

Mr. COLE of Iowa. Is it mot truwe that the price of the
farm produets bears a very small relation to the price of the
food products, and while wheat may decline from 80 to 7S
permnt.thepr!aeo!bmdwlﬂdedlmonlyzurﬁwmt?

Mr, HAUGEN., To give an illustration of that, petatoes in
mymﬂouotthammtrymmm;mrmat%wsemu
a bushel, Wehuvehmmlngwcentsmroaepommum
hotel all winter. That ia a fair illustration.

Mr. WEFALD, ' Mr. Chairman,' wul the gentleman ‘yreld?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. /|

Mr. WEFALD. Imnﬂndthemﬂemanwhoa&edtheqm
ﬂenutthef&ctthntduﬂngurewnrwhm wheat wis §3 &
buuhelormorebmﬁ‘ruonlywﬁ!nlor2mtsamte!
what it is now.

Mr. McKEOWN. ' That I§ whatlamtrying to get at. | 'What
will be done to prevent them frem goipg on and ralsing the
price of the bread on the plea that we hitve ralsed the price
amemmmormmmmummmt
loaf has mot yet retermed? There ought to Be something in
this bil? to prevent that, T8 there any way by which you cati

prevent those men from echarging more than' the bread I8
worth, In comparison with the price of whedt? ' ] )
Mr. HAUGEN. There fs nothing in this bl to do that, and
this committee has no. Jurlsdictlon over that phase of it. "We
have & law on the statute Hooks' In respect to at.nndtllthut
i necessary s to put In force the laws that we Iave.
Hr A‘BWEH.. Ghairmn ml!thmim yieway

The ge 42 of
anwtym&ewmhmm that the inerease
r capita for bread alone will be $2.50
for the people of the United States, and that menns §250,000,600
increase in the cost of living on account of the ralnlng of your

That is in the majority reperk
| ‘That ﬂlﬁepenlhumthnmomnfbtmd
a family consumes.

Mr. MCKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, will the gumannn yieIti?

Mr, HAUGEN. Yes. '

Mr. McKEOWN. . 'EI!he farmer ls mtz mpmﬂlble for the. hlgh
price of bread. i

Mr. HAUGEN. No he is not.

According to the tesﬂllonr primted in the mﬂm on' the
Bnndbns.d bill the valee of the ingredieats in & loaf 6f bread
that sells generally over the United States for 8 to 9§ cemts in
Inaves from, 14 to 16 ounces is the first consideration.  There is
about a cent and a half’'s worth of wheat in sach a loaf of
bread, when it is fall weight, and when the 'whent is eonverted
iate flour the cost of the flonr is in the peighborkood of 2 cents

when good grades of flour are used.

evidence of this, the United States Government is baﬂng
for the Amy and they repert the cost of all ingredients
im' & pound loaf of bread as low as a cent and three-quarters.
Sechbtead whehsmldhgthn&mttSmtsst.&rmy
camps and asm i iy

{The Shults Baking Go.. of New Yorl: dn!m h‘reaé i8 costing
them $0.0811 per pound, including all ingredients. This gives
you the cost of the Army bread and also tlm mst elaimed
by one of the largest bukers in the commtry. | |

. In the city of Washington bread is being aold br the Gurby
Bakewmmﬂawubwu&&wﬂwmndmuot the
same quality that they are selling wholesale the same bread at
the same time te retail merchants at 8 cents for a pound loaf.

With the cest of the materials in a loaf of bread established
by the above at from 2 to 8 ceuts for & pound loaf, and the
wholesale selling price gemerally ever the United States being
from 8 to 9 cents a loaf, it seems perfectly clear that the con-
sumers are entitied to !nllvehht. and that i8 the purpese of the
Federal bread nct.

mll(&-! BLACK of New Yerk. Mr. Ghairmam will the mtleman

Mr:: HAU’G%IN Yen. i s

Mr. BLACK of New York. | I aln anxious to be frlt-dly to:
this bill; as are a great many oty Members. The gemtleman
has stated that there is a surplos of certain commodities and
he has mot given any reason for the surplos. I hope the gen-
tleman will as he goes along. It strikes me that with the

Ez



9030

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

May 20

paternalistic effect that this bill will have on the eommodities
in which there is not a surplus there will be a tendency not to
create a diversification of crops with this legislation, but
rather a tendency to intensify production on those things of
which you have no surplus.

Mr. HAUGEN. 1If there is an increase in production, they
penalize themselves. The greater the surplus is the greater
will be the discount, of eourge, from the ratio price.

Mr. BLACK of New York. What is done in this bill :to
stimulate the diversifying of crops?

Mr. HAUGEN. There is nothing lhere to stimulate the diver-
gifying of erops. We had inflated prices during the war. That
did not increase production to any great extent. When you
bring the price of corn up, you bring up the price of oats
with it. When you bring up the price of wheat, the price of
rye rises with it, and one will be just as profitable as the other,
Here is your dairy business. Everybody says that there is a
great deal of money in the dairy business, It has been profit-
able. It is not profitable to-day. What has happened? The bot-
tom has fallen out of it. About a month ago butter was selling
above the ratio price, and the other day it was down to 856%
cents to 363 cents, say 86 cents, The ratio price was 45 cents.
The price of butter was 9 cents below the ratio price. What
does that mean to the farmer, 9 cents a pound on a price of
36 cents? That is 25 per cent. i

The farmer to-day tWould receive 25 per cent more for his
butter had the bill been in operation. One suggestion is to
take care of the wheat farmer; and that that is all that is
necessary. Oh, yes; they admit that all are sick; all of them
are going into bankmptx:y. They say to take care of the few
of them, that if you do take care of a few of them we will let
the others take care of themselves. I take it that it /is a gues-
tion of the survival of the fittest. What unpardonable sin has
the hog grower or the dalryman committed in this country?
Are they not entitled to the same consideration as the wheat
growers? The ratio price of hogs to-day is 80 per cent above
the current price, and it is only 50 per cent on wheat, and still
some say it is in the interest of the packers. No; it is not for
'l;lill‘i packers, and the packers do not want to come in under this

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. :

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota.
products.

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. :

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The bill refers to food prod-
uects of cattle, slieep, and swine. Is it the gentleman’s conten-
tion that the words * food products ™ do not lnclude milk, creum,
:md butter?

Mr. HAUGEN. We consider tllem food out in our country.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes; and pretty good food; but
I want to get the the gentleman’s idea as to whether or not this
bill would permit the corporation to fix the ratlo price on all
dalry products.

Mr. HAUGEN. If mllk and butter are food producta, they
are included in the bill. Some try to make out that they are

The gentleman refers to dairy

not.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. T want to get a little information
as to what you are going to do for the farmers. I have heard
what you are doing to the fellows in the city. ‘I see on page 19
you have changed the original provisions of this bill from re-
quiring the buyer either to provide the scrip or the equalization
fee, and you require the producer or the seller to pay the equal-
ization fee.

Mr. HAUGEN. That is‘all by 1'egulntion

Mr. SHALLENBERGER.
man if the ratlo price on wheat, say, 1s $1.50, and T come on
the market ‘and sell it and the equallzation fee is determined at
what—say 25 cents?

Mr, HAUGEN. You would not determine it at 25 because it
would searcely exceed over 10 or 12 cents. It might go to 15.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. When T sell the wheat for the

ratio price do you deduct the fee from the ratio pﬂce, and I

pay for it in that manner?

Mr. HAUGEN. If you sell the wleéat under this bill—say
they would most likely fix the equalization fee at 10 cents—the
price advances from $1.00 to' $1.59. The 10 cents paid in the
equalization fee would leave you $1.49 in cash instead of $1.09,
and at the end of the year if there is anything left of'the
equalization fee it would be proportioned out.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. " In fact, then, the seller does not
puy anything into the corporation directly?

Mr. HAUGEN, The grain buyer would collect it from the
producer.

I 'would like to ask' the gentle-

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. You do not require——

Mr., HAUGEN. One moment. It may be paid into the
equalizatien fund either by the producer or the purchaser of
the grain may deduet from the price and remit the equaliza-
tion fee to the corpordtion to be paid into the Treasury out of
which the operating expenseés and the lossés will be paid.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HAUGEN. I will

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Has the gentleman any calculation as to
the total value of the crops that are affected by the gentleman's
bill?

Mr, HAUGEN. Much has been mld about wheat. The yield
of wheat runs about 700,000,000 bushels a year, up to a billion
bushels. The average crop is about 750,000,000  bushels; for
the current year, 781,000,000 bushels, Well, assuming the erop
will be 750,000,000 and we will assume that there will be 150,-
000,000 bushels of surplus for export. Now, I know what the
gentleman has in mind. ;

I will tell you what is the matter: They are shipping wheat
through the United States in bond. And what are they doing?
They are bringing 'in, in bond, Canadian wheat exported from
our ports, or to be milled into flour and the flour to be exported
from our ports, and what they are doing is substituting Ameri-
can rye and exporting that instead of the good Canadian wheat
brought in; part is being exported as wheat and part as flour.
Every time they bring in 1,000 pounds of wheuat in' bond, and
while. in this country substitute 1,000 pounds of rye, which
they export either as wheat or flour, they rob our Government
of ‘the ‘duty which should properly be collected on the wheat
brought in, ‘besides it adds to our surplus, and if this bill
were in operation such a tmnsacﬂnn would add to the loss of
our surplus. Now

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. On that question T will tell you what
I have in mind. I know what the folks in the city I live in
are going to ask me. They are going to ask me what is it
going to cost us to help put the farmers on their feet, and I
have been trying to make a rough calculation of what it is
going to cost. If the total valoe of the products affected by
this bill are, let us say, $2,000,000,000—§3,000,000,000, 1. do not
know how much——

Mr. HAUGEN. The total value?

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Say $5,000,000,000 affected by this bill.

Mr, HAUGEN. No. '

Mr, JACOBSTEIN, Four billlon dollars.

Mr. HAUGEN. Wheat, about 750,000,000 bushels at §1 a
bushel, that would be $750,000,000. Oom 8,000,000,000 bushels
at 75 cents, would be $2,250,000,000,

Mr., JACOBSTEIN. But you. luue got eattle, flour, rice,
and all those things, Suppose it only aggregates $3,000,000,000%

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes; more than that.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. And to be conservative you are going
to raise the price about 20 per cent. Is that right? All right,
that means you are going to increase the value to almost—L am
not saying it is wrong or is not right—you are going to increase
the value of those crops $800,000,000.

So that we ought to tell the American people that we are
going to take out of the pockets of the consumers—I am not
saying that it should not be done—this $100,000,000 and turn it
over to the farmers in order to equalize prices. 1Is that right?
I want to be fair.

Mr. HAUGEN. T believe in being fair.

Mr, JACOBSTEIN. . For every dollar of value of crops we
buy we are going toitake 20 centd out of the pockets of ‘the
consumer and turn it over to'the farmer?

Mr. IFRHAR.  That is argument simply. What is the in-
crease for.the clothing and shoes and all the manufactured
articles that have a tariff to-day?

» Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I am asking the gentleman a pluin ques-
on.

Mr. HAUGEN You are fair and right. I admit all you say.
But how much do' we give the organized industries? Here are
the gstatistics. ' 'What is the purchagsing power of the farmer?
What is the price of commodities which thie farnier must buy
with his products? The value of his products is less than 50
per cent what it was a few years ago in its purchasing power.

Only a few years ago a thousand pounds of hogs would buy,
for instance, two corn planters. To-day it would require
1,000 pounds to buy one. A few years ago a thousand pounds
of hogs would buy a lumber wagon, and to-day it takes abouf
1,600 pounds fo buy a lumber wagon. A thousand pounds of
hogs would buy a wagon and a half a few years ago.

Now, as to farm labor, we used to pay $20 a month for'
labor., We pay $60 now. Where is the purchasing power of
the farmer? You can fear down the tariff laws and you can
open tlie gates now to immigration, and what will you accom-
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plish? Your immigration laws and your taziff laws and your
mhla‘?sd.wm be- hreught, down: te the level of compeﬁng conntries
a HT 1

Now, I, helieve in tk& mlicx of & protoctlve tariff, 1 he—
lieve in that. great and. caxdinal principle of the pe.rtx with
whichk I am, afiiliated. I believe in bullding -
up American industry that will benefit lehot and resnlt in. the
good of the eommon people. |

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Do you mgard thla bm as sn outmwth
of the tariff?

Mr. HAUGEN: I believe in the great nrindplm undeﬂy
ing the construction of our tariff laws. We may net agree
on that or om any other subjeet, but: this committee of which
I amn the ¢hairman has no jurisdietion over the tariff. 'We
did tbe best we could. The thought now is te equalize these
prices, and, as Mr. Wallace, who represented the American
Federation of Labor, stated before our committee, we appre-
ciate that it is geing te increase the prlee, but what is: that
to ns? We are willing to pay: it. It will increase the cost.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. About a billion dollarl ‘& year?

Mr. VESTAL. Mr: Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr.,, HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, Immukatndlscnlst.us
question withoot interruption.

Mr. BLACK of New York. ' Mr, Chalrman will the gonﬁemn
vield? Would the gentleman be willing te eall this an internal |
tariff for the proteetion of the Ameriean farmer? Woaould you
call it, that?

Mr. HAUGEN. .- No. Iwwldmmcallit&hﬂltﬂrthe
eqnal.lzation of prices. What I propose te do is to make the
taxiff absolute as to the farm produeis, as we do with other
produets; Y. 1

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Are you not going to tax the consamer?
The protective tariff has worked for imdustry, and because it
has not worked for agriculture yow mow hit mpon a seheme of
equalization, which will bring the prices of apicnltnm up?

Mr. HAUGEN. , Exaetly.

Mr, JACOBSTRIN. We have got to admit in that th.at we
are taxing the cousumen?

Mr. HAUGEN. Absolutely. But every tlme we pass a bi.l].
restricting immigration or a tapiff bill we gemerally add to the
Ccost..

Mr; JACOBSTEIN, How did it bappen that the mtectim
tariff which you fixed. which was wanted so. mneh for the
farmer, did not the farmer? , |

Mr. HAUGEN, , Generally it would protect, thn farmar, except
in case of a gurplus.  In that case the farmer takes the price
fixed on, the surplus., There is na way of getting away from it,
1 have voted for restricted immigration ang protective tariff
consistently. While  helieve in a protective tariff, I believe in
one that will result to the common good, of all the people of the
Nation. Hence I have always eontendsd that the farmers have
never been given, the full benefit, o£ om' tariff system.  Tarift
does pot always raise the price. , recently the
duty on wheat was raised 12 eents, a bushel thoprice of wheat |
went down 10 cents. The object of the bill is to make the tariff
appiieable to the farmer as effectively as to erganized industry,
to sell for domestie consumption at one price and for export nr
the, world price,, and at the end. of the opevating peziod to
praoportionately equalize prices. of the whole produet. | In other
words, to make it possible for the farmer to do as erganized
industry does.

Mr. KINDRED, Gulnghlckmtheqnuﬁmethwthllhﬂl
will. operate, a8 & councrete example and illustration of what
the gentleman has already said, as 1 understood it, abeut in-
creasing the price to the consumer of one-balf a cent an a loaf
of bread, is it not true that the retailer instead of charging
the necessary half cent will make it teo the ultimate consumer,
the small consumer, 1 cent or 2 cents more for each loaf of
bread?

Mr. HAUGEN. I will tell you this: You can double the prlee
of wheat and sell bread at the same price that it is now sold
for. There is another institution at the other end of the
A"enue that may give attention to that.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr., Chaizman, will the gentleman
permit another short question? ]
thm HAUGEN. Yes; but then I must declina to. yield fnr-
er.

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. Under the hill as first introduced
the 15 cents which was to be paid by way of equalization. for
possible loss was to be paid into the post omce by the buyer?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. i

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. When I sell my wheat 1. get $1.35,
.but I do mot pay 15 cents inte that fund, which ia to. aquallxe
this loss, Who pays that 15 eents under this bilk?

Mr, HAUGEN.: That is deducted frem the $1.60, and what-
ever is Jeft of the 15 cents iy returned propertionately at the
end of the eperating period.i [/

Mr. SHALLENBERGER.) But I dne not see where you get
that 35 cents that is in thel équalization fund. - _

+Mr. HAUGEN. You deduct'I5 cents from every bushel.

~Mr. SHALLENBERGER. ' But whe pays the 105 cents?

Mr, HAUGEN. The produeer pays it.  He pays it into the
treasury of the corporation, or the purchaser may deduct it
from the ratio ‘price and pay 1t into the treasury of the cor-
poration. The regulations may require the producer te pay the
egualization fee into the treasury of the corporatiom, er the
amount may be deducted from the ratio price and be pald inte
the treasury by the purchasger.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Then it is net collected from the
seller, but is collected when the produet is sold?

Mr. HAUGEN. Yes, indeed; on the first sale. ' New, my
friends, as X told you, I have no desire to tell a hardluek
story. It is a sure thing, my friends, that we know very little
abont what is going on in the country, and that we do not |
know all abeut the real conditions. The metropolitan press is |
not saying anything about the bank :hmnrw, and it is probably
proper that they donot. . '

According to the annual report of the Sucntu-y of Agricul-
tare for 1028— ' .

In 15 corm and wheat pxodnclng States 24§ pur cent of ownpers ol
farms were in fact bankrupt, practically one out ef every four bankrupt.

One million two hn,nd:e«_l thousand left the farm to better their finan-
clal conditions in 1922,

In New York slone, for the year ending Febrwary, 1823, 26,000
moved from the farms to the cities.

In Michigan, 10 per cent of the farms are vacant and 13. per cent
more are only partly worked.

According to the annual report of the Atftorney General on
bankrnptcy among farmers—

The number of Iowa farmers in bankruptey increaged from 60 in
1913 to 489 in 1928, Farmers/ percentage of alk cases in bankruptey
inereased from 16.8, per cent im 1918 to 52.B per cent im 1923. The
number of farmers in all cases in bankrapicy in all: the States in-
creased from 942 in 1ﬂawmmuuss,uhamot4mm

10 years. |

Mhlhmuin the uwsm hn nmnd:ba leaps  and
bounds.

Mr, McKEOWN, Wil tha gentleman

yield?

Mr. HAUGEN. I can not ylel'd. because I.wnnld be taking
time from other gentlemen. I do not want to be discourteous,
but I can net yleld and take time away from ether gentlemen.

I have no desire to sound a note of alarm. By nature I am
an optfmist. I prefer to look at the bright side of things ratber
than the dark side. I am aware that * knock and the world
knocks with you,™ but, as we know, in recent years we have
had an unusual flow of hard-luck talk about the depressed eon-
ditiens in agriculture. Muny weH-meaning people have been
most generous in' their utterances along that linme. Agitators

along various: lines, in their mad chase to further their inter-
ests and gratify their ambitions, have talked and talked,
knocked and knocked, alleging that al? their ills are the results
of unjust and discrhnlnstury' law. While T do not subscribe
to that, enfortumately as 'a result many have been led to be-
lieve that there is something radically wrong in our laws.

While hank fallures, farm-mortgage foreclosures, and bank-
ruptcy proceedings are very much In evidence everywhere,
while conditions are far from what one would desire, I do not
share in the contention that our trouhles are due to legislation
enacted, while practically every measure suggested having for
its object to better conditions Ims been enacted, netwithstand-
ing every effort should be made to rurther lmprove conditions,

especially agriculture, 4

All practically agree that 1 agriculture, our basic indus-
try, rests the whole s Qur experienee in recent years
seems to have demst:ated that with absolute finality—that
the stability, growth, and greatness of our Nation, yes, the
progress of prosperity and happlnau of our people, depend upon
the success of the, tillers of the soil,

As & elasg the farmer is the great comservative force of our
Nation. All wealth springs frem Mother Earth. It is the
faymer who produces new wesglth, He furpishes about 50 per
cent of our exports.. Our gold reserves or halance of trade is
dependent on the tillers; of fthe soil, 'Without his industry and
suceess gur gold. rwvo ud. m el trade weuld dwindle
info insignifieance. {it i
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About one-half of the American people live in rural districts;
of that number six and one-half million farmers employ a
like number of wage earners, which, together with the mem-
bers of their families make up a total of more than thirty-one
million tilling six and one-half million farms producing an-
nually from seven hundred million to ten humdred million
‘ bushels of wheat, from gix to seven billlon bushels of cereals,
- or, in other words, about one-third of the world's production of
‘wheat or cereals.

According to the figures furnished by the Depnrtment of
Agriculture we have:

Head of cattle___ 66, 801, 000
Head of swine. 65, 000, 000
Head of [ - 89, 861, 000

Twenty-four million six hundred and seventy-five thousand
milk cows giving more than 12,000,000,000 gallons of milk
annually, about 15,000,000 pounds of beef, veal, pork, and
mutton. The livestock on the farms on the 1st of January and
the 1918 crop was valued at $24,700,000,000, which in amount
was more than three times the then stock of money in the
United States, even after our paper mills and printing presses
had been running overtime turning out all kinds of money.
According to recent reports the estimated value of crops and
livestock have shrunk to about one-third.

It goes without saying that our export trade is dependent
upon the products of the farm. The farmer furnishes on an
average about one-half of our total export. One year as high
a8 84 per cent. It is clear without his industry and success
our balance of trade now in our favor would turn into an
adverse balance to be paid in gold.

"As a result our gold reserve would disappear. American
exchange, now at premium, will go below par and thus defiate
our currency and further deflate the purchasing power of agri-
cultural products.

One suggestion is to radpea.l our tariff laws and to lower the
American wage scale and high standard. of living to a world
level. =0 as to enable the American producer to compete with
the products of the world; to increase the export of the
produets of our American mills and factories and exchange
them for food. Yes; under such arrangement we might suc-
cead in doing that for a while, but only for a short time.

«Just' as sure as the sun riges in the east and 'sets in the
west, without prosperity in agriculture our factories and mille
and: our banks would crumble to pieces. Our railroads would
rust from idleness, our beéautiful towns, villages, and cities,
including our schoolhouses in the valleys and churches on the
hilltops, would to a large extent suffer. Our grand and glorious
Government, ifs splendid and magnificent institotions, wounld
materially suffer.” Much of our productive farms, producing
bread in gquantities sufficient to gatisfy not only 112,000,000 of
our own people hut m‘llltons in far lands, would return to un-
produetivity.

The product of the farm 18, food. Food, supplies fuel and
energy;: yes, life! The recent war demonstrated the value of
food. No matter how strong and courageous the young man
may be he can not long fight or endure without food. What is
true of & human is true of a nation. You recall that during the
war the munition trains and passenger traing were sidetracked,
and the traing carrying pork and flour and every train car-
rying food was given right of way. Why? Because it car-
ried food, the most esgential ald to the men and women at the
front in winning the war! The war was not won because of
our munition factories and automobile -factories, but more
becnuse of our hread baskets, our supplies of food, which made
it posaible for our brave and heroic men and women to earry
the war to a successful eomclusion.

You recall that only a few years ago our factorles and mills
were running on part time with about 35 per cent production.
As u result, 6,000,000 men were walking the streets, and that
without creating a national disturbance; disturbances here and
there, but not to the extent of a natlonal calamity.

‘What twould happen with a failure of crop, or only a 35 per
cent production? It would create not only a national calamity
but a condition of great alarm throughout the world. Millions
and millions of our people would starve. Not only that, but
the farmers' purchasing power, about 35 per cent of the total
purchaging power, would naturally be cut in the same pro-
portion. As g result, millions of wage earners would again be
without a job, factories and mills would crumble,

Thus I might go on, but I believe this sufficient to indicate the
importance of our basic industry—agriculture—its success and
prosperity. If my contention is well taken, if the tiller of the
soil 1s entitled to a consideration, they. are entitfled to more
thun flattery, to more than party-platform promises, to more

than promises made by self-professed friends of the farmer who'
work in and out of season to defeat every measure having for'
its object the Improvement of agricultural conditions, No, my
friends, glittering generalities, unfulfilled promises, and legisla-
tion to extend credit, which will ruon him more into debt, to cre-
ate a féw goft berths in the public erib, or legislation to extract
large sums of money from the Treasury afford no relief to the
farmer. He is entitled to something more substantial in order
that prosperity may again be restored to agriculiure.

I thank you. [Applause.]

Mr. LOZIER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield just
for a question? I

Mr. HAUGEN. Certainly; I will be glad to yield.

Mr. LOZIER. I am sympnthetic with your argument and
commend you for its fairness. I8 it not true that the agricul-
tural distress which is prevailing throughout the United States
is being reflected in the commercial and industrial centers to
snch an extent that in 1921 and 1922 the amount of new capital
invested in corporations or chartered companies was $11,000,-
000,000 less than in 1919 and 1920, and the total bank clearings
in 1921 and 1922 were $98,000,000,000 less than in 1919 and 1920,
and is not this distress ultimately going to be felt more keenly
in the industrial and commercial centers of the Natlon?

Mr. HAUGEN. I believe it is felt right now. He is entitled
to a square deal and equalization in prices, to restore the pur-
chaging power of his products to a level with that of other
products, so as to give him more money with which to pay his
debts rather than to run him into debt.. The purchasing power
of the American farmer must be restored. This will be done if
the Members from the East or the Members from the South will
Jjoin with the Members from the Middle West and Northwest—
who are unanimously for this bill—and pass this bill, frequently
referred to as the ‘“ Merry-Haugen bill."” [Applause.]

Mr, LINTHIOUM. Mr, Chairman, I make the point there is
1o quorum present.

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, if I may, I would like to yield
three minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Cragur].
Will the gentleman from Maryland withhold his point of order
for three minutes?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes; I will.

Mr. CLAGUE. Mr. Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, persons whose self-interest is advertently affected by
any legislative enactment or proposed enactment readily find
the weaknesges in any bill proposed in Congress. ' Against no
bill have more bitter objections been made than at the McNary-
Hangen bill. The Committee on Agriculture of this body has
devoted nearly four months of earnest study to the question
of sgricultural relief. It has heard dozens of reasons, both for
and against the several measures which it has under considera-
tion, and especially this one. ' Many hundreds of pages of testi-
mony have been taken, thousands of petitions have been- re-
ceived, practically all In favor of the bill, and at the conclusion
of ull of this ‘study of the problem ounr committee by a’
favorable vote ' of ‘14 to 6 hus brought in the measure now
before us.

In my judgment no measure has ever been considered nt its
character as'to which more things can be said on the favorable
side with ‘full truth. Some of the opponents of the bill, par-
ticularly in the grain trade, have unfortunately stooped to '
vitnperation and abuse instead of to argument. “At'the outset "
of thig debate it is my desire to bring before Members of the
House a brief discussion of 'some'of the opposing assertions
that are most frequently heard. Directly or in substance those
who opnose the bill have reasons of self-interest, or who mis-
understand it, or who houestly hold political and governmental
views with which the hill conflicts have said that the bill is
oné or all of the following'

1. Unworkable.

2. Unsound.

3. Uneconomie.

4. Unconstitutional.

5. Un-Ameriean.

6. Unnatural.

1 will briefly discuss the thought as I understand it and
the argument answering these challenges.

(1) Opponents of the bill say it will ‘increase production but
is unworkable. How can it prmluce results and be nnwork-
able at the same time?

(a) Can a man buy thmgn !f he has money to pay for them? '
Certainly.

(b) Can o man sell things that others want if he is willing
to sell them at the market price? Of course he can:

{e) Oan you hire someone to do a service for you, Tike mill-
ing wheat or slaughtering hogs, if you have the raw produect
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and are willing to buy the services, especially when both the
millers and packers lave ample capacity and would kill the
same hogs and mill the same wheat if there were no Mchary-
Haugen law? TUndoubtedly you can.

(d) Can the agencies that sell abroad now, sell abroad next
veur? Of course they can and the corporation will compensate
them for their services, It does not put them out of business,

(¢) Can the corporation with the powers given it collect |

feen? The other branches of the Government do this now in

millions of cases. Undoubtedly :this creature of government:

can do it, too, |

(f) Can the Government refund moneys if it collects too
much? Tt does it now by the millions of dollars. The co-
operatives do it by distrlbuting thelr patronage dlvidends
Priviate corporations do 'it.

(g) Can the Government regulate imports? Of course It
can and does and has from the beginning of the Nation.
Opponents  speak of bootlegging in the case of hogs., Inas-
much as 275 firms kill 656 per cent of all American livestock,
andl these are already under Federal supervision, enforce-
ment will not be so difficult as some would have you be-
lieve. The true reason for the ‘opposition to the Dbill is not
tlmt it will not work—it is that it will.

2) TIs the bill unsound? I say it is sound public policy. It
iz always sound for government to do for the ecitizen things
required by the public welfare that the citizen ean not do
for himself. We are confronted with a condition in our na-
tional 1ife due ta the farm crisis—and not a theory. Is!it
sound to restore farming to a sound basis?  Is It sound to
arrange a solution that' will save our export trade in farm
products? Agriculture . contributed nearly $2,000,000,000 in
1923 to the exports of $4,000,000,000 from the United States.
1s it sound fo bring this new wealth into the United States?
Of course it is.. It is one of the factors, and a large one,
that has made our Nation in less than 150 years the greatest
Nation in the world. Starving out farmers will not be of
service to the Nation. The bill in effect organizes American
agriculture in the only way it can be done fully to handle its
export surpluses. The Webb-Pomerene and. Edge laws were
passed to help industry and do the same things in prineiple.

(3) Is the proposal uneconomic? If saving the business well-
being of: 35,000,000 of our people—yes; otherwise—no. - As
stated above, agriculture contributes $2,000,000,000 to our
$4,000,000,000 worth of yearly exports. It is good business to
keep this market. Good business is sound economies, It takes
the dear old law of supply and demand and make it work for
us and not ruin us—just as we harness the mountain stre *m
and control the law of gravity in its operation to do good -
stead of harm. The bill reduces avallable supply and this 1-
crenses the price. It uses what we have for the greatest go d
of all the people. This is tlie soundest of economics.

(4) Is it unconstitutional? Only the Supreme Court can finally
decide that question, but good donstitutional lawyers pussed

on this, and they all say that it is not. The brief submitted with |
the report of the Committee on Agriculture to the House of,

Itepresentatives sustains every constitutional point. The un-
constitntionality emoke screen is n mere attempt to klll the bill
by those who fenr their self-interest may suffer,

(5) Is it un-American? Only if a squarve deal'ls, Industry,
labor, transportation, and finance are all in many senses special

benéficiaries of existing législation.' The tarmer supplies the

food and is entitled tp a seat at the table.

() Is it unnatural?® If is just 4= unnatural as the tariff that
we have had over 100 years. It is no more unnatural than anti-
toxin for diphtheria or insulin for dinbeted. The trouble is not
a broken leg; it is a disordered system that is not functioning
right. The remedy prescribed by the hill was not prepared by
quacks and politicians but by those who for mauy years have
bheen and now are the farmerf-. ablest nd\isers and his true
frienfds,

It has bheen stated that the bill will—

1. Increase the cost of lving.

2. Result in overproduction.

3. Produce a business panie,

4. Destroy the agricultural cooperarive association.

5. Invite retaliation by foreign countries. '

Q.

iy

Necessitate helping other industries—for instance, like mr»

and straw hats.
There is not time to analyze more than a few of the all
dire calamities (7) that will happen if ('ongress passes this b_l]I.

IT WILL INCREASE THE COST OF L!W'ﬂl

This is not a necessary corollary. Since ‘1918 ‘wheat has
dropped over 50.per cent in price in Minueapolis, but the Fed-
eral Trade Commission reports that bread there has come
down only 2 per cent., If cutting the price of wheat from over

two. to about one dollar per bushel has reduced the bread
price only 2 per cent, it is certain that adding 50 cents to the
wheat price need not add much to the price of bread. .

When pork was 8 cents a pound in 1913, ham was 27 cents
per pound. Later pork went to the sky but did not stay long.
When it got back to 8 cents, ham was still 48 cents,

There is plenty of slack to be taken up.

If 50 cents s added to the 600,000,000 bushels of wheat used
at home, it means $300,000 to be provided from somewhere.
Much of it can be gottén by taking up slack between producer
and consumer, ‘'But if none of it can, it only adds about $2.60
per head per year to living costs of all the people, including
the farmer. Aside from this there is no reason in justice or
economles why consumers should get foodstuffs at less than the
cost of production—to the ruin of Amerlcan farming. Hconomic
Jjustice calls for an even shdaring of the burdens as between all
classes of the people. i

An Important fact commonly overlooked is that the usnal
solution of *“let the situation cure itself” means elevating
prices—that is, raising cost of living—by cutting down produc-
tion until such a real scarcity occurs that prices will be forced
up to & point that will encourage farmers to keep on produc-
ing. Why destroy hundreds of thousands of farm homes to get
u result that can be had without such a cruel remedy? The
American Federation of Labor recognized the situation and
sent a representative before the House Committee on Agricul-
ture to fayor the McNary-Haugen bill.

IT WILL CIUSEI GREAT OVERPRODUCTION

‘This again does not follow. To begin with, there has been
no serious overproduction. Nor ig there now. Our wheat price
is above the world price, and our hog price about at pre-war
level. The trouble is that it takes about one and one-half times
a8 many bushels of wheat, and almost twice as many pounds
of pork to buy things as it took before the war. What we seek
is to restore reasonable price relations. The patient has not a
broken leg; he has rheumatism due to toxemia from infected
tonsils. He does not need his leg amputated ; he needs to have
his tonsils—the export surplus—removed. The farmer will not
overproduce grossly, because—

1. The export losses are assessed back on him.

2. The ratio price will not be high enough to give him great
encouragement, Wheat above $2 for over three years hereto-
faore brought a peak production of only 968,000,000 bushels; why
should $1.50 be so enormously stimulating?

3. Increasing yleld per acre is expensive and the farmer has
no money fo apply to this purpose—i. e., for fertilizers, new
machinery, and more work stock.

4, Farmers and farmers’' sons have been driven to town so
that farms are running shorthanded. Besides farm wages are
100 per cent above pre-war.

5. Fertllity has been progressively depleted and there are no
new lands of attractive quality left in the United States.

6. With hogs and wheat both put on a ratio basis there will
be little or no motive to devote corn land to wheat or vice versa.

T. It will take a period of years to turn the tide that is now
running away from the farm back toward it. Indications right
now are for a wheat crop under 760,000,000 bushels. And
finally,

8. Why should people get so “ het up” if the farmer should
try to get himself out of the hole he has been put in by trying
to produce in order to pay his debts?

The United States’ Chamber of Commerce magazine, The
Nation's Business, talks about farm “bunk,”  This is the
stufl’ the chamber and others are handing to the farmer; not
what he is demanding shall be created for him, namely, a busi-
ness agency to put him on an equality with commerce, industry,
and labor, which are cared for by existing laws.

IT WILL DESTROY [COOPERATIVE ORGANIBATIONS

That is what the enemies of the bill say. Most of them are
also enemies of cooperation. Some among the latter, however,
see the sltuation more clearly. These are members of the old-
line grain trade. They say it will effectuate nation-wide co-
operation at one stroke. What hundreds of organizations and
thousandg of individual cooeperators think is shown by the fol-
lowing quotation from a telegram to the President:

On behalf of 16,000 members of the North Dakota Wheat Growers’
Association ‘we strongly urge the passage of the MeNary-Haugen bill
in preference to all other farm relief measures introduced in Congress,
We are convinced that this is the only measure that will glve immedi-
ate relief. * * *  Farmers of the United States wlll not be satis-
fied with rellef measnres other than this.

This sounds almost like & group of industrialists or buslness
or labor representatives demanding something they want, like
tarifl protection. The orthodox economists tell us how bad
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the tariff is for them, but it beats all how they have thriven

on nverlﬂOyemortt. mblnwmnothmtheeoopenﬁm-

A gpecial pmﬂsiou in the: bil} requires this.

1T WILL ‘DES‘I‘EO! D‘Ul msnr WONDBEFUT | mURI n.umw m
| GENERAL DISTRIBUTION

No one can tell ‘fully what, effect the hill will have on fuo-
ture trading It will reduce hazards and finctuations—effects
agreed by almost all as desfrable. It will probably redtce the
volume of futures, but it will not destroy the system,
the effect on the spot grain trade, note this. quotaﬂon Irom
a Jetter from a grain man of lifelong experience: .

Ibdknmbmmdwmhmcuullytomwt'mpntm.

grain and: stock raiser and with no barm fo the present, dealers im
the commodities affected. *.. %, *  When you brush aside all the
faelish arguments the grain lm-lnd millers advance agninst the bill
you expose the fact that they are afraid their. business is going to
be hurt, and while they profesa an intercst In the farmers' welfare
that dinterest is lest sight ot it they fear their owna interests arve
threatened.

Preminent millers and’ grain men in many parts of the
counntry share and have e:l:presaed a‘lmi!ar views to thuae quoted
above
PASSAGE OF THE BILL WILL INVITE mu.urmn BY FORRIGK COUNTRIES

We gell our pork produets to nations. that are ahwtofpro-
ducing their own needs. The same is troe of our wheat and
flour. The corporation will sell at world prices. Just why
will importing nations object to recelving things they need
and want? ' 'The talk about Gumplng and reprisals s based
on misrepresentation or on misunderstanding of the legisia-
tion. . Qur crops are now dumped. ‘Under the McNary-Haugen
bill ‘they will be marketed in an orderly way through present
channels mmder direction of a central supervisory organization.
Now, the weight of our whole wheat crop bears on the world
market ; undér the McNary-Haugen plan only the export sur-
plus wl‘[l 80 bear down on the world price.

As far as retaliation is concerned, look what has ever been
said about our tariff laws and what in recemt years has been
gaid of our immigration laws. It is time, aoyway, we eon-
sidered our own im ‘a8 other nations do—trust them to
look out for themselves,

Time forbids attempting to (iscuss wore of the objections
that are raised to the bill. One nationally kmown economist
objects because successful operation of ‘the plan will defer
free trade 50 years more. 'Think of using the distressed and
econiomically defenseless farmer as the fulerum for the cruel
lever that shall overturn protectlon of American’ indutry and
labor.

Genuine friends of the farmer should rather concern them-
selves with whether the bill will produce the resulis that are
claimed for it. I have already indicated briefly fhe funda-
mental features as to its workability In my remarks,
quently I hope to develop this theme to show that the
absolutely workable and will preduce the results. This the
minerity of the commiitee in its report said:

When this bill takes effect as to wheat, the price of 81 wheat wm
necdessarily rise to ever $1.50.

This will cure the officious pﬂce disparity betwven wheat
and the commodities the farmer must buy ; the same effect will
be ohserved as to hogs and their products when they@re brought
under the effect of this bfll, 'Phis bill' is the only plan that
seeks farm troubles where they exist and attempts to cure them
where they are found. ''[Applause.]

Mr. LINTHIOUM. Mr. Speaker, I ‘make the point of mo
quornm,

Mr. ASWELL. Under the disposition of the time, Mr. Chair-
man, 1 ask that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Verar] be
permitted to speak.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Wil the gentleman from Maryland
withheld his point a moment?

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes. !

M‘r LONGWORTH. May!mgmtmthegmﬂmnthut.
under the rule, there is required a recess at 8 o'clock. If the
gentleman should persist in his point and a call of the House
came, that would take until a quarter of six, which would
leave 15 minutes. Does not the gentleman think, under those
circumstances, nothing weuld be accomplished?

Mr. LINTHICUM. I will say to the gentleman from Ohio
I think this is a very important bill and I think the Members
ought to be here to listen to the discussion, I make the point
of po quorum,.

m .

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr: Chairman, anether roll call would con-
sume time 'almost up to & o'clock amd, under the rule, we

‘| reeess at’'that time. I move that the cemmittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Aceordingly the committee rose; andtheﬂpeakerhuﬁngre—
sumed the ehair, Mr. SANDERS ozlndlua. Chairman of the Com-
mittee -of the Whole House on the 'state of the Unien, re-
ported that that eommittee had had under considerution the
bill (H. R. 9033) deelaring an emergency in respect of certain
agricultural commodities, to promote equality between agri-
cultural commodities and other commodities, and for other pur-
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon.

ENBOLLED BILIL, BIGNED

Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Commitiee on Enrolled Dills,
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill
of 'the following title, when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 8905, An aect to authorize the gettlement of the indebt~

edness of the Kingdom of Hungary to the United States of
America.

-ENROLLED BILLS PRSI'B'EHTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL

Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that this day they had presemted to the President of
the United States, for his approval, the following bills:

H. R.2685. An get granting the consent of Congress to the
city of Chicago to consiruct a bridge across the Calumet River
in the vicinity of One hundred and thirty-fourth Street, in the
city of Chicago, county of Cook, State of Illinois;

H. R. 2408. An aet for the relief of theJlast Laklave Trans-
portation Co. (Lid.), owner ; A. Pieard & Co., owner of carge;
and George H. Corkum, Leopold 8, Conrad, Wilson Zinck, Free-
man Beck, Bidney Enickle, and Norman H. LeQay, crew, of the
schooner Con Rein, sunk by United Btates submarine K—j:

H. R.1629. An act authorizing the removal of the restrictions
from 40 weaottheluotment odlmneJact. a Seneca Indian,
and for other purposes;

H. R.837. An act to exempt from taxation certain praperty
of ‘the Daunghters of the American Bevo!ut!on 4in ‘Washington,
D. Gt

H.R. 604 An act to amend an aet entitled *“ An act for the
retief of the Saginaw, Swan COreek, and Black River Band of
Chlppewa Indians in the State of Michigan, and for other pur-
poses,™ approved June 25, 1910;

H. R. 2881, An act to mmpmsate three Comanehe Indians of
the Kiowa Reservation;

. R. 2887. An act to ‘authorize the extcmston of the period of
restriction against alienation on the homestead allotments made
to members of the Kansas or Kaw Tr!be of Indians in Okla-
homa ;

H. R.3183. An act for the relief of Rush O, Fellows; -

. HL.11.3800. An act to cancel an allotment of land made to
Mary Crane or Ho-tab-kah-win-kaw, a deceased Indian, em-
bracing Jand within the Winnebago Indian Reservation in
Nebraska ;

| L. R. 8900: An act to cancel two allotments made to Richard
Bell, deccased, embracing land within the Round Valley In-
dian Reservation in California;

H. R, 4122, An&cttoamendansctentitled“uacttom-
vive, with amendments, an act to incerporate the Medical Society
of the District of Columbia,” a ved July 7, 1838, as amended ;

H. R. 4200. An act to provide for the cleaning of the exte-
rior of the pest-office bullding at Cincianati, Obio;

H. R. 4462, An act to amend an act entitled “Anatt anthor-

n the. payment of the Choctaw and Chickasaw. town-slie

. and for other purposes”;

B.B.muaetmthadxtngextenﬂomotumforthe
payment of purchase money due under certain homestead
entries and Government land purchases within the Fort Ber-
thold Indian Reservation, N. Dak. ;

H. R. 4647. An act for the relief of the Underwood Type-
writer Co. and Frank P. Trott;

H. R. 5808. An act for the relief of Edward T. Williams;

H. R. 6012. An act to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of
Claims to ascertain the cost to the Southern Paeifie Co., a
corporation, and the amounts expended by it from Dewmber
1, 1906, to November 30, 1907, in closing and controlling the
bmk in the Colorado Biver‘ n.nd to render judgment therefor,
ad ' herein provided;

H. R. 6059, An act authorizing the conveyance to the clt:.' of
Washington, Mo., of 10 feet of the Federal building site in
sald city for the extenston of the existing public alley through

the entire block from Oak to Lafayetfe Btreets;



1924

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

9035

H. R. 6208. An act to authorize the leasing for oll and gas
mining purposes of unallotted lands on Indian reservations
affected by the proviso to section 3 of the act of February
28, 1801

H. R. 6810. An act granting the consent of Congreds to the
Millersburg & Liverpool Bridge Corporation and its successors
'lJo mng,tmct a bridge across the Susquehanna River at Millers-

urg, Pa.;

H. R. 7918. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in
any claims which the Creek Indians may have agalnst the
United States, and for other purposes;

H. R. 7063. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State of Illinois and the State of Iowa, or either of them, to
construct a bridge across the Mississippi River connecting the
county of Carroll, Il1l., and the county of Jackson, Towa;

H. R.7846. An act to extend the time for the construction of
a hridge across the North Branch of the Susquehanna River
from the city of Wilkes-Barre to the borough of Dorranceton, Pa. ;

H. R. 8229. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
city of 8t. Paul, Minn., to'construet a bridge across the Missis-
sippi River; and

H. R. 8304, An act granting the consent of Congress to the
city of Chicago to construct a bridge across the Calumet
River at or near One hundredth Street, in the city of Chicago,
county of Cook, State of Illinois.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to
Mr. GraHAM of Illlnoi.s indefinitely, on account of illness in
his family.
SPEAEKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER. The Chair designates to preside this even-

ing the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DicKINBON].
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. JAMES. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of a tariff on
copper.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none,

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing a

statement compiled by Mr. F. N, Stacey, formerly a statistician.

in the Census Bureau, commenting upon the provisions of the
MeNary-Haugen bill.
Mr. TINCHER. I object.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous

consent to extend my remarks in the REcomp on the Federal

Constitution, including two brief papers.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [Affter a pause.] The

Chalr hears none. [
TITE M’NARY-HAUGEN BILL

Mr. LILLY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, the
MeceNary-Haugen bill is intended to, and will, in my opinion,
benefit agricultural interests to a certain extent. - While it will
not give all the relief needed and deserved, yet it seems to me
that the friend of the farmer could not refuse to support the
bill. The farmer has suffered more severely during the past
three years than he has ever suffered during the history of this
Nation. He pays an enormous price for his necessities, and
le 18 compelled to sell his products, when he can find & market
at all, at a price far less than the cost of production. This bill
is the only measure that has been introduced and sufficiently
urged to bring about its eonsideration that tends in the least to
give the farmer relief.

Mr. Speaker, the farmer has been unfairly treated. The
Sixty-seventh and Sixty-eighth Congresses seemingly have
tried 'to legislate to benefit every class of industry with the
exception of the agricultural class, and unless we do something
for this class the result will be that the agricultural interests
will be reduced finally to such an extent that the Nation will
be in danger. We all know that agriculture is the backbone of
the entire Nation.

Who is to blame for the neglect and refusal to relieve the
farmer? The answer is, the people and party who have had
control of this Government since 1920. ' We are a productive
Nation, and we produce and are capable of producing agricul-
tural products far in excess of consumption. If agriculture is
to prosper, we must have a market not only at home but abroad ;
we must have transportation rates that are not excessive; we
must have commerce with other countries. You Republicans,
who have been in control of this Government, by your actions
have absolutely isolated us and deprived us of a foreign market,

You have stood idly by and allowed transportation rates to
be increased to such an extent that the shipment of farm
produce is almost out of the question. You have refused to
join the League of Nations or adopt any similar policy that
will glve us foreign trade; instead, you have enacted the iniqui-
tous Fordney-McCumber tqriit bill for the benefit of special
interests, and other nations seeing these policies have retalinted
by passing tariff laws which practically prevent the sale of our
products in those countries.

I want to impress upon you that the farmer has had his
eyes opened. He knows how he has been treated; he is hold-
ing us responsible for his losses and for the bank failures in
the agricultural distriets which have exceeded anything of the
kind In the history of the country. It is time that we also
wake up to a sense of our duty and give the interests of the
farmers some consideration and progressive legislation; and
this Nation had better adopt, and that just as soon as possible,
some adequate foreign policy.

As I said in the beginning, this bill does not provide all the
relief the farmer should have; it is not permanent, but since it
is the only measure allowed to be reported we should vote for
this bill without political prejudice.

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, under the privilege of extending
my remarks on the McNary-Haugen bill, I desire to insert the
following letters, written by myself.

The first letter is to the editor of the St. Louis Globe-Demo-
crat in reply to an article which appeared in that paper written
by Hon. Hexry T, RAINEY, |

The second letter is to the editor of the Boonville Advertiser,
answering an article written by C. F. Kelley, a miller, which
appeared in that paper in opposition to the McNary-Haugen
bill. My reply was made at the suggestion of the editor, so
that the farmers of that lécality mlght have opportunity to
hear both sides of the question.

To the EpiTom sr. Louls GLOBE DEMOCRAT,
Bt. Lowis, Mo.:

The ﬂon HeNeY T. RAINeY, Member of Congress from the twentieth
district of Dlinols, is a very distinguished Member of that body. His
service extends over a perlod of about 20 years. I have great regard
for him personally and great admiration for his ability as a legislator.
In a recent dispateh from Washington he is made to appear as answer-
ing a speech made by me. on the McNary-Haugen bill. Ilaving been
placed in this attitude I feel that I should briefly make reply to Mr,
Rainey’'s statement, I am a member of the Committee on Agriculture,
which prepared and reported this bill.  'We have had it under considera-
tion for the past four months, during which time we bhave had almost
daily meetings upon it. I have attended all ef these sessions of the
committee, and I therefore belleve I can speak as one having knowledge
in regard to the provisions and objects of this important piece of pro-
posed legislation,

Mr. RAainmy is opposed to the enactment ot the McNary-Haugen bill,
He has made & number of speeches against it, and the article which
appeared in the Globe Democrat of May 13 s similar to others made by
him. 1t faect, Mr. BaiNgY bhps, probably without his own kunowledge,
furnished a great deal of material which had been used by the grain
exchanges and the grain speculators of Chicago in their fight agailnst
this measure. One of his speeches appears in full in a publication
issued by the graln dealers of Chicago.

In the article which appears in the Globe Democrat Mr. RAIXEY says :

® “If I could make myself believe that the McNury-Haugen bill -
would accomplish what its proponents claim for it, I would be
shouting for it from the housetops.”

It thercfore behooves me to convert him if it is pogsihie for me to
do so. I want to call his attention’ to the primary object of this
legislation. The corporation created by this act will first ascertain
the amount of the export surplus of the basic agricultural product and
then it will go into the market and purchase at the ratio price that
amount. The t g0 purchased will be expdérted, not necessarily
all at once, but if it be wheat or other nonperishable products it may
be stored and held awaiting such time as the corporation may obtain a
satisfactory price for it abroad. Thus the corporation will diminish
the available domestic supply, By this process the price of the remain-
ing product will be ralsed, and if there were no other provisions in the
bill the very fact that the gurplus would be exported would have a
very strong influence in brin about an increase in the price of the
product remaining in the domestic market. If Mr. RAiNeY doubts the
fact that a diminishing supply increases prices, he doubts the operation
of the law of supply and demand. I want to illustrate how this
operates, and herewith give you some figures:

Sheep : Head
1910 52, 60O, 000
1920, 45, 000, 000

Reduction 17, 500, 000
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Value: .
920 &395,000
inm -, 232, 000; 000
Difterence. 168, 900, 000

In other words, in spite of & redoction or 1~rmm head. t.henuu
of the United smummneamooom ¢
Tuke cotton ay another mumﬁu ‘of the fact that & reduced supply

increases prices.

Cotton : Bales
1914 : 16, 600, 400
1923_. i A A | 10,:000,000,

Difference o ! 8, 000, 000

Value, December 1 haxla i
1923 81. 563, 000,
1914 . 549 000

Difference | 1y Otd, 000, 000

Despite the fact that we had a crop or_n.ooum 'bales move ln 1914
than ih 1023 the value of the crep In 1914 was more tham a billian less,
Bo that no matter how it may be hreught abets, if the supply! is
reduced prices will be increased.  'This same condition may be illus-
trated by taking ather crops., Take .otltou. for. .tmntmee. fd

Potatoes : nushda
v 199 | o 468 58, 000, 000
1923 : : r u:,mmo
Difference L sl 41, 000, 000

But the crop, with 41,000,000 bushels lm in 1923 m worth
§$76,000,000 more than the Jarger crop of 1922, M, mrmz bave
1o doubt as to the efficlency of reduction of aupply based upon exporta-
tlon producing the desired result p‘l.a.dm fa.rmlns on an equality
with trade, Industry, and Iabor., He says: {

#\ great many farm organisations are vtgorouat: opposllg thp.

' McNary-Haugen bilL" :

Beores and scores of farm orgnnlsuﬂmu have p-aﬂt!:med our com-
mittee and the Senate committes te’' pmse this leglslation, and se far
as I know only one or two have opposed 1t. One of these was the
Oklahoma Wheat Growers’  Assoclation, whieh fitat opposed it and
later advised the committee of (the Eouse that fully 90 per cemt of
its members had merlﬂ their 'position, 'emd that they had at fArst

1 4t b of tation as to the purpose and effect
otthtm Notmmmhmmmhupmﬂmu
unanimously  indorsed this bitl, bmt it has alse been imdorsed by men
who have had years of expérience In the marketing of farm products.
Managers snd officers of marketing 'associations who bave handled
as high =s $2,000,000 ‘worth of livestedk in & single year, and many
miilion: dollars’ worth of ‘wheat and other grain have mhﬂm our
committes and indorsed thé McNary-Haugea bill.: {2g

My, RAINSY ways the directors of the ecérporation are given most
unnsuhl powers, As 'a matter of faet the powers conferred are alomost
identically the same as these conferred upon most any private ¢or~

' porstiom engaged ia similar metivithes. In some respects tle powers
of the Agricultural Export 'Cerporatien are less than those of private
corporations. 'The ecorporstion ereated wnder this aet 18 denled the
right to eonstruct, purchase, ar to own processing facllities, such as
packing houses, mills, elevateors, 'wiardhouses, etc.' We have en-
deavored 'in this act to give' the -eorporation ull the powers neces-
pary in order that it may femetion properly ; to do nuwrwm ml:l he
to make it Inefficlent and unsuccessful. -

Mr. RAINEY'S gtatement-— 0 i I i 1

* No man can hasard a mntohwmm mp]oyeea wilea

needed "—
18 an Intimation that a very large number of employees will be neces-
gary, ‘whereas it 15 a fact that'this Bl will mot requiré *an army of
Government officiuls " to enfores it. The bill specifically ‘vequires that

the ‘corporation shall wse the existing' agemcies, and glves It ample

power ‘to contract ‘with the present agencles—millers, elevators, pack
ing ' plants, etc. In' these contrascts ‘provisien will be made to
compensuate these ‘agencles for services 'which' they: my 'pender i the
corporation in helping to put th!s tuw into effect,

Mr, RAINEY says:

“'May 1 wopggest the '!oﬂuwlng ll!ultfathn‘ There 18, let w8
siy, n washerwoman who 'lves In mr mnrtu of 'a city, whe'
has raised a'pig” & =

He uses over T00 words in describing what would 'happen to ‘this
woman if the MeNary-Haugen bill Is passed and ghe decides to sell her
plg. 1 want to say frankly that if all the things set forth fn Mr.
HAINBY’S 1llustration of the washerwoman and her pig were trie there
48 not A man on the Agriculture Committee who would be In favor of
the enactment of this leglslation, There ia nothing in the proposed’
Jegielation that warrants the statements made In this illustration.
T caw tell you in a very few wordes what would happen to this woman
it the McNary-Haugen bill were passed. If her pig welghed 200 pounds
when the butcher came to buy it she would receive for it at least $8
more than she would receive for It undegr the existing conditions. The

tarlit lnw rwas passed.

butcher wonld pay her the ratfo price for the pig, less the equalization
fee. Bhe weuld not have to make any report ef it, but, of ecourse, the
buteher would have to make a report of the transaction when he made
his report to the corporation or its agent at the end of the menth.

- The ratio prices and the equalisatiom fees upon basic agricultural
preduets are reguired to be published in the terminal markets, and, of
course, they will be published in every market paper, in the clty press,
in the loeal county papers, and will be known far and wide thronghout:
the country. The ratip prices do mot change oftemer than onee & month
and may not change that often, while the agqualization fees are fixed
anmnally. Let me say right here that it is through the payment of the.
equalization fees that the farmers of the country will pay the losies
and the expenses of thls corporatiom, and when the five-year pertod of
emergency ends the $200,000,000 furnisked by the Government as the
capital stock of the corporation will be returned to the Tmuw of the,
United States witheuwt the loss of a single dollgr, Sy

An connection with this umwarranted illustration of the mun and
her pig I wang to call the attention of Mr, RaIN®Y to the fact that dn
the casg, of livestock there are 257 firms, {u the United States that kill
65 per eent of the mest annually compumed in the United States. These
firms are already ander Pederal mhtlcm of the uen.t—mq:ectlm law.
I believe that so far as it relates to meat not less than 95 per cent of
the total volume of business will bo brought under. the operatiem of this
law. Bmall isterfarm . transactlons between farmers will not come
under the provisions of this act.

Mr. RAINEY objects to the Govermment :nhz 1m budm I would
like to avold that, if possible, I would not for a moment be in favor
of this ‘_leglslntion or in favor of pntﬁng‘the Government Into business
It there weee uny otlier meand wheveby ''{mmediate rellef eould be
brought 'to the fa¥mers of the coumtry. Agricoltural conditiond are
critical ; relief must come, and come at onee, But the Goveérriment
has already gone Into business. ' It -wemt into business when the first
It went into business when the flrst tmmigra-
tion law was passed, beeamse it decreased the supply of laber. It
went into business when the Adamson law and the Cummins-Rsch law
were passed, It took the first step to go into business the other day
when the ‘House' passed, with only éne of ‘two votes against it, a bill
cbentltrg ' éorporation with = eapital stock of ‘5,000,000 to operute
certain boatg on certain streams. There is only one Industry in the
TUnited Biates for whose benefit 'the Goverament has mot’ yet gome into
business, and that is our greatest lndustryﬂugrieultne—msﬂttﬂn-g
abodt onesthird bf ‘the people of ‘Ameriea. ' 'We propose by ‘thig bill to
g6 info bnsinesd in 1ts behalt. Through Teghlative enattment we have
lielped every induvatry ih'Amerlen except this sne great ‘bl!ﬂ’c 1hdush-y-—-
agrteulture. 'Now 18 our time to help it

Mr. RAINEY says the packers are not fighting £hid bill. In' Hhis Mr.
RAINEY is mistaken, The packers are fighting t‘t ‘and o ‘are those who
handle 'the '‘farmer's products after they *lenw the farm-—the miller,
the elevator man, the grotn trade, the packer, and the exporter. T do
not mean to say that all of these ‘oppose this bilY, Bt as & role all of
thove who do oppose it belong to 'dre or the dther of theéseé classes. |

Mr, RAINEY says that a representative of the packers Yrely the bill,
1 do not agree with Mr. RAINEY in this statement. However, whoever
may bave prepared the hill sa erigisally introduced, it was, taken up
and rewritten. from beginning te end by the Cammiftee on Agriculture.
For weeks and weeks we worked upon this messure, meeting every day.
We teak it mp not ealy by paragraphs but live by line.  'We went over
it mgain and. again. We bad foar different primts made of the bill,
something very amusual, end something which has never beforg beem
done hy our eomraittee, ke hill we reported te the Hopse and asked
it to pass is the work of our cemunittee, and the statement of M.
RAINEY . that A mpmnutlu of & owlmr drew the bill is witheut
foundation. |

Me. Rasuy m.an a!tu:t up-un M, Clnrles J. Braad. It is mot
my pugpose to enter into this controversy—I1 am sure My, Brand. can
take care of himself. I do net think, however, it would he out of the
way; lnasmuch as Mr, Rainex’s article has been read by, tho people of
8t., Louls and wvicinity, to imsert Lere eopy, of a lefter miven to Mr.
Brand hy Hen, D, F. Housten, thea Secretary of Agriculture; whken he
resigned  from  public. service  some  yeaws ago. Mr, Houston was
formerly @ promineut and bighly respected citizen of 8t. Louls,  The
Jetter is a8 Follows : 4

“ Xou have been in charge of the omnimd marketing werk of
the department since its bhegluning in 1913,  Btarting | with a
modeit appropriation of $50,000, the Burean of Mnrkets this yenr

.'hag had a budget of approximately $4,500,000 aside from the ap-

propriation of $10,000,000 for the purchase and sale of mitrate of
| sedn, . Its activities. have been greatly extendied in- many directions

! and ‘it has. rendered increasingly valuable sarrin i ﬁhe Nation.

It &8 charged with the administration ef a of 4 tant

and diffieult laws. When you assumed your duties yon were faced
with a ploneer task. Where were them no marketing agencies
either in the Federal or Btate services solely designed to assist the
Natton In  the marketing and distribution jof farm  products.
These matters had received too little attention at the hands of
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institudions traiming men for national serviee, as well as at the
hands of Jlegislative badies. You were confronted with the duty
not only of marking eut in a definite way the paths of emdeaver,
but also of diseoverimg and, in & measure, of tralning the men for
the work. |

“ Throughout your period of serviee, both l.n peace and in war,
yon have discharged your task with remarksble abllity and pa-
triotie devetion.  Wishing yon the greatest success and m
in your undertakings, I am

# Cordizally yours, ¢
“D. F. HousToN, Seoretary.”

It may net be out of place for me to say that the $50,000 for the
Bureiau of Markets referred to In Becretary Houston's letter was se-
cured by me in 1913, by an amendment I made to the Agriculture
appropristion bill

These propositions, however, and others mentiened in Mr. Baryme’s
statement are beside the guestion so far as they relate to the pro-
vislong of the MeNary-Haugen bill i

Mr, RAINEY calls attention to the fact of the difficulfy that will
confront the corporation in the bandling of meat products. No one
denles that so far as it relates to the meat the McNary-Haugen bill

will be difficult to administer and yet these difficulties can be overcome,
When the President appolnts the members of the beard ef directors
of the corporation, they will meet and organize, and prepare to put
the act into effect. One of the first things they will do before any.
emergency is declared to exist, om either wheat or meat products, will
be to arrive at a harmonious understanding with
the handiers of other commodities to the end tbat these agencies may
conduct their operations with safety and outlive such contracts and
agreements as will fnsure the hearty cooperation between them and
the corporation in the administration of the law.

Mr. RAINEY criticizes the Committee on, Agriculture by, lnforenca
for giving careful consideration to this . to_which it: has de-
voted almost dafly sessions for about thiee months. 1t Was. reponted
by the House miﬂaehyavoteatlitnsmdhad been ,pravi«uﬂa.
reported by, the Benate commitiee by a yotejof 10 to 2. He not .only
criticizes the Dbill, J.tﬂell'. "bllt he does not hesitate to criticize those,
who have given it profound stud.:r and cave. HRxtensive  hearinga were.
held and men were Invited from all parts of the ceuntry ;to come be-
fore our committee and were invited to criticise the bill md | to offer
suggestions in order to assist in perfecting it. hﬁmlxwd.tbh
blll s workable, although like every other big undentaking it will bave
its difficulties. , Mr. BAINEY, like one of the representatives of one of
the packers, whn appeared to oppoae this bill, expresses great sympathy
for the farmer, yet he criticizes we:r-hh}n.g that we propose mﬂ. he
has no camstructive measuve to offer in its piaee. .

, Bat, I must pot prolong this discussien. . Suflies is L:iot matom
t!mt through legislative enactment we have helped every imdustry
In America except the one great baslc industry—agriculture, More
than one-fourth of the people i America Mve upon the farms.  Théy
toil through all kinds of weather, both early and late, They seek no
eight-hour law. They depend for thelr success more than any other
industry known to man upon the elements. They plow, they plant,
they enltivate, and 1f the sun shines and the rain comes In due pro-
portion they harvest their crops. On the other hand, if perchance the
rain does not come, or if It comes in too great Aabundance, the rauu‘lt
of thelr labor is destroyed Dy a drought or by a flood. These are con-
ditlong that we can not regulate by legislation, but when the farmer
reaps an abundant harvest, and takes his products ta the market place,
we want him fo recelve a just and fair price for those products, This
:;nw‘hat We are trylng to do hy the passage of the McNary-Haugen

THoS. L. Rosey, M, C,,
Committee on Agriculture.

i

TO THE EWiTOR OF THE wm«wmu ADVERTISER
May 12, 1924,
Mr. Epsar . NuLsoN,
Editor the Boonvilie Advertiser, Boonville, Mo,

Dear M. NELBON: Im A recent issue of the Advertiser there ap-
peared @ letter from Mr. O. F. Kelly, a miller of your eity, eriticizing
the McNary-Haugen bill. ' T do wot know Mr. Kelly persenally, but T am
sure he is eme of your best and most ‘consclewtioud ettiszens, and it is not
oy perpose to enter into any contvoversy with him, Your paper has &
large circulition threugheut eentral Missouri, and I would like for fis
readlers to get the viewpoint of thie proponents of this pending legisla-
tion, hence this letter.

Mr. Kelly is opposed to the passege of the McNary-Haugen Bily, I
am not surprised that be is if he bases his ‘opinions wpon the Informa-
tion which he has obtained threugh the reading of g statement recently
given out by Julivs ®. Barnes, who is presidemt of the Chamber of
Comwerce’' of the VUunited States, and who is also oue of the largest
Amieriean ‘grain exporters.’ 1 take it that Mr. Keélly has' secured his
information from this source, because some of his language is almost
identical with the language set forth by Mr, Barnes in his statement.

millers, packers, and_

‘Mr. Barnes hag carrled on an astomishing amount of misrepresenta~
tion of the McNary-Haugen bill. He is opposcd to the passage of the
bill, as all other exporters are, because he belleves it will put them put
of business, In adyceating of the MecNary-Uaugen hill we are
not seeking to help the r—he does not meed any help. His
profits . run into millions and fons of dollars, and he needs no help
from any source. Bui we are secking to help the American farmer
and te bring the price he receives for his basie agricnltural products up
to the point where those products will have their pre-war purchasing
PewWer, 1

The McNary- Bx.ug‘en bill 15 &
ouf the length and breadth of

vocated by farm organizations through-
e country. It is eppesed by those who
handle the farmer's products r they leave the farm'—for instance,
the miller, the elevator man, packer, the exporter, and the specnla-
tor. I do rot mean to say by any means that all of these oppose thig
bill, but as a rule sll of those who do oppose it belong to one of these
classes.

These men have been m.dlng out propaganda to the millers and
elevator men and doing everything in their power to bring the MeNary-
Haugen bill jnto disrepute. They all say, as Mr, Kelly says, that
they favor steps to help qgrlpu!:blre, but they do not make any con-
structive suggestions as te how it may be done, Mr. Barnes, In his
statement has gone further tl:qn that—he has recommended diversifica-
tion, cooperative or ;. and he also says he believes in letfing
tha situation cure itsell. We all believe In diversification where con-
ditions warrant it, and we|are strongly in favor of cooperative
organizations, hut diwumcaﬁpn will not restore the purchasing power
of the farm crops.  How } diversifieation or cooperation help tha
farmer to get 1009 feet of lmher for $30, as he did in 18147 Now
he bas to pay $52 for it, Hoaw can they rettore the purchasing power
of the hog grower's dollar which is new only a little less than 60
cents of the pre-war value? {1 course this can be done by destroying
or putting out of business enough farmers of the country and reducing
production. , If one-half or one-third the farmers of America would
cease preduetion and eould ﬂ.nd other work to do the price of the farm
products would rise in value. | | At the same time we ‘would increase the
pumber of consumers, would |put the country in (A critieal situation,
and we would be confronted with the question ls to where we would
get suficient to feed and clothe our own people.

The MecNary-Haugen bill whs prepared after urafnl study by some
af the ablest men of the country. Mr, Kelly says that the bll] is
admittedly directed at wheat b:elusrvely iMhis Bifl 18 Intbnded to help
the hog Industry, which is in a worse condition than the wheat fn-
dustry, although it is intended to hélp both. The hog grower now pays
2,978 pounds fof a 22-7 g-rd!in drill that cost him only 1,471 pounds
in 1818, The wheat grower gives 208 bushels of whedat now for the
same drill which he bought for 132 bushels in 1918 In terms of
hogs the price of drifts has come wp ‘over ‘100’ 'per centi in terms
of wteaf it Hag 'geme up 86 \per cent. 'This tdtement shows beyond
gny @oubt that this mn.-mre‘ is not and ‘shonlld not be intended as ex-
clusively 'a- wheat measute, ' Mr. Kelly evidently getd his' fignres  froni
Mr. Barnes's statement, twt the figures aré Wwrong. ' Mr. Kelly's men-
tion of Pennsylvania yiel is leertninly wrong, and this same statement
was also made by Mr. Barnes. 'The average wheat yield for Pennsyl-
vanta 18 17.4 bushels per sere msm.a of 25, based on five-year average
1918-1993. The Pennsylvania farmer gets along beeause he is near the
market, in fact, the market ¥4 right under his nose.. He does met have
to ‘pay large freight rates td ‘get his products to market. 'However,
many of the farmers of Pennsylvania eame before oar eommitiee urging
the passage of the McNary-Haugen dill, On the other hand, some of
the westert wheat-growing Stutes have a relative high yleld. 'The five
year average for the State of Washington 18 22.6 bushels per acre, but
the Washington fm bas | more mqutty 11 getting his wheat to
mitrket.

Mr. Kelly states we shouMl improve agmal methods, and wé
all agree that farm methods should be improved, and we know that
the farmers, through eceperative organisations, are” doing mueh to
fmprove their ecomdttions, but there are some things over which the
farmer has no contrel. How ean he buy new machinery, fertilizers
#0 make bis sofl mere prodective, hire the mnecessary laber when
farm' Jabor §s 150 per cent higher than it was before the war, and
everything he buys bhas advanced that' much or mere, snd when
the farmer's prices for his mn'mltlu hn been moing Jower and
Tower all the time.

Of course the argmment ﬂ made by thouu oppesed to this legisla-
tion ‘that 1t is mnworkable! Mr, Kelly makes the wstatement that
unserupnious tactics ‘and’ illegal evasions will bring wunfair resunlts
to the honest farmer and the honest grain dealer, but' the fact
mugt not be overlooked that vidlstions lofig the linés mentioned in
bis letter will result in fines, and if persisted in, in fines and #m-
prisonment, or both, 'Scme years agoe when we padsed the first ine
come tax law the same argument was made that it wounld be ums
workable, that it could not be carried fnte effect, and while we all
know that there are vieldtions of the Income tax law, seme men
hide away thelr wealth, make false veturus, and seek to evade pay-
ment of their income taxel,, yet its administration has been fairly

S
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successful and billions of dollars have been collected in recent years
through the income tax law. J L

This bill does’ not require an army of Government officers. It
specifically requires that the corporation shall use the existing agencies
and facilities and gives ample power to contraet so that the present
agencies, millers, elevators, packing plants, ete., may be contracted
with and in these contracts they will be compensated for services
which they may render to the corporation in putting this law inte
effect.

I can not see why the miller should be opposed to this bill. If
he is an exporter the law protects him agalnst loss in his export
trade, If he manuofactures his flour and sells it in the domestic
market he will gell it for a higher price by reason of the increased
price of the grain which he uses. Just before the bill was reported
to the House I offered an amendment which was agreed to, which
gives the corporation authority, if it deems it advisable, to extend
the ratio price over a period instead of from month te month.
Under this amendment, during certain months of the year, the cor-
poration may fix the ratio price for a period of several months,
and this will be of great advantage to the miller, and many of them
have already expressed their approval of this change. In fact in the
preparation of this bill, while our main effort has been to help the
farmer, we have sought in every way to throw about it every safe-
guard that would protect the miller, the elevator men, packers, etc.,
from losses by reason of this legislation.

Recent figures from the Department of Agriculture indicate a
reduction in the wheat acreage of the country for the coming year.
It is believed that the reduction in acreage in 1924 over 1923 will
be at least 12 per cent, so that the estimate made by Mr. Barnes and
others In regard to the enormous amount of wheat that will have
to be exported is, beyong doubt, greatly exaggerated. In 1919, when
our crop was 968,000,000 bushels and the world price twice what it
is now, we exported only 214,000,000 bushels. At the wvery height
of the war in Europe, when its production was reduced to a mere
fraction of pre-war production, our greatest export in all time was
832,000,000 bushels. Those who assume that there will be a pos-
gible export of 320,000,000 bushels of wheat with Europe, in its
present condition, and with its destroyed purchasing power, are, it
seems to me, doing so for the sole purpose of endeavoring by such
meaus to defeat this legislation,

Mr. Kelly assumes the world market price, Chicago basis, to be 90
cents. He also assumes a 60-cent loss per bushel on an export of
320,000,000 bushels, These are imaginative export figures. If he
would divide that in half and assume B0 cents per bushel as the
difference between the domestle and foreign values he would be
more nearly correct.

Mr. Kelly also says that it is admitted that the expenses of the
corporation will be § cents per bushel. Who admits it? Certainly
not the proponents of the measure. It is believed that the cost of
the administration of this law will be between 1 cent and 2 cents per
bushel. It should be remembered and understood that this bill
specifically provides that the corporation, in the administration of
its affuirs, shall utilize existing agencies. . We do not want to put
the miller out of business, or the elevator man, or any other agency.
We want the corporation to earnestly cooperate with them, and
when that is done the cost of the administration will be comparatively
small, and when the perlod ends the miller and other agencles of the
country will not be injured, but can continue right on with their
business the same as if this period of Government aid and help had
not existed. The trouble with Mr, Kelly is that his figores are not
correct, and with these figures as a basls for conclusion that the
operation will be so expensive as to eat up all the increased price
brought about by reason of the ratio price is entirely erroneous.
It is idle to discuss figures, assuming such mistaken premises. Bome
one has said of Mr. Rarnes, that in his argument he is speaking for
Jullus Barnes, the grain exporter, and not for the American farmer.
+ 1 note what Mr. Kelly says in regard to the grain futures act, which
eurbs speculation. In this connection it will be interesting to note that
in a single year, 1921, on the Chicago Board of Trade alone about
12,000,000,000 bushels of wheat were traded In when only 45,000,000
bushels were recelved in Chicago. In other words, in a single year
between five or six times as much wheat were traded in in futures as
were actually delivered in Chicago in over 60 years. Bome of the very
best observers are certain, in so far as the grain futures act has had
any effect, it has headed off a short-selling campaign that the specula-
tors were afraid to put on that would have driven the price even lower
than it went,

The McNary-Haugen bill does not fix the price of wheat, but what
it does is to require the corporation to buy wheat at the various termi-
nal markets, or through agencles elsewhere, if necessary, at the ratio
price. The ratio price, when ascertained, will be published in all the
terminal markets. The farmer will know that there is an agency
which will buy his wheat at that price, less, of course, the cost of
transportation, loading, and other charges such as exist at the present

time, When the farmer knows this he can figure out about what he
ought to recelve for his wheat at the local market. He will also know
the equalization fee per bushel, which is the amount he must contribute
to make up for the loss and the expense of the commission, so that he
will know what his net price will be for every bushel of wheat he gells,

Many estimates have been made by the proponents of this measure
ag to the amount of losses of the corporation and the expenses of the
corporation, and taking wheat as an {llustration, the most conservative
estimate is around 15 cents per bushel, so that If the ratio price of
wheat is $1.62 per bushel at Chicago the farmer at Boonville will re-
ceive $1.4T7 per bushel, less, of course, the transportation charges be-
tween Boonville and Chicago, and these same charges he must now
pay under present conditions,

Very truly yours,
THos. L. Ruaey.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, no subject before Congress in
recent years has attracted such widespread attention and in-
terest as the question of farm relief now under consideration.
Few measures have affected so directly and so vitally the pros-
perity and well-being of the Nation, and certainly none have
been so earnestly advocated and so bitterly criticized as the
MeNary-Haugen bill, formulated by the Committee on Agricul-
ture and championed by the representatives of the farm organi-
zations as the most practicable solution of this perplexing
problem.

The bill has been the subject of exhaustive study and analy-
sis, For weeks a steady stream of letters, pamphlets, news-
paper articles, briefs, and monographs, from pen, typewriter,
press, and mimeograph have alternately urged its merits and
alleged its defects, and its critics and advocates include some
of the most noted economists in the country.

But one of the most valuable and practical contributions on
the subject yet submitted, one of those most frequently quoted,
and perhaps the most influential in its effect on the actual
drafting of the bill, is an open letter by Mr. Willlam Hirth,
editor of the Missourl Farmer. It is captioned “Agriculture is
dying,” and has been characterized on the floor of the House
as “ the best discussion of the situation of agriculture through-
out the United States.” L

Mr. Hirth is high in the national councils of agriculture and
is the founder of one of the foremost cooperative organizations
in America. He has made an exhaustive and intimate study of
farm economies and is recognized as an authority on the sub-

ect.

His letter has been so often quoted and there are so many
requests for copies of it that I ask unanimous consent to re-
print it in the Recorp as an extension of my remarks. The
letter follows:

(An open letter to Congressman CANNON from the publisher of The
: Missourli Farmer)
Hon, CLARENCE CANNON, ”
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear Mn. CANXox: As per my promise in Washiugton some daya
ago I herewith submit my views with reference to the McNary-Haugen
bill and why I think this measure should be enacted into law. And
first let me explain briefly what, as 1 understand if, this bill seeks to
accomplish :

First. It proposes to create a commission to be known as the United
SBtates Agricultural Export Commission, composed of the Becretary of
Agriculture, the Secrctary of the Treasury, the Becretnry of Commerce,
the chairman of the United States Tariff Commission, and three direc-
tors appointed by the President by and with the consent of the Senate,
1 believe a suggestion has also been made to provide an additlonal
advisory committee composed of one member from each of the different
Federal reserve districts, to serve without pay, except as to actual
traveling expenses. v

Becond, The intention is that the commission shall establish a fair
“ratlo price” between the great surplus commodities of the farm
{such as wheat, pork, beef, etc.) and the current all-commodities’ price
which iz commonly referred to as the " cost of living.” = Or, to put it
in a slmpler way, the functlon of the commission shall be to bring
the price of surplus farm products which during the last four years
have been selling on the basis of destructive low world price levels in
line with what the farmer has to pay for fairm implements, building
materials, clothing, dry goods, shoes, freight rates, etc. And in arriv-
ing at a fair * ratio price" pre-war conditlons are to be used as a
basis.

Third. To this end it is proposed that the commission shall have at
its disposal a fund of $200,000,000 with which to buy up the surplus
on such commodities as wheat, pork, and beef (and such other surplus
commodities as the commission may declde to ineclude in its opera-
tions) and, having removed such surplus as a factor in the home mar-
kets, to make the tariff 100 per cent effective with reference to the
various * ratio prices' agreed upon.
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Fourth, It is further intended that any loss sustained on the sale
of the various surplus: farm. commodities- shall be bornme by the furmer
and not by the Government, and to this end it 18 intended to fssue
“gerip,” which shall be equalized: at the end of the seasonal periods,
Thus: if the * ratio price” on No. 2 wheat is $1.50: per bushel, the
farmer would perhaps be paid $1.30 per bushel in cagh at the time of
delivery and 20 cents in * gerip "' ; and then when-the season’s business
on swheat is wound up .and when the commission is in position to: deter-
mine its expenses and loss om the surplus the farmer would receive
such- an additienal dividend as may be: dune him. Tha same rule will
apply to any other commodity included in the commission's operations,
and: thus the farmer will be assured of a fair price in the home mar-
kets leas his share of the loss on the surplus and his part of the
expense of conducting the commission.

Fifth. The act contemplates: that the commission: will arrive at a
harmoni understanding with millers, packers, and the handlers of
other commodities, to the end that such agencies may counduet their
operations with safety and understanding.

Sixth. The act is regarded purely: as an emergemcy measure, and is
under no cirecumstances to continue for a period of more than five
vears. And Iin the meantime it is predicated uwpon the assumption
that the farmers of the country shalll immediately begin the perfection
of conperative marketing agencles go they will be able to exercise in a
nation-wide sense the functioms of the commaa.hn at the end of the
emergency period.

Therefore, grouping the ‘above provisiong together, it may be said
that the one and enly purpose of the McNary-Haogen bill is to place
the farmer on an even footing with organized industry and labor and
to have the Government do for him in these premises what, in his
present unorganized comdition, he is not able to-do for himself!

18 THIS LEGISLATION NICBSBAR'!

No doubt the flrst question the average Member of Congress will
agk himself is, * Is this legislation necessary—is the condition of agri-
culture so desperate that Congress will be justified in a, tima of peace
in, taking & step ag far-reaching as the one contemplated. in this act?”
And as one whe is, as you know, quite intimately acquainted with
sgricyltural conditions not only in Missouri but in other of the great
Corn Belt States, my unequiveeal answer I8 that it is. In fact, I will
go, further and say. that American. agriculture is to-day facing the
greatest crisis. in its, history;; and even if the MeNary-Haugen biil is
passed,, thousands. of. farmers will be- sold: ont by the sberif and. huo-
dreds of country banks that are considered solvent to-day will; close
their deors; beforg ald can pessibly ceme from legislatipn or from- any
other souree,

And in saying this I need only point to the tomloﬂre sales on
farmg and the great number of banks that have gone upon: the:rocks
$n the great farming States during the last two years.. Herein
Missouri—one of the greatest agricultural States in. the Union—we
have thousands of farms that bave been abandoned during the last
thres years Lacamse their owners could not rent them, and thus despair-
ing of what thay idered a hopel and useless struggle they turned
them over to the mortgage holders and moved to some town or city in
the hope of getting held of some of the ' easy meney' whigh, hag
been wo plentiful in. these quarters since the time w.hm the: World Wu
reached its crest,

“'What is the troubla?’ you:ask. Fundamemtally, it is very simple.
When the World War came to an end, and when the frenzied: demand
for the surplus: foed. products- of this: country d, the Ameni
farmer was suddenly thrown back completely upon the world markets;
and thus for the last four years the price of American wheat, pork,
beef, and other guprplus farm products has been determined, not on
the basis of the American farmer's production costs, not on the basis
of our so-called American ‘‘lving standards,”’’ but purely on the
basis of the competitive value of these commodities: in Liverpeol and
in other world clearing ports where the peasant and peon farmers of
the four corners of the earth dump their yearly surplus, And these
worlit price levels govern not only with reference to our surplns but
they fix the price of these commodities in our home markets; r-1l thus
we have the remarkable situation where the daily wage of o brick-
layer or plasterer during 1923 equaled the value of an average acre of
wheat or of a 230-pound hog which it took seven months of the
farmer's care and feed to produce. Mind you, T' am not saying that
the bricklayer or plasterer should aceept less, for this precipitates a
question which 1 do not eare to diseuss at this time. I am merely
citing the cold facts as: they are and why thers is serious trouble out
at the * crossroads.”

On the other hand, while the comclusipn of the World War suddenly
threw the farmer back completely upon the world markets, both indus-
1iry and labor, which are powerfully organized, were able for the most
part' to “hold their first-line tremches”; and thuns to-day industry is
fighting. its Dbatties from behind the great' protecting walls of the
Fordney-MeCumber Act, while Ibor has not only held to most of the
advantages it obtaimed during the war but in the'nggregate I think ¥
am safe in saying that the Nation'’s pay rolls have been increased to

the extent of hundreds of millfons of doHgrs ¢ince the armistice was
signed, and this isw't taking into acconnt' the tightening ap of our
immigration laws. And' thus the American farmer' finds himself' be-
tween two fires: On the one hand, the selling price of his commodities
is determined by the peasant and peon farmers of the wide universe,
while on the other hand his lving and production costs-are determined
under the highest merchandise values, freight rates, and taxes ever
known in this country and under the highest wage scales that obtain
in any nation in the world. And thus, like a great ship, American
agriculture i being pounded to! pieces on the reefs of low world priece
levels; and in these premises one of t-ro things must happen: Rither
industry and labor will have fo reduce the cost of their wares and
service to the level of the mmier'a- living and production costs or, as
certain as the sor shines ubote, the destruction of agricnlture will
follow:
IS THIS MEASURE *“ WORKABLE ™

Already, as was to be expected, the critics of this bill say it iso't
“workable " for a thousand dl#erent reasons, more or less. But why
is it necessarily not a practical proposal?

When a governmental agency takes the surplus wheat, pork, or beef
out of the domestic markets snﬁd fixes a definite tariff which will pro-
tect these commodities agalnst the importation of cheaper gimilar com-
modities from the outside, th*n why will not such a tariff fix the
domestjc price? From time out of mind our great manufacturing en-
terprises that enjoy protection have charged & price within the United
Btates, up even with the tariff wall—and when the export prilee lost
them money they curtailed their output. But the farmer has newer
been able to * eollect the: tariff,” becnuse, unlike our great manufac-
turers, he iz not in position te concentrate his selling—he is not in
position to- separate these ef his commodities which are ed in
the domestiec markets as agrinst these which are éexperted, and there-
fore a tariff. on wheat or other surplus farm commeodities is as mean-
inglea to: him' under existing conditions as the nuymber of spets on the
sun. And under these circumstances the fixing of tariff duties on .
surplus farm commodities has leen nothing less thaw a ghastly political
Jolke. Nor {8 the farmer in: pesition to abandem the preduction of .a
surplus, as: are our great manufacturers, firgt, because droughts, floeds,
and insect pestilence may dissstrously affect his acre yields, while
disease may devastate his floeis and herds. Again, with no.organiza-
tion or cemtral directing foree, mbout all our 8,800,000 farmers can do
is ‘to use their own best tndl‘rhiunl judgment, whether with reference
to the production of grain or Mvestock.

But that a tariff can be made 100 per eent eMn when the surplus
of a glven farm: commodity is taken out of the domestic market, of
this there i® not the slightest question; and therefore we come back to
the proposition which I made before, namely, that under this bill the
Government wounld assist the farmer in: doing wht he is not now in
pesition to do for himself.

And; furthermore, the Goverpment can do- this without the losas of a
gingle penny. To ilustrate, let ts assume’ that the world price
level on' No. 2 wheat will be $1 per bushel f, 0. b, Chicago on July 15
of this year. Unless the MeNary-Hnugen bill or a ‘similer measure
is passed, this is all the wheat grower could hope to receive under
any circumstances. But if' the “ratio price” established by the pro-
posed” axport commigsion shonld say ‘that No. 2 wheat 1 worth $1.50
per bushel £. 0. b. Chicago, then tie farmer would receive this amount
less his proportionate loss on 'the exportable surplus and the expense
of 'the export corporation. To illustrate further; suppose we' produnce
800,000,000 bushels of wheat during 1924, and that 660,000,000 bushels
of this is required for home consumption, lu.v!ng 200,000,000 bushels
for export: next let us assume that the *“ratio price™ within the
United States is $1.50 per bushel while the world price is only $1
per bushel, thus representing a Yoss of $100,000,000 on the surplus,
and this loss charged up against the domestic price wonld mean a
reduction of' approximately 1T eents per buslel; next, in order to play
perfectly safe, lot us amsume that it will' cost 3' eents per bushel to
operate the commission, or a ‘total charge off of 20 cents per bushel,
which would still leave the wi!eat grower 30 cents per bushel * alead
of the hounds ' at tle end of‘ the equalization period as agalnst exist-
ing conditions.

And now here occurs the mbat serious difference of opinion I enter-
tain agalnst the McNary “Haugen DbIll; instead of attempting the
fssuance of “scrip " as a means of’ ﬁnnny clearing up the transaction I
would simply require the e!wqtors. mills, and grain buyers throughout
the country to keep a record of the amount and grade of wheat pur-
chased from each grower and/then as soon as the loss on the surplus
and the costs of operation hafd been ascertnined I would pay the bale
anece due in the form of a patronage dividend:

And while T am statiog my opinfon on this phase of the nmtter in
very general terms, I have no doubt that it could be worked ont—
and thus the final windup of the whole matter would be that the
farmer would receive: a “‘ratio price” based on the all-commodity
price, less his share of tire loks on ‘the surpltts' and costs of' operation
and the Government would mot have lost a cent in the transaction.
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Therefore why isn't the plan “ workable”? And why can not the
commission and the packers arrive at a similar arrangement on pork
and beef? And why can not the millers and packers of the country
adjust themselves to this kind of a program if they really have a
desire to do so? In the meantime, our choice lies between trying to
make the thing * workable,” or sending agriculture to certain destruc-
tlon. There is no other alternative!

Moreover, those who insist that this bill is not * workable™ ought
to get busy and bring forth some other measure that is, for certainly
agriculture has a right to expect something more than a mere ‘" dog
in the manger" attitude from them. If they think the farmer's
present cry for help is unwarranted—that actual conditions have
been overdrawn—then let them have the courage to say so frankly.
But if they do not desire to assume this attitude, if they do believe
that something needs to be done, then let us remember the old say-
ing that, “ where there's a will, there's a way!l"

The suggestion that the Government may under this bill invest
“ billions of dollars ™ In packing plants, warehouses, etc., is to me the
purest claptrap. My personal view is that the commission should
not invest a single dollar In such facilities and if there is any doubt
on this score as the act now stands it should be amended and made
“ foolproof " in this respect—for why acguire such facilities when
they are already in existence and wuen all that the owners have a
right to expect, is fair compensation for their use?

A8 TO ‘' PRICE FIXING "

I am perfectly aware that this measure is being assaclted on the
theory that it is “ price fixing"” and also that it seeks to '* defy the
law of supply and demand."” But when a great manufacturing in-
dustry demands a tariff which shuts out foreign competition and
when it then proceeds to collect a price in the home markets up even
with the tariff wall which surrounds it—often selling for less in the
forelgn markets—in Heaven's name, what is this but * price fixing™
and in sueh premises what becomes of the sacred law of supply and
demand ?

And lkewise when the great labor unions through their organizations
might demand and enforece the payment of stipulated wage scales,
again what is this but * price fixing "-—and what chance has the
farmer who stands at the end of the line to escape these superimposed
burdens which come down to him in the form of inflated prices for
farm implements, building materials, clothing, dry goods, shoes, trans-
portation rates, etc.? For he 18 the " Jomes” who * pays the
freight "—he is the fellow to whom everybody else * passes the buck ™
and who can not pass it on to anybody else,

Therefore what is the fairness of raising our hands in virtuous
horror at the idea of “ price fixing” ¥ What is the fairness of de-
livering profound platitudes about the law of supply and demand—a
sacred white ox that departed * to where the woodbine twineth™ for
lo, these many years? And when I say this I do not concede that the
McNary-Hangen bill I8 a * price-fixing” measure as that term Is
generally understood. On the contrary, it merely seeks to establish a
fair ! price ratio' between certain great basic surplus farm com-
modities and the current cost of living which forms the inevitable
basis of the farmer's productivn costs.

And again let mre say that I am not pronouncing an indictment in
these premises against the Fordney-McCumber Act nor against the
wage scales of organized labor, regardless of what my views eoncerning
them may be, were they under discussion on their merite. What T am
trying to do is to show that through the exactions of these forces the
farmer is confronted by a ** condition and not a theory "—that while
he himself is helplessly chained to the world-wide law of supply and
demand, there is no such animal, so far as Amerlcan industry and
laber are concerned—and there isn’'t an intelligent or [fair-minded
student of economie conditions In this country who doesn't know that
this is the simple truth.

As the sorely perplexed farmer realizes that the purchasing power
of his dollar (as expressed in the fruits of his toil) has been knocked
into a cocked hat, and when he thinks of the fact that 1t tukes $2
of his money to pay off an old debt, while industry and labor can still
retire their obligations on an even basle—in these circunmstances when
snpereritien]l gentlemen prattle about the law of supply and demand,
Jet them not belleve that they are fooling the farmer who knows per-
fectly well that he is getting the * hot end of the poker' and who is
pretty apt to demand an accounting from those who continue to make
him do it,

% WORKING ITSELF OUT *

This chatter that we should not seek to ' defy the law of supply
aud demaund ” comes chiefly from the boards of irade and certain big
grain exporters who pose as “ experts” in these premises. Of course,
the boards of trade don’t want dealing in futures interfered with, for
this is one of their chief sources of income.  And even so certain
eminent grain exporters don't want a commission to step in and per-
form functions which, under existing conditions, are a source of great
profit to thenr—but if the time has come when Congress must make a

choice between these gentlemen and the preservation of American
agriculture, should it find that choice very difficult?’

These same critics who prattle about the inviolabllity of the law ur
supply, and demand say that the farmer is the victim of *“natural
causes " and that *“ everything will come ont all right If we will only
be patient,” etc. And if Congress takes them at their word, it
will do so at the peril of the whole Nation. For where is there a
sane man who believes that either industiy er labor will or can submit
to a deflation during the next two or thres years that will bring them
down to a level with agriculture? And rensember this is the issue—
to assume that * everything will come out ail right for the farmer " is
predicated upon the idea that just as the peon and peasant farmers
of the wide universe are fixing the price of American farm products
at home and abroad, that in a llke manner the Amerlcan manufac-
turer and the American workingman will consent to get down on an
even basis of remuneration with the manufacturers and workingmen
of Germany, France, and England. And I belleve you will agree with
me that if such a suggestion were serlously made it would produce a
riot in industrial and labor cireles within 24 hours.

LIVING IN A FOOLS’ PARADISE

Bince the armistice was signed our cities have been living in a sort
of fools’ paradise—Iin other words, we have been speeding on the
“gas” that we inherited from the World War period, during which
time construction work of all kinds had largely ceased and also the
rolling stock of our great railroad systems was so nearly shot to pieces
that hundreds of millions of dollars had to be spent for its rehabilita-
tion—and this isn't saying anything about the enormvus amount of
other repair work that had to be dome. And thus things have been
going along as merrily as a marriage bell, and we have paid little
attention to the tragedy that is taking place out at the ' crossroads”
and which igs becoming more gerious with each passing day.

But during reeent months there has been a pefceptible slacking up
in business e¢ircles, and there is every indieation that we will soon
“catch up with the hounds,” if, in fact, we have not already done
so—and the reason is that the American farmer is out of the game,
as in truth he has been for the best part of the last four years. In
other words, he I8 out on a * buyers' strike,” not hecause he wants to
be—not because he doesn’t need billions of dollars’ worth of new
building materials, farm implements, fencing, etc., but beecause since
the deflation following the war struck him his one thought has been
to keep his farm from falling into the clutches of the sheriff, and
therefore interest and taxes have had his first consideration,

Of course, the passage of the MeNary-Haugen bill will somewhat
increase the cost of the commodities it touches, such as bread, pork,
beef, ete,, and yet if the handlers of these commodities do not use
this measure as a profitecring pretext, then that increase will not
amount to enough to seriously affect a single family in the country,
for our so-called *“ high cost of living" comes not from food costs
but from the output of our mills and factories.

In the meantime the fact that the American Federation of Lahor has
sent some of its leading representatives to the Agricultural Committees
to urge the passage of the MeNary-Haugen bill should be a tre-
mendous eye opener to every Member of Congress. And back of this
action are three exceedingly pertinent reasons—first, having compelled
the passage of the Adamson law during the war, labor knows that it
has greatly benefited by specific congressional action, and this isn’t
saying snything about the favors it expects to contlnue to receive
with reference to the matter of immigration; second, it knows that
it it expects to continue to enforce its present -execeedingly generouns
wage scales, that then the 40,000,000 people who reside on our farms
must be placed In position to once more become aggressive buyers of
merchandise ; and, lastly, it realizes that if farmers continne to flock
to our great industrial eenters by the tens of thousands that the soup
house will be the final answer and that thia time is not far away.

EMBARRASSING TO A DEMOCRAT

And now I have no doubt that the average Democratic Member of
Congress who is deeply grounded in the old idea of a * tariff for
revenue only ' will ind some difficulty in reconciling himself to a nreas-
uré which so strongly Invokes the principle of protection—but, like
the farmer, we are confronted by a “ condition and not a theory™
in these premises. In the past, or before the World War, no one he-
lieved more steadfastly in the historic position of our party on the
tariff than 1 did—and in proof of this I wrote from beginning to end
the last Democratic platform adopted in this State under the old
delegate convention system (in the latter part of the Folk adminis-
tration), and I doubt whether the party ever gave out an expression
in Missouri that contained a more deliberate arralgnment of the
protective system,

But the World War has changed many things, and even If Democrats
were in undisputed power in Congress to-day I doubt very much
whether we would have the hardihood to place the country upon a
purely * tariff for revenue only " basis—and I say this beca me with
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our inflated wage scales I seriously gquestion whether American in-
dustry is in position to hold its own against the low wage scales of
Germany, France, England, and other foreign countries at this time.
In other words, it is going to take time for both industry and labor
to get down off the high horses they are riding, even should they
honestly and earnestly strive to do so, and for the time being there-
fore it may be the part of practical wisdom to regard the Fordney-
McCumber Act as more or less of a necessary evil. And by this I
don't mean that it does not contain many iniquities which should be
eliminated at the first opportunity.

And this makes the sitnation from the farmer's standpoint appear
all the more alarming to me—the fact that if agriculture is to lve
the farmer must be provided with a dollar of as great purchasing
power as the dollar of industry and labor (which is the basis of his
preduction costs) and the deep-seated conviction that, econsidering
the manufacturing profit margins and wage scnles of Europe, Amer-
fean industry and Iabor will not and in faet ean not place themselves
on a level with our foreign competitors at this time. Therefore it
brings us back to the starting point-——namely, that if agriculture is
to be preserved, then either the price of farm ecommodities must be
raised or the wares and service of industry and labor must be brought
down to a level with them—and the latter hope seems to me an idle
dream for some years to come !

Therefore as a Democrat I would take the position that so long
a8 Industry and labor are beneéficlaries of the protective system, that
the farnrer is entitled to his share of the spolls—and I would demand
that if the Republicans think so, they make it more than an idle
farce—thnt having given the farmer a tariff, they make it possible
for him to collect it! And in these premises let me say that the
McNary-Haugen bill is the ' acid test,” it is the greatest challenge to
the sincerity of protectionjsts in the history of Congress!

AMERICAN AGRICULTURE I8 DYING

Never, in my humble opinion, has Congress been confronted (in
times of peace) with a question more profoundly grave than the
ane that is involved in the MeNary-Haogen Dbill.  If the measure is
defeated, thete will be no loud outery at the * crossroads "—for the
" crossroads " has long since grown accustomed to being told that
fts pleas are “ impractical ' for onc reason or another, and therefore
with stoical resignation it will nccept its fate, whatever it may be,
But in the meantime the sheriffs’ sales will multiply, country banks
by the hundreds during the next two or three years will close their
doors, and the steady stream from the farms ‘to the towns and eities
will continue—make no mistake ‘on this score, for the rising and
setting of the sun is not more certain!

And if Congress belipves that we can safely run the gantlet—If
our great captains of Industry and our eminent bankers think they
can keep our mills and factorles in full-time operation and that the
buying power of the 40,000,000 people who reside upon our farms is
no longer necessary to this end—if they believe that our rallroads ean
pay the present price of fuel, steel, and labor without hauling mer-
chandise out to the “ crossroads,” as well as grain and livestock away
from i{t—in short, if they belleve that agriculture has ceased to be
the great " basic industry" of the Nation and that it is mo longer
necessary in compelling favorable international trade balances, why,
then perhaps the fate of the McNary-Haugen bill ig of no great con-
sequence ! But let gentlemen make sure of their ground—Ilet them
be willing to nccept the consequences if they have guessed wrongly.

" And then there is another gide to it. During recent years the tend-
ency toward soclalism and radicallsm in our great centers of popu-
lation has grown apace, and it is from these realms whence comes ever-
more insistently the demand that the Government shall operate the
rgilroads and the coal mines and that the declsions of the Supreme

Court shall be subject to congressional review—and unless laughter |

and the joy of contentment is brought back to the * crossroads,” un-
less the deadly decay which is eating its way deeper and deeper into
the heart of American agriculture can be arrested in the not distant
future, then instead of our myriad farm homes continuing to be the
great bulwark against this ever-increasing tide of radicalism which
they have been through all the years of the past, let no one be sur-
‘prised if farmers shall be fi d in in ing bers among those
who are striving with might and main to destroy our venerable in-
stitutions of government which have made the history of the Re-
public as wonderful as an Arabian Night's dream. Under normal con-
ditions the farmer is a wholesome conservative, intensely proud of
his country, and a firm believer in individual effort and responsibility—
in fact the latter tendency is chiefly responsible for his present con-
dition of helplessness, But the farmer is also human, and as he con-
templates the contentment and comparative loxury of those who fix
his living and production costs and who geem to have no great difficulty
in obtaining the ear of Congreas, who will blame him If he voices the
pitiful plea of Shylock, " If you tickle us, do we not laugh? If you
prick us, do we not bleed?"

LXV—570

If the Republic of Washington and Lincoln is to remain anchored
to its moorings in the years to come—if the sinister prophecy of
Carlisle is not to be fulfilled—Iif in the future, as in the past, the
farmer {8 to remain a wholesome * balance of power,” who will say
“Hands off " to those who would destroy the glorious handiwork of
the fathers—then let Congress lose no time in directing its attention
to the tragedy that is taking pfhce out. at the * crossroads,” for, as
certaln as God reigns above, An;ler!can agriculture is dying!

CONGRESSMAN mmu’s OBJTECTIONS

The files of old Egypt were n;ot more numerous than the objections
raised against the McNary-Haugen bill by Congressman JHEeNry T.
RAINEY, of Illinois, In a letter to 8. H. Thompson, head of the Illinois
Agriculture Assoclation, and I shall therefore endeavor to answer only
the more pertinent ones:

No. 1 * Will not the ‘serip’ bring about an * expansion in our enr-
rency ' and increase opur ‘dmuhting medium without inecreasing our
gold base'?"

Answer. The *sgerip " should 'not affect our eirenlating medium in
the slightest degree, for in substance it is nothing more than a * dueé
bill " upon which a future dividend will be declared, and if there is any
doubt on this score because of the present wording of the bill, it should
be amendeéd. Surely it is not intended that the * serip " shall be * cir-
culating medium.”

‘No. 2. " Do you think farmers will be satisfled with * scﬂp 2

Answer, Well, in: view of the fact that they will be just that much
“.ahead of the hounds "—that the * scrip " or whatever is decided on
will pay them the difference between the “ratlo price' and the world
price, less the loss on the surplus and the commission's costs of opera-
tion—certainly they shouldn't rgise any “ kick " on this score,

No. 3. " Will it not make it necessary for the Government to slaugh-
ter food animals and to invest in packing plants, stockyards, ete,,
involving perhaps an * expenditure .of billions of dollars in railroad
switches, terminals, refrigerator cars, warehouses, etc., etc.'?"

Answer. No. Why should the commission invest a single dollar in
these facilitlies which are already in existence? All on earth the bill
seeks to do is to require existing agencles to operate under the “ ratio
price.”  If the intention was to have the Government finance such
facilities and to build up an enprmous pay roll, I would be agalnst it
unqualifiedly.

No. 4. “1Is it not time to keep the Government out of business as
much a8 possible?™

Answer. You bet your life; and whenever you take it “out of busi-
negs " In such premises as the Fordney-McCumber Act and with refer-
ence to tightening up the imrh!grntion lawu, then perhaps farmers
will not’ask for legislation like the McNary-Haugen Dbill. But since
this would be a horse of decidedly different color—since, In fact, Con-
gress could possibly not safely 'do this at this time—in these circum-
stances hasn't the farmer a right to expect the Government to “ go into
buginess ” as much for him as it already has for the other fellows?

No. 5. “ Do you not think that in the end the farmer will become the
greatest sufferer from its imposition, should it become a law?"

Answer, With the peasant and peon farmers of the world fixing his
prices at home and abroad, how can it make the farmer a worse * suf-
ferer ” than he already 18?7 And if a falr “ratlo price” iy enforced
in the home markets, as I have already sald, won't he be just that
much “ahead of the hounds™?

No. 6. As to Mr. RAINEY’S referenice to wool and cotton and how to
apply the “ratio price” to meat products and the eharge that it is
only intended to help the wheat grower, I have already covered these
points in my answer to Congressman ANDERSON’S' objectlons.

No.'T. *“Isn't it time to ask what benefits farmers have received
from the alleged remedl.u.l leslnlalion demanded by the farm organiza-
tions, ete.2”

‘Angwer. Well, the orgnnisatinnn have demanded very little specific
legislation, and about all Congress has done is to expand eredit faclli-
ties, and what the farmer wants and needs is not additional credit so
much as prices that will enable him to pay debis and to buy sorely
needed merchandise,

No. 8. “ Has the farmer benpﬁted by the protective tariff Congress
has given him on practically everything he produces?™

Angwer. Not so that you could notice it with an ordinary magnifying
glass. On a commodity like wool, of which we only produce about half
enough to supply our home needs, it * brings home the bacon,” while
on such surplus commodities as wheat it is a delusion and a enare ; and
all farmers, as well as most Members of Congress, know this.

No. 9. “1 notice hogs are golng up on the Chicago market. Is this
due to the protective tariff, innsmuch as there {s no protective tariff
on hogs?" |

Answer. No; the tariff has nothing to do with it. The heavy winter
rung are over, and most likely the packers are * stiffening " the market
g0 a8 to unload the hogs purchased at a low price and which are stored
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away in their coolers, at a good profit. This is one way the big paecker
has of cellecting a " ratlo price™ of his own

No. 10, “'Would #t not be advisable (for farmers) to advocate & re-
duection fir the tariff on all articles the farmer buys?"

Answer. Well, why not try it out on the dog? Why not put it up

| to the industries which anly a few sghort moons ago insisted that the
Fordney-MeCumber Act was the only thing that could save them from
destruction? Very lkely they would say that fo place them on the
world price level, along with Germany, France, England, and other for-
eign countries, that this would put them out of business—and mo doubt
, there would be much justice in this contention. But if this is true,
then how can Congress expect the farmer to exist on the world-price
lgvel and ecarry protected industry and organized labor ou lils back to
say nothing of enormously increased taxes?

No. 11. “ How will the ‘ ratio price’ be reflected back to tha farmer
Ithrouxh the lacal elevator?”

Answern., I would say that, the loeal elewaton would pay the ra.rmor
cash in hand such a part of the * ratio price” as weuld put the
commission safe on the loss om the exportable surplus and ite costs
of | operation, and .thean later on it could authorize the elevator
te pay the remaining dividend when the season’s business had been
‘mund up.

No. 12, " Is there any authority in, the bill by whiel tha mill.ew can
be 1ndemn{ﬂed againgt possible loss?"

Angwer, If the *“ratio price” i& applied to seasonal periods i.u the
Bome markets, it will ba a “ lead-pipe cinch' for the miller, for then
there will be no jon to “ hedge.’ ' As to export flour, this will
have ot be equilized oo the world-price basis, just as export wheat it-
gelf ; .and it won't muake sny difference to the commdssion or to the
tarmeru@theﬂommwﬂchthnmlmhyottenutntmm

No. 18. “ How many employees will there bef?'" . |

Answer, There ought net to be very many, if' the !ﬂr is applied 80
that existing private agencles can perform its functioms. |

No. 14. ‘“Can you point to sany method so fur adopted by this Gov-
ernment’ in the matter 'of eontromng food prices which h.us been uue—
cessful?

' 'Answer. You bet! During the ‘World War' the Government fixed
the price of whent at $2.26 f. o. b Chicago, and it held it there,
despite the fact ‘that the price in Turope was a8 high a§ 34.50 par
bushel, L

No. 15. “ Is it not true that the only way to mafntain & price i3 to
baye a buyer willing and able to take everrthjng offered at the price
specified?”

: A.n.swer. Dnder existing. cendlﬁnn: the American cqnaumer i3 melxls
tha farmer's food commodities on the basis of the werld-price lewel,
while in tumn the farmer's. living and productlon costs are determined
by our so-called “Amarican lyipg. standards,” which were created and

farmer has no choice, except to “ dance to the musle.” Aud under the
McNary-Haugen bill the gonsumex would have to “ dance to, the music "
also ; he would have to pay the * ratio price,” while the surplus would
uwtimw to bg dumped onto the world market. If the farmer has
mothing to say about the cost of merchandise, freight rates, ete., then
why should the consumer have any greafer immunity with reference to
the price of farm commedities? ~Why shonldn’'t he be fair, and who
has any right to assume that he doesn’ t want to be fair?

No. 16, “ What is a Member of c»nmh&owhwtvo asﬂeultural.
organisations—equally | lmportant and, eqnully hmaatnd-—:mh ab-

solutely different conclugionsg?"”

Answer. Except for some: of the mlhr 'unlts of the ‘wheat :mw-;

‘ars, thare 18 no appreciable disagreement over this matter—the Farmers’
Tnion and the American Farm Buredu Federatlon and other of the
leading farm organizations are for it—in fact never before have the
farm organizations been in as eoinplete agreement as they are in de-
manding the passage of this bill or a similsr one thnt will aetmnlllh
its' purpose.

No. 1T. “Weuld not the MeNary-Haungen bill put ‘the Federal Gov-
ernment actlvely into the graln business? "

Answer. The only difference between what the Government would
do for the farmer under this bill and what it has been doing for in-
dustry for years under the protective system is that it would make the
'tariff mean something for agriculture—after having given the farmer
a tariff it would help him to collect it and it would do this without
the loss of a penny! Therefore it 15 Just as falr to say that the Gov-
ernment goes into the steel business when it gives steel the benefit of a
tariff as that it is zoing into the graln business when It gives the wheat
growers the benefit of a tariff—except that under this set it will go
one step further and help the wheat grower to do what, in his present
unorganized condition, he is not able to do fo_r himself. Hence the real
question I8 not whether the Government should take this extra step
but whether the producers of wheut,
asslstance! If they do, then why should the Government hesitate t«
make this assistance effective?

pork, and beef really need this

Noi 18./* Dos yom mot; think the Russian experiment with itz dead
numbering over 7,000,000 ought to dissuade our people from proceeding
in that direction?™

Answer. Good Lord—If ‘it is Ralf as bad as this, by all means kill
the bill}

OBJECTIONS, OF MR, ROBERTS, VICE PRESIDENT NATIONAL CITY BANK, NEW
YORE CITY

In an able address delivered at the University of Ohio on February 6,
1924, My, Roberts made certain abservations which may come to the
attention of Memhars of Cengress, and therefora I offer the follow-
ing comment :

No. 1. Bpeaking agalust governmental ‘‘prlce fixing,” Mr. Roberts
ameng other things sald: " There is no remedy for the situation ex-
cept by reducing the produetion of wheat. Any form of Government
eid, such ag price fixing above the market, which has the effect of
inducing farmers: to continue wheat grewing om the present scale
would be a mistake, because wheat growing on this scale 18 not needed.”

Answer. The farmer isa't kicking om having to accept the world
price: en the yearly surplua of 150,000,000 or 200,000,000 bushels—
what he 18 sore about amd what he has a right to be sore about is
baving fo accept the world price on the 600,000,000 bushels that are
oedinarily wequired to supply bread for the ecomsumers of the United
Btates. And with the wuncertainty of acre ylelds because of flood,
drought, winter killing, and insect pestilence how is the farmer to plan
a ‘wheat crep that will exactly meet our national needs?

But remember thet under ' the McNary-Haugen bill the *“ratle
price™ will merely apply to domestle comsumption and from this
price will be deducted the loss on the surplus and the commission’s
costs of operation. ‘Pherefore the surplus is not an issue; the issue
is, Is the Amerlcan wheat grower emtitled to a falr price for the bread
he sypplies to American consumers?

Noy 2 :['he remedy s simply for some of them to stop growing
wheat and go into something else, or for them as a whole to scale
down the. production of wheat fo such an ‘extent as will bring the
situation back into balance,”

. Answer, With 6,500,000 farmers scattered between the two oceans
such teamwork would be, extremely difficult, considering the farmer's
present , unorganized, condltion, for unlike  the manufacturer the
farmer can not regulate bis production with exact precision, But for
argument's sake, let us assume that such regulation had been prae-
ticed with referenee to the 1924 crop and that we wonld preduce a
round 600,000,000 bushels, or just, enongh to supply our home de-
anands; if this were true, let us suppose next that the spokesmen
of the wheat growers would go to Congress snd say, ! You have ex-
tended protectiun to lnduw.'t and labor wifh a generoys hand, and

| turn about is falr play, therefore we ask, that you give us o tariff
which are being maintalned by orgapized industry and labor, and, the |

that will make No. 2 wheat sell at $1.76 per bushel f. . b, Chi-
cagp "—and. could, Congress consistently deny their plea and weuldn't
this be “ price ﬂxinz " with much greater vengeance than the MeNary-
Hapgen bill has in view? The point I want to driye home is that
if the wheat grower was in position to do what Mr. Roberts implies
be should do, then he would ask Comgress fo * delivexr"—to glve him
his “ pound of flesh,” and it cauld not gonsistently deny him! !
JBut because the farmer is helpless; becanse he js forced to come
to Cougress with a plea rather than a demand; this is why he is told
in, substanee, * We are sorry for yeu—we know you are in a mighty
tight place—but wae. can't do anything fer you."
+Adso it may: be said if Mr. Boberts's adviea i@ spund for the wheat
growaer; then tf must be equally sound; for the hog and caitle raisen,
dor the latter find themeelves in an even worse position ; and 1f these

4ens of thousands of farmers are to quit raising wheat, hogs, and

-cattle, then what ame they to de?  Would Mr. Roberta suggest that
they take te raising peamuts, onlens, . .and caulifiower? . Well,  these
thinga don't grow very well in the Corn Belt, and anyway the country
is; already surfeited with them. Far be it from me to hecoms
facations in these grave premises, and yet if omt of sheer desperation
these farmers go ta raising h—~—— instead, let Mr. Roberts and certain
gentlemen who dread the “ ides of November " not be surprised!  And
in thess premises I respeetfully remimd them on ome Maswus JonxNson!

No. 3. Y If the Government is to guarantee a price for wheat, the
natural question ' 1s—why mnot far copper, cotton goods, and every-
thing elsc 1

Answer. Well, if Mr. Roberts deesn't think as the song had it some
yeird back that * Everybody’s doing it,” let bim get hold of the
Fordney-MeCumber Aet and also take a squint at our immigration
mws—and lest but by no means least, let him contemplate the present
wage scales’ of organized Iabor.

No. 4. * One might think from much that is written on the subject
that there was danger of gemeral desertion of the farms unless artifieial
menns of some kind were adopted to improve the returns, ebc.”

Answer, And this is exactly what is taking place at this very mo-
ment, As I have said elsewhere, thousands of farms here fm Missourl
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have been deserted and thousands of others will be sold by the gheriff
before ald can possibly come. Therefore {f Mr. Roberts means that this
faet might eause him to view matters in a more serious light, his
change of front is in ordoer, -

No. 5. “The Government could not for long continue to buy and
store such ecmmodities upon terms tlmt would encourage thelr pro-
duetion above the rate of consumption.'

Answer. The farmer doesn't ask this. ATl the MeNary-Haugen bill
geeks to do Is to maintain a * ratio price ™ in the home markets, letting
the surplus bring what it will in the world markets, meanwhile charg-
ing the loss and costs of operation up against the sald * ratio price "—
and the only *buying and storing " the commission would have to do
would be through the process of getting the surplus out of the country
and in determining the amount of such surplus.

No. 6. “Finally, if the plan was workable at all, it would divide
society into warring factions, emphasizing conflicting interests in-
stead of mutual interests. It would be worse than socialism, for it
would be syndicalism, the end of individual liberty and of reward for
individual efliclency.”

Answer, If it is as bad as all this, then why doesn't the protective
system, which ean not be applled with scientific precislon or equity,
“divide society into warring factions"? And even so when through
organized actlon our bricklayers and plasterers demand and receive two
or three times as much per day as tens of thousands of school-teachers,
clerks, bookkeepers, etc., why doesn't this * divide society into warring
factions"? What eminent business men like Mr, Roberts and the Mem-
bers of Congress must do and do quickly is to get themselves ' located "
on agriculture: 1f it has ceased to be the Natlon's great * basic In-
dnstry "—if we ‘can afford to let it shift for itself and still keep our
inills and factories going and our rallroads running, why, then all right.

But let them make sure that they know what they are doing in these

premises |

ORJECTIONS OF MR. ANDERSON

I now propose to briefly answer the criticisms of Congressman SypNeY
AxmersoN, which have becn widely published :

First, Mr. ANDERSON says that the bill applies to flour, corn, cotton,
wool, swine, cattle, sheep, or any of the food products of these com-
modities, and then he doubts its practicability in these premises.

As to flour that is exported, undoubtedly the world price of wheat
will have to be taken into consideration in behalf of the miller—and
there is mo reason why the difference between the domestic and world
price can not be practically applied to export flour for the miller's
protection, A8 to wool, bhe 18 correct when he says that we are an
importing rather than an exporting Nation and this item should there-
fore be stricken from the bill, for the present wool tariff is 100 per
cent effective. As to cotton, the future alone can tell whether an emer-
gency should be declared with reference to it and therefore why not
let the future deeide? In any event, why not leave the door open if
the cotton grower should need assistance? Manifestly any bill of
this kind must apply to all the great staples of agriculture, should
they be menaced in the world markets. With reference to corm, I
am again inelined to agree with Mr. AnpERsoN not only because our

corn exports are negligible but alsa the price of hogs and cattle very
largely regulate the price of corn and would do so (in my opiniom).

almost absolutely under the operation of this measure. I do not, how-
ever, agree with him with reference to rye, oats, and barley, which
are merely incidental and related crops.

Mr. AxpERsSON mnext concludes that the bill is intended only to
pull the wheat grower out of the hole and that the inclusion of hogs
and cattle is for * political purpoges only "—and if I thought so I
would be against it. That ite application to hogs and cattle will be
more difficult than on wheat is undoubtedly true—and yet why should
a commission made up of the Secretaries of Agriculture, Commerce,
and of the Treasury, together with the other able gentlemen whom it
is assumed the President will- appoint—why ghould not such a com-
mission be able to reach a workable understanding with the meat
packers of the country that will preserve a “ ratio price” in these
premises? At least why not try? In any case, we can not make things
worse than they already are—for the farmer can not continue to sup-
ply the Nation's meat at a tremendous loss to himself, and therefore the
price must be raised by one means or another if the meat-producing
industry is to live!

Next, Mr, ANpEnsoN concludes that to establlsh a “ ratio price" be-
tween wheat (or any other farm commodity) and the all-commodity
price is a * fundamental weakness "—that the *“ appropriate price for
agricultural commodities depends upon economic factors, ete,” and
of course this is the well-known red herring about the law of supply
and demand—and the simple answer which I have already given is that
the farmer can mot continue to pay tribute to organized industry and
labor according to their standards of value and then permit the

peasant and peon farmers of the world to fix a price on the products
of his toil.

This is the foundation of th:ls and it ean not be waived aside
by producing a smoke screen of mere techniealities !

As to the charge tbat the operation of this measure will make the
all-commodities price go up, 1 do not think so tp any appreciable ex-
tent—first, because a fair “ ratio price” chiefly applied to wheat and
meats will not perceptibly Inérease the “ cost of living,” and, second,
the fact that prominent labor leaders are championing the MeNary-
Haugen bill without “ saving their exceptions" would indicate that
they are willing to “stand the raise”—that they prefer to see the
farmer get back in the buying g‘ame, rather than to welcome the coming
of soup houses,

As to his conclusion that a “rqtlo price ”” is *“ absolutely unsound ™
and “ unworkable,” why is this true? Has not the farmer the right
to receive a dollar for his toll of as great purchasing power as the
dollar of those who determine his production costs and whom he
therefore helps to sustain, and 18 not this the egnilibrium which the
“ratio price” seeks to emtablish? As to Mr. ANpEnSON’S suggestion
that the * ratio price "™ must be determined by anchoring it to cer-
tain great terminal markets, in |this he is, of course correct; but
why not assume that the commigsion and the handlers of the com-
modities in guestion will be able to arrive at a * workable " under-
standing in this respect? |

As to his statement that the fommission would have to ascertain
production “a year in advance,” this would not be possible nor
would it be necessary. WIith reference to wheat, once the crop is
made we will know measurably| where we stand, whether the ex-
portable surplus will be around 200,000,000 or 150,000,000 bushels;
therefore if the commission removes a safe quantity from the domestic
markets through export channels, why should it mot warehouse for
the time being a sufficient additional quantity until it knows where
it stands, and why should it not; through the aid of the great meat
packers, pursue the same tactics with reference to pork and Dleef?
1 do not pose as an authority inm these premises, but why assume in
advance that practical problems of marketing are impossible of solu-
tion? The statement that we have different grades of wheat, hogs,
and cattle Is of course true, but why should not the * ratio price”
be applied accordingly?

As to Mr. ANpErSON’S objectigns to the issuance of * serip,” this
1 have nlready covered elsewhere; As to his statement that the pur-
pose of the MeNary-Haugen bill|is as “ old as history itself™ this
also is partially true, and the rcason it Is. trne is because for many
years under the protective system the great industries of this country
have made the farmer stand for this principle whether he liked it
or mot, and even so our workingmen have been and are at this hour
protected agalnst the so-called ! pauper labor of Europe.” There-
fore, can anybody blame the mnner for alro hankering after a Httle of
the * pie™?

And, finally, his suggestion that it will lead to “ overproduction”;
in the first place every intelligent farmer will realize that this would
“kill the goose that lald the golden egg,’” and also the commission is
empowered to withdraw its support whenever the ménace of overpro-
duction becomes manifest with reference to any given commodity.
In the meantime, to oppose the bill on this score is & good deal
like advising a starving man against ‘eating on the thecry that he
might die of Indigestion !

Trusting that you will mnaldm' these views for what they may be
worth, I am, with best wishes,

Sincerely yours,

| Witciay HimtH,
Publisher Ti‘hc Missouri Farmer, Columbia, Mo,
RECESS

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker. I move that the House do now
recess until 8 o'clock.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 17
minutes p. m.) the House, in accordance with the order pre-
viously made, stood in recess until 8 o'clock p. m.

EVENING SHSSION

The recess having expired at 8 o’clock p. m., the House was
called to order by Mr. DickinsoN of Iowa, as Speaker pro
tempore, |

Mr. KINCHELOHE. Mr. Bpeaker I make the point that there
is no quorum present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from Kentucky
makes the point that there is no quorum present. Evidently
there is no quorum present. |

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr Speaker, I move a call of the
House.

The motion was agreed ln.
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The Doerkeeper elosed the doors and the Hergeant at Arms
was directed to bring in the absentees. The Clerk called the
roll, and the following Members failed toranswer to their names:

Aldrich Fenn Linebarger: | Bmtt
Andarson Fish Little Bears,, Nabr
Andrew Fisher McFadden Shreve.
Anthony Fleetwood McKenzie ons
Hacharaeh ! i'rear McLaughHin, Nebr, Bites
Bt-odar iredericks (3regor Bmithwick
Beg; Freeman MuacLaflerty nell
Be Frothingham adden Bnyder
B r falder " a
Bixler Gallivan pes Bpronl, ﬁl.
Black, Tex. QGarrett, Tenn Martin Hialker
Black, N. Y. Gurrett, Tex. Meud Hteagall
Pland Gasque Merritt Stedman
Bloom ¥ : haelson Stengle
Bodea Gibson iller, I11 Btevenson
Sowling Gifford Milligan Strong, Kang,
joylan atfl Mills e t:onx, Pa.
Brand, Ga. galdsborongh ne Bullivan
Dritten raham, Moore, 111 Bwoope
Browne, N. J Gral Iil Morin Tague
Brewne, Wis, Gireene, 8- udd Taylor, Celo.
rumm Griest Nelson, Wis, Temple
Thisaie frawes nar” Thoas R
e wes A
Tutler Hawley O'Brien Tillman
Byrnes, 8..C. Hayden 0'Connell, N, ¥, Tilson
Cable Hoch ©'Connor, N. ¥, Tinkham
Campbell l]ooker O’'Sullivan Ta
Carew ard, Oklp 1dfield. "I]J
Celler Hudt]leston liver, N. Y. nderhill
Chindblom Hm.ts;:zth ' Upshaw
Clark, Fla Hull, Tenn, Park, Gn Vare
Conuner: Hull. William E. Parker Yin Ga.
Connoliv Pa. Humphreys Parks, Ark Ward, N. Y.
Cooper, Wis ' Jeffers Patterson Ward, N. €
Coeper, Ohio Jost vey asen
Corning Kuahn T Watson
Cramton Keller Periman Weller
Criap Kellg Phillips Welsh
Comwmings Kendadl it ‘White, Me,
Curry Kerr Quayle Wil Tex.
Darrow Kiess utn Williams, I11.
vey Kopp Ruiney Williamsoen
Dempse Kunz g;;slnx w.lmn. Miss.
Dickstein LaGuardia barn nslow
Dominick Lampert Reece Winter
Drane Langley Reod, W. Va. Wollt
Drewry Larson, Minn Rogers, Mass Weod
]ﬁrl\rer }aenthﬂqarw llogar%! H gurst;nch
yer e, Ga. Rosenbloom yan
Edmonds Lehibach Salmon Yates
FEvans, Mont. Sanders, N, X Ziblman
Favro Lin Schafer

During the roll call the following occurred:

Mr. ASWELL, Mr, Speaker, a parlinmentary inguiry.

Mr, BLANTON. Mzr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
the gentleman can not interrupt the roll call with a parliamen-
tary inguiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does it relate to the rell call?

Mr. ASWELL. It does.

;Mr. BLANTON, All the precedents are against the right to
!ntiermpt. the roll call with a parliamentary inguiry.

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. There is no roll being called now,,

Mr, KINCHELOE. I moye that the House do now adjourn,

Mr, SANDBERS of Indiana, That motion is not new in order,.

Mr, BLANTON., Not until the result of the call has been
announced.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion is not, in order
until it is ascertained whether there is a gquorum present,

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to make an announcement.

Myp. BLANTON. I make the peint of order that until the
result of the roll has been announced nothing is in order.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Does the OChair hold that a motion to
adjourn is not always in order?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no hnsluess in ordar
until the roll call has beem completed amnd the result is an-
nouneed, : : T '

Mr. KINCHELOE, I think the Chair had better consult the
parliamentarian on that proposition. If that be true, the
House could never adjourn as long aa the Clerk who is tallying
the vote is busy.

The call was completed.

‘The BPEHAKER pro tempore. One lmluined. and eighty- thrae
Members have answered to their names—not a guorum.

[ Ruabsequently 38 Members appeared’ and amwer!ed to their
names. ]

Mr. KINC!IELOE Mr.  Speuker, I move that the Houm do
now adjoarn.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentueky
moves that the House do now adjeourn.

Mr, SANDERS of Indiana, And on that, Mr Speuker, ¥ de-
mand tellers,

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed Mr. SANDERS
of Indiana and Mr. KiNCHELOE as tellers.

The Honse divided, and the tellers reported that there wero
12 ayes and 115.noes

Mr.. BLANTON. I make the point: of order that there is no
quorum present and object to the vote,

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana, I demand the yeas and nays.:
The gentleman from Texas can not make the point of no
qu’glumégecuuse ];t does not take a quorum to adjeurn.

¢ SPEAKER pro. tempore. The gentlemnn from Indiana
demands the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The guestion was taken; and there were—yeas 2, nays 181,
not voting 250, as follows:

YEAB—2
Donghton. Kincheloe %
NAYS—181
Abernethy Elliott Lozier Ron
Ackerman Hvauns, lowa, Luce lnblc':f
Allen Faust on Sanders, Ind.
A od | Fits; lintie Sanders, Tex.
Almon Foster Mch!lie Sandlin’
Arnold French McKeow chall
Aswell Fulmer chn » Mich.Schneider
Ayres Funk Sears, Fla,
Bankhead Garber e Nulty ger
.Egour Gardner, Ind, cha:rnolds glﬂa}mmr
} ®
y Gilbert Hn ee, N. Binclair
Blanton Green, Tows Major, TH. Sinnott
Bloom Greenwood Major, Mo. Smith
Box - Hadley Manlove Speaks
Boyce Hammer Michener proul, Kans,
Brand, Ohio Hard Miller, Wnah. ummers, Wash,
Browning Harrison Minahan Summners, Tex,
Buchanan' Haugen Moore, Ga. Bwank
Burtness Hersey Moore, Ohio Sweet
Busby Hicke Moore, Va, Swing
Byrns, Tenn. Hill, Ala. Moores, Ind, ‘abﬂ-
Canfield Hill, Wash, Morehead Taylor, W. Va.
Cannon Holada Morgan Thatcher
Carter Howard, l\ebr Morris Thompson
Casey Hull, Iow Morrow Timberlake
Christopherson  Hull, Mcrton D. Nelson, Afe, Underwood
Clague Jae bstel » Minn, ile
Clancy Johnson, 8, Dak, O'Counmell, R, I, Vincent, Mich,
Clarke, N, X. Johnson, Tex. O’'Connor, La. inson, Ky,
Cleary Johnson, Wash,  Oliver, Ala, oiﬁ:
Cole, Towa .lolmuon. W. Va, ery Wainwright
Cole, Ohio. ‘ones Pon Watkina
ollier Kearns anon Weaver
Colton Kent Rainey Wefald
g 11 Eﬂeham Raker el
rosser ] Ramseyer e, Kan
Cullen King Rankin Willlams, Mich,
Iinvis, Tenn. Kvale Reed, Ark. Wilson, Ind,
Deal Lankf, Reed, N. Y, Wilson, La.
Dendsen Larsen, Ga. Reid, I, Wingo
Dickinson, Iowa  Lazaro Richards Woodrnm
Dickinson, Mo. Lea, Calif, Roach Wright
e e b Rabsion, &
rle NEWO sion, Ky,
Eagan Lowrey Romjue
NOT VOTING—250
Aldrich Crisp Hastings McSwain
Anderson Crowther Hawes MaecGregor
d Cummings Hawley H‘aehﬂ?}ty
Anthony Curry Ha, ]
rach Dallinger Md. agee PI-
%:cuu &rmw gocm .'ll nsfleld
rkley vey 00| upes
Beedy Howard, Okla, tin
Beﬁk Dempsey Huddleston fend
Be Dickstein Hudson erritt
Bfger Dominick Hu son
Bixler Prane gull. Willlam B, Miller, 111,
Black; N, Y, Drewry ull, Tenn. Milligan
DBlack, Driver Humphreys Mills
Bland op ! James Montagne
Boles Jeffers Mooney
Bowling Evans, Mont, Johnson, Ky, Moore, I11,
Hoylan Fairehil 'orin
E:iud,(-‘rt. ]l?:trﬂeld Mirphy
1 FAVIO i1 ]
Bﬂgtg:n ]r‘ A Kell ‘felstgn. Wia.
Brewne, N, J. Fish Kendall Newton, Mo.
Browne, Wis. T N
Brumm Tleetwood Kiess, O'Brien
Buckle: Trear Knuison O'Connell, N. Y.
Bul Tredericks Eopp ©’Connor, N. Y.
Burdick Free K ums O’ sullivan
Burton ‘reeman Lurtz Oldfield
Butler Prothingham LaGuardia Ollver, N. Y,
e N Fulbright Lampert Tiﬁ'_ﬂ
Cable Fuller Langley Park, Ga..
Camphell Gallivan ] am Parker
Carew Garrett, Tenn. Larson, Mino. Parks, Ark,
Chindbl G : 'wm(‘gwm ?“e
ndblom 3asgue Lee, eavey
Clark, Flu. Geran Lehlbach Perkins
Collins Gibson [..111 Perlman
Connally, Tex, Gifford &n} Phillipa
l'!onneﬁy Glatfelter Lineberger . Porter
Connolly, Pa, Goldsborough Linthicum Prall
Cook Graham, 111, Little Purnall
Ceaper, Ohio Graham, Pa. . Logan i nayle
Cooper, Wis, Groene, Mass, McFadden in
Corning Griest McKenzie o Ransley
Cramton Griffin McLaughlin, Nebr.Rathbone
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Rayburn Spearin, Tillman ‘' Welsh

Reece Sproul, Tilson White, Me.
Reed, W. Va. Ktalker 'Tlni:ha.m ‘Willlams, IlL
Rogers, Masa. .Bteagall Tinch ‘Willlams, Tex,
Rogers, N. H. ! Tre&dway Willlamson
Rosenbloom Stegﬁl cker ‘Wilson, Miss,
Babath Btephens Ey Winslow
Salmon Btevenson nd Winter
Banders, N. X. Btrong, Kans, Upnhaw Wolff
Bchafer Strong, Pa. Vare W

Scott ‘Bulllvan Vestal ‘Woodruff
Bears, Nebr, Swoope Vinson, Ga. ‘Wurszbach
Shreve Tague Ward, N. Y, Wyant
Simmons Taylor, Colo. Ward, N. C. Yates

Sites 'Taylor, Tenn. Wason Young
Smithwick Temple Watres Zihlman
Snell Thomas, Ky. " Watson

Snyder Thomas, O Weller

So the motion was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs:
Until further notice:

f P waln,
Mr. Parker with Mr, .Tohnson of Kentucky.
Mr. Mapes with Mr. Mansfield.
Mr. Purnell with Mr. 0'Connell of New York.
Mr. Magee of Penus&lvnh with Mr. Jost.
Mr. Patterson with Mr. Mooney.
Mr, Reece with Mr. O’Brien.
My, Perking with Mr. Mariin.
r. Perkins r. Mar
Mr. Newton of Missourl with Mr. O'Connor of New York.
e SR o e
r. n wit r. Mea
Mr. Rogers of Massachusetts with Mr. Oldfleld.
Mr, Scott with Mr. Lanham.
Mr. Mills with Mr. Milligan.
Mr. Bhreve with Mr. O’Sullivan.
Mr. Morin with Mr. Lee of
Mr. Snell with Mr. Montagne.
Mr. Mudd with Mr. Lindsay.
Mr. Favrot with Mr. Dominick.
Mr. Dyer with Mr, Weller.
Mr, Gibson with Mr. Evans of Montana.
Fleetwood wi

th Mr. Drane
Mr. Graham of l'enns:rlvnnin with Mr. Hastings.
Mr. HH! of Maryland with Mr. Garrett of Tennesseo.
Mr. Griest with Mr. Hull of Tennessee.
M Kona with ﬁ Shithn
r. Kahn w.
Mr, Graham ©f Illinois with Mr. Fisher,
Mr, Free with Mr. Glatfelter,
Mr. Kendall with Mr, Driver.
Mr. Hoch with Mr, Gasque.
Mr. Tam Mr. Hawes,
Mr. Kiess with Mr, Fulbright.
Mr. Hudson with Mr. Hooker.
Mr. Lehlbach with Mr. Geran.
Mr. McFadden with Mr, Gnl!ivm
M. %t{:inwm ﬁfh ,i]i' Humph
. ¢ or r. umphreye

Mr, MacLanFerty with . Garrett of Texas.
Mr., Kurtz with Mr. H\‘ld
Mr. Sears of Nehraska Mr. I‘ukdﬂaorﬁl.
Mr. Taylor of Tennessee with Mr, le, i
Mr. Vare with Mr, rs of New
Mr. Stalker with Mr. rks of Arkamsas.
Mr. Ward of New York with Mr. Sabath.
‘Mr, Temple with Mr. Quin.
Mr. Willlams of Ilinels with Mr, Prall.
Mr. Steph with Mr., S8almon.
Mr, Wason with Mr. Sites.
Mr., Winter with Mr. Rayburn.
Mr, smm of Pennsylvania with Mr. Smithwick.
Mr, White u‘l‘ !ﬂne with Mr, Tnen

Tilson with Mr. Williams Texas.

Mr. Watres wlth Mr, %mrhl‘
Mr. SBwoope with Mr. Ward of North Carolina,
Mr. Wood with Mr. 8
Mr, Treadway with Mr, son of Georgla.
Mr, 'Watson with Mr. Bteadman.
Mr. Vestal with Mr. Wolff,
Mr, Welsh with Mr. ‘Upskew
Mr. Wurzbach with Mr, Stengle.
Mr, Winglow with Mr. '.T.‘ydlngs
Mr. Cable with Mr. Bell.
Mr. Bacharach with Mr. Carew.
Mr. Aldrich with Mr. Byrnes of South Caroling.
Mr. Chindblom with Mr. Celler.
Mr. Dallinger with Mr. Black of Texas.
Mr. Andrew with Mr. vey.
Mr, Connolly of Pennsylvania with Mr. Collina.
Mr. Bacon with Mr. Bowling.
Mr. Anthony with Mr, Connally of Texas.
Mr. Cramton with Mr. Black of New Yeork.
e gumwfnlhwnu B f New J
Iy CEE T mwne 0 ew Jerscy.
Mr. Darrow with Mr. Cri
Mr. Burton with Mr "Bland.
Mr. Davis of Minnesota with Mr. Connery.
Mr. Bixler with Mr. Buckley.
Mr; Bimmons with Mr. Cummings.
Mr, Fenn with Mr. Boylan.
Mr. Boles with Mr. Corn.tn{g.
. Mr. Gifford with Mr. Bolwinkle.
Mr. Fish with Mr. Dickstein.
Mr. Butler with Mr, Brand of Georgla.

Before the result was announced, the following occurred:

pro

tnkanuntut.hemmmnyismdsudtbemnismonmd.
THe result of the vote was anmounced as above recorded.
Mr. SANDERS of Indiama. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense

with further proceedings mdetthecan. and on that I .demand

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Bpehker, I make the point of order
that that motion of the gentleman from Indiana is out of order.
You can not move to dispenge with further proceedings under
the eall when the eall develops the absence of a quorum.

Mr. BANDEBBorInGﬂm?. Oh, the gentleman is in error
about that.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the ruling just pre-
sented to the G'hnlr the Chair finds that it is permissible to
make that motion, and the point of order is overruled, “The
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Indiana to
dispense with further pmaerl.lngs under the call, and on that
he demands tellers. !

Tellers were ordered, and the Chalr appointed Mr. SANDERS
of Indiana and Mr. AswerL to act as tellers,

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of dispensing
with further proceedings under the call. and I am not demand-
ing a ecount.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will then ask the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. KincHELOE] to aet as teller.

Mr, SANDERS of Imnana and Mr. K:INGHELOE took their
places as tellers,

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes T73.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Bpeaker, I make the polint of order that
under the present situation, when the House has four different
times found itself without a guorum and is still attempting to
do business, there is just one of two things to do—we have
either to get after the M who are absent or adjourn,
and that has been held by very S;neaker who has sat in this
House for 52 years.

The SPEAKER pro temmre. Under the rulings this is an
incidental motion.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. ‘Mr. Speaker, I desire to Yead the
construction of Rtule XV: |

The call of the House i ended by a motiom “to dlspense with
further proceedings umder the ¢all,” which may be agreed to by less
than a quorum gs well as by g guorum——

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Spenjker, I make the po{nt of order that
there is no guorum present.

Mr. WINGO.- Mr. Spe&keb-H

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. ‘Bpeaker, & dm.ntl the yeas and
nays.

The SPEAKER pro teupme. The Chair overrules the point
of order of the gentleman from Texas, 'The gentleman from
Ohio demands the yeas and nays. :

Mr. WINGO, Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a preferential
motion. I move to send for the absent Members, it havilx de-
veloped there ig no quorum.

Mr. BANDERS of Ind{m Mr. Speaker, I make the point
of order that that is mot in order. I make the point of order
that the metion of the gnnﬂanan is not in' order during a
division.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the d.hialon is mot com-
plete. I am asking to compiec.e the division by calling for the
yeas and nays. X

Mr, WINGO. But I was ﬂemandlng recognition at the time
the gentleman made his motion and I was demanding recogni-
tion when the Chair recogunized the gentleman from Nebraska.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, have I been rec-
ognized? [Laughter.] |

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the point of order of
the genfleman from Ark: X |

Mr, WINGO. Mr, Speaker, I demanded recognition for the
purpose of making a privil motion. I did that even before
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LongworTH] deinanded the yeas
and nays, and my motion i8 plainly a privileged motion. The
House has found itself without a quorum and we have ex-
hausted every parliamentary expediency te get Members lhere
except to send for the amwr& There is no excuse
for this House acting like We have Importtmt busi-
ness. Why not bring the absentees in?

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Why do not you tell them that
the administration does noq want any agricultural legislation?

|
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Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, the motion which
the gentleman from Arkansas desires to make is a preferential
motion as against the motion that was made to dispense with
further proceedings under the eall, but the motion was made
to dispemse with  further proceedings under the call and the
gentleman was not demanding recognition: for the purpose of
making the motion at that time. That motion having been
made, and tellers having been demanded and ordered, the House
having divided, and the yeas and nays being demanded, the
gentleman from Arkansas can not now interrupt a division, and
the vote on the motion to dispense with further proceedings
under the eall by saying that he has a preferential motion, even
though it would have been preferential had he offered it at the
same time that the motion to dispense was made.

Mr. WINGO. Oh, Mr. Speaker,
the Chair failed to recognize me when I was demanding recog-
nition for something which was preferential over that of the
motion of the gentleman who was recognized.

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. That is after the motion was
made,

Mr. WINGO. Oh, no; it was before the motion was made.

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry. .

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would like to inquire
of the gentleman from Olhio if he still insists on the yeas and
nays? :

Mr. LONGWORTH.
complete the division.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point
of order of the gentleman from Arkansas and sustains the point
of order of the gentleman from Indiana. All those in favor of
taking this vote by the-yeas and nays will rige and stand until
counted. Evidently a sufficient number, and the yeas and nays
are ordered.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 7, nays 181,
not voting 245, as follows:

I ask for the yeas and nays in order to

my very point of order is t]mt-

Driver Jost | Nelson, Wis, Stalker
Dyer Kahn Newton, Mo, Steagall
Edmonds Kearns Nolan Stedman
Evauns, Mont Keller O'Brien Stengle
Fairchild Kellg O'Connell, N. X, Stephens
airfiel Kendall O'Connor, N. Y. Stevenson
Favrot Kerr O’'Bullivan Htrong, Knna,
Fenn Kiess Olidfield ‘Strong, 'a,
Fish ‘Kunz Oliver, N. Y. Sullivan
Fisher Kurtz Paige Bwoope
Fleetwood LaGuardia Park, Ga. Tague
‘rear Lampert Parker Ta}lur Colo,
Fredericks Langley Parks, Ark, Tcmplc
Free Lanham Patterson Thomas, Ky,
Freeman Larson, Minn. Peavey Thomas, Okla.
Frothingham Leatherwood Perkins Tillman
Fulbright Lee, Ga. Perlman Tilson
F“uller Lelilback # Phillips Tincher
Gallivan Lilly Porter Tinkham
Garrett, Tenn. Liundsay Prall Tucker
Garrett, Tex. Lineberger Parnell Trdin
Gasque Linthicum Quayle Underhill
Geran Little Quin Upshaw
Gibgon Lyon Rainey are
f-:iffunl MeFadden Ransley Vinson, Ga
Glatfeltor McKengzie Rathbone Ward, N. Y
(GGoldsborough MeLaughlin, Nebr, Rayburn Ward, N. C.
Graham, I11. MacGregor Reece Wason
Graham, Pa. M 1olan&:erty g Watson
Greene, Mags. Madden Richards Weller
Griest Maogee, N. Y. Rogers, Mass, Welsh
Griffin Magee, I'n. Rogers, N. H, White, Me,
Hawes AMansfield Rosenbloom ‘Williams, 1L
Hawley Mapes Snbath Williams, Mich,
Hayden Martin Halmon Willlams, Tex.
Hill, Md, Mead Nanders, N. Y. Williamson
Hoch * Merritt Scehafer Wilson, Miss
Hooker Michaelson Sco Winslow
Howard, Okla. Miller, 111, Hears, Nebr. Winter
Hudilleston Milligan Shreve olff
Hudspeth Mills Simmons Wood
Hull, William E. Montague Rites Wnurzbach
Hull, Tenn, Mooney Hmithwick yant
Humphreys Moore, 111, Snell
James Moores, Ind, Snyder Zihlman
Jeffers Morin ﬁpmrlng
Johnson, Ky, Mudd Sproul, I1.
Johnson, 8. Dak. Murphy Sproul, Kans.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
and the nays are 181, and the House refuses to dispense with

further proceedings under the call.

‘On this vote the yeas are 7

YF.IAS—T
Fulmer Lowre; Newton, Minn, Wefald
Holaday M(.Bwhrm Sanders, Ind. 1
NAYS—181
Abernethy Dowell Lea, Calif. Sandem, Tex,.
Ackerman Doyle Leavitt Sandlin
Hen Eagan Logan Schall
Allgood Elliott Longworth Behneider
Almon  * Evans Iowa Lozier Sears, Fla,
Arnold Luce Beger
Aswell ‘?'itagomld MeClintie Shallenberger
Ayres Foster MecDuflie Bherwood
Rarbour French McEeown Sinclair
Barkley unk Mc[.nughlin, Mich.Sinnott
Beck Garber cLeo Smith
Beers Gardner, Ind cNulty Speaks
Rlanton Garner, Tex, McReynolds Summers, Wash.
Bloom Gilbert McBweeney Sumners, Tex,
Box Green, Iowa Major, T1L Swank
Boyce Greenwood Major, Mo. Sweet
Brand, Ohio Hadley Manlove Swing
Browning Hammer Michener Taber
Buchanan Hard Miller, Wash. Taylor, Tenn,
Bulwinkle Ha Minahan vlor, W. Va.
Burtness Hastings Moore, (ia Thatcher
Busby Hangen Muore Ohio Thompson
Byrns, Tenn. Hersey Moore, Va Timberlake
Canfield Hickey Morehead Trendway
Cannon Hill, Ala. Morgan Underwood
Carter Hill, Wash. Morris alle
Case: Howard, Nebr. Morrow estal
Christopherson  Hudson velson, Me. Vincent, Mich
Clague Hull, Iowa 0O'Connell, R. I, ¥ m,
Clancy Hull, Morton D, 0'Connor, La, Voizt
Clarke, N. Y Jacobstein Oliver, Ala. Walnwright
ea Johnson, Tex. Peery Watkins
Colo.r{owu, Johngon, Wash. Ion Watres
ole, Ohio Johnson, W, Va. Ragon “"eawr
ollier Jones Raker Wer
Colton Kent Ramseyer W hite, Kans.
Croll Ketcham Rankin Wilson, Ind.
Crosser Kincheloe , Ark. Wilkon, La.
Cullen Kindred Reed, N. Y Wingo
Dallinger Kin Reid, IIL Woodruff
Davis, Tenn, Knutson I{oac'h Woodrnm
Deal Kop Robinson, Towa Wright
Denison Kvni]e Robsion, Ky. Young
Dickingon, Iowa Lankford Romjue
Dickinson, Mo. Larsen, Ga. Rouse
Doughton Lazaro Rubey
NOT VOTING—245
Aldrich Bland Byrnes, 8. C. Corning
Anderson Boles Cable Cramton
Andrew Bowling Campbell Crisp
Anthony Boylan Carew Crowther
charach and. Ga. Celler Cummings
acon gg-a Chindblom Cnrry
Bankhead Brl en Clark, Fla. Diarrow
¥ Browne, N. J. Collins, Davey |
Begg Browne, Wis, Connally, Tex. Davis, Minn.
Bell Brumm Connery emp ?r
Berger Buckley Conmnolly, I'a. Dickstein
Bixler Burdick Cook Dominick
Black, N. Y. Burton Cooper, Ohio ANe
Black, Tex. Butler Cooper, Wis. Direwry

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Sergeant
at Arms be directed to notify and to send for and arrest ab-
sent Members in order to secure and retain their attendance,
and that for that purpose the Speaker pro tempore issue his
warrants, and that absent Members be arrested wherever they
may be foud by the officers appointed by the Sergeant at
Arms for that purpose. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio
moves that the absentees be arrested and that the Speaker
pro tempore issue his warrants for the same, and that the
Sergenant at Arms bring them to the Chamber,

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it

Mr. WINGO. I think before proceedings should go any
further the Chair should rnle on the question. I think by now
the Chair bas discoveréd that he was in error in his ruling,
80 18 not to appear as a precedent that the Chair——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As soon as the motion is put.

The question was taken, and the motlon was agreed to.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Now, if the House will listen
for a moment,. the Chair would like to make a statement in
reference to his former ruling. The ruling to which reference
was made a short time ago is to be found in Hinds' Precedents,
volume 4, paragraph 3038, and is as follows:

On September 10, 1800, during a call of the House, a motlon was
made that the House adjonrn. On this qnestion there were 50
yens and 92 nays. The Chalr announced that there were 172 Mem-
bers present, a quorum,

Then, a motion being made by Mr. Nils P, H of Wi i
thut all further proceedings under the eall bhe dispensed with, thrla
were 122 yeas, 15 nays, and 188 not voting.

Mr. Charies T, O'Ferrall, of Virginis, made thr point of orvder
that no quormn was present,

The Speaker pro tempore overruled the point 0! order on the
gronnd that the former proceedings had disclosed the presence of
172 Members—more than a quorom—and that o motlon to dispense
with all forther proceedings under a ecall did not require a quorom
for its adoptiou,

The distinetion s that in this case the previous 1‘01[ call
developed there wasz no quorum. In the other case it de-
velopad that there was a quorum. Thevefore, the Chair wis in
error on the point of order made by the gentleman from
Arkansas.

Mr. WINGoL I think the Chair should also state this, that
w motion to dispense with forther proceedings under the call
is never in order until a quorum is developed.




1924

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE’

9047

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the Chair's under-

standing.

Mr. BLANTON. ' The apology of the Chair Is accepted.
[Laughter.] ; |

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I make the further point of order,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.

heretofore ordered the Doorkeeper to close the doors. An
order to arrest has been issued, but the doors have not actu-
ally been closed, and I fear this Republican filibuster may in-
duce some of our brethren to escape If the doors are not
closed again.

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, Members coming In
have a right to report as they come in?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is the Chalr’s under-
standing.

Durlng the foregoing roll call the following occurred:

Mr, HOWARD of Nebraska, Mr, Speaker, I am not largely
versed in these parliamentary matters, and I would not ask a

question facetiously or to interrupt the proceedi but on
* behalf of several Members I would like to ask if the offieial
roll call discloses the presenee of one TincHER, of Kansas?
[Laughter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In reply the Chair would state
that the Chair has no information beyond what the roll call
shows,

Mr. WINGO. A parliamentary iuqulry. 'Mr. Speaker. A
point of order, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it

Mr. WINGO. The Sergeant of Arms has not yet reported the
names of the persons who have been arrested and brought in.
Now, the rule is very clear, and——

The SPEAKER pro tempore., The Sergeant at Arms has not
returned anything.

Mr. LOWREY. Mr. Speaker, another point of order, pleasge.
The Constitution of the United States forbids the infliction of
“orgel and nnuspal punishments,” I think it is unconstitu-
tional to require the gentleman from Kansas to come here
under arrest and listen to that singing in the hall. [Laughter.]

Mr, WINGO. Mz Speaker, I insist on the point of order,
We should proceed in an orderly way. The
very clear. The arrested Members are armigned at the bar ot
the House and sometimes fined. '

At the conclusion of the roll call,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.  Two hundred and mineteen
Members have answered to their names, a quorum,

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with
further proceedings under the ecall,

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I make the paint of order against
that, The precedents and practice of the House are very clear.
Those Members who appear voluntarily may be reported fto
the Clerk, but a Member who has been arrested by the Sergeant
at Arms and brought in must be arraigned at the bar of the
House. The House has to dispense with and dispose of that
proceeding. The proper proceeding 1s for the Sergeant at Arms
to make a return.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not been in-
formed that any arrests have been made under the warrants.

Mr. WINGO. But the House is informed that Members haye
been brought in by the Sergeant at Arms, Before dispensing
with further proceedings it is in order——

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, T was not arrested.
I came voluntarily. [Applause.]

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, a point of erder. I make the
point of order that the Speaker of the House having issued
his warrants of arrest, the presumption i8 that the Sergeant
at Arms has done his duty.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The presumption fs not well
taken, The point of order I8 overruled.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Bpeaker, while the House may, &nd in
most cases does, dispose of the whole thing by dispensing with
further proceedings under the call, I' insist that the preper
procedure I8 to vacate the order of arrest and release the
arrested Members.

Here we have a great measure for the relief of the American
farmer, and the House insisted on night sessions, and it is
now 10 minutes after 10 o'clock before we could get a guorum
for that night session. If we maintain' a guorum during the
remaining nights of this session, we have got to digcipline the
offending Members. I insist that the Sergeant ‘at Arms make
his return and that the offending ltembers be amigned nt
the bar of the House,

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The polnt'
ruled. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr., LomeworrTa] moves to
dispense with further proceedings under the call,

The gentleman will state it.’
Mr. WINGO. My point of order is that the Speaker has

precedents are,

of order is om-’

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I appeal from the decision of
the Chair,

Plainly, we have a right to follow the order of
arrest.

TheoSPEAKER pro tempore, We will hear the gentleman
ﬁ'om hio.

WINGO. T insist that the Chair ean not entertain a
point of order against an appeal from the decision of the

'I‘lm SPEAKER pro tempere. It is nnt dehtable HOW.

AMr. HOWARD uf Nebraska. ' Ob, no; everything stops,
[Laughter.]

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The Chair wﬂl hear from the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNeworTH].

dl;d.r LINTHICUM. Mr. Bpeaker, I move that the House
adjourn.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker. the gentleman who has
just moved to adjourn is responsible for all this delay.

| Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order and
insist on its being considered.

The SPEAKER pro tempere. The Chair has already over-
ruled the point of erder.

Mr. RAMSEYER., Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order
that the motlon i3 dllatory.

Mr, WINGO. It is not eompetent for the gentleman to make
a motion under the present status that he occupies before this
House. The record shows that the gentleman from Maryland
was not present. He was brought in only a moment ago.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the mation
to adjourn. All those in favor of adjoum.lng will signify their
assent by saying * aye”; those opposed, *

The question was taken, and the Smka.r pro tempore an-
nounced that the moes had it.

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I insist on my appeal from the
decigion of the Chair. It is unheard of

The SPEAKER pro tempore. I withdmw the decision on the
point of order until I ean hear from the gentiéman from Ohio.

Mr. WINGO. Oh, you do?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohlo is
recognized, ) )

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to para-
graph 753 of the Manual. The Manual, in relation to the arrest
of absent Members, say

Mr. SEALLEN’BERGEB. Mr. Speaker, I would like to be
heard on the point of order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The gentleman from Ohio is
recognized at the present time.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I can get through while the gen-
tfieman is looking through the book he has 'in his hands.' The
rule is very plain,

The SPEAKHR pro tempore. The gentleman from Olio is
ready to resume.

‘Mr, SHALLENBERGER. All right.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I call the attention of the Chair to this
paragraph, near the bottem of page 330 of the Manual : S8

The call of the House is ended by a motion “ to dispense with tur-_.
ther proceedings nnder the call,” which may be agreed to by less than
a quorum as well as by a quorum, and when so agreed to ends all pro-

‘ceadings of the call

This motion is plainly in order, and permits the House to:
proceed with its business, which has been interrupted by gen-.

‘| tlemen mpon the other side of the House. :

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The gentleman himself was not
present ‘early in the evening.

Mr. LONGWORTH. ' Further, Mr. Speaker, 1T eall the
Speaker’s attention to paragraph 8089 Hlmls' Precedents,
Volume 1V, page 130:

The motion to dispense with proceedings mﬂet a eall is in order,
although Members under arrest may not have had opportonity to make
excuses. i

That is plainly in point, Mr. Speaker, to the preseat situation.

On April 28, 1802, during proceedings under a call of the Heuse,
Mr. Willinm W. Bowers, of Califoraia, presented his exeose for fallure
to attend part of the session of the previeus day.

Mr. Richard P. Bland, of 'Missourl, moved that ' Mr. Bowers bhe
exenped, 'which motion was agreed to, 128 yeas to 53 nays. Then Mr,
Charles' J, Boatner, of Loulsville, submitted the following resolutiom i

“Resolved, That all forther proeeédings againgt Members for mneoni
attendance at the sessions of the Bous-e on ye!terday are! hemlry W

|pensed with."™

Mr. Bland made the point of order that each 'Member who 'is in-
clude@ hr the warrant of the Bergeant a¥ Arms and is under arrest
bas & right'te give his excusé for his abserce and to make Buch ex-

'planation as he thinks proper, and that'the resolution swbmitted by

Mr, Boatner was therefore not in order,
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The Speaker overruled the point of ovder and declded that the reso-
lution was in order,

I again call the attention of the Chair to section 3039:

The motion to dispense with proceedings under a call is in order,
althongh Members under arrest may not have had epportunity to make
eXCuses,

Which is precizely the case which is now before us. I insist,
Mr, Speaker, on' my motion. Gentlemen upon that side of the
House have been delaying the passage of a bill for the relief
of agriculture, and I insist that these gentlemen have been
responsible for whatever delay there has been.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of
order that the gentleman ig not speaking to his motion.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I have said all I wanted to say.

Mr. WINGO. Mr, Speaker, the gentleman from Ohio reads
|a decision and he relies solely upon the proposition that the
imotion is in order, notwithstanding the fact that the arrested
Members have not been permitted to give their excuses. That
lis a different proposition from the rights of the House, and the
rule ig clear. Rule XV, paragraph 2, provides:

In the absence of a gquorum, 16 Members, including the Speaker, if
there is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent
Members, and in all calls of the Iouse the doors shall be closed, the
names of the Members shall be called by the Clerk, and the absentces
noted ; and those for whom no sufficient excuse I8 made may, by order
of a majority of those present, be sent for and arrested, wherever they
may be found, =

Now, the gentleman from Ohio was absent in the early part
of the evening, but he got in early enough to make the motion
after I had first made it and he found that he could not pre-
vent it by dilatory taetics.

Mr. LONGWORTH. I am responsible for it and not the
gentleman from Arkansas.

Mr. WINGO. The record shows the contrary. The rule fur-
ther provides:

" By officers to be appointed by the Sergeant at Arms for that purpose,

and their attendance secured and retained; and the House shall deter-
mine upon what condition they shall be discharged. Members who
voluntarily appear shall, unless the House otherwise divect, be Imme-
dintely admitted to the Hall of the House, and they shall report their
names to the Clerk to be entéred npon the Journal as present.

The Members, if we insist upon the striet rule which is being
followed here to-night, are not permitted to report their names
to the Clerk unless the House permits it. We have acquiesced
in their coming in, but we have issued, upon a proper motion,
a warrant of arrest to the Sergeant at Arms. The presumption
is that he has arrested and brought in Members, but we can
not tell until he makes a return upon his warrant whether he
has, and whenever that proceeding has been established I ghall
insist, and do insist, that the return of the Sergeant at Arms
should be made and that we should dispose of the motion as to
who are in contempt of the House and decide what punishment,
if any, we shall administer to them,

Now, Mr. Speaker, how can I make a motion for punishment
until I know who the absent Members are that have been ar-
rested and brought -in, and how can I tell about the punishment
to be administered except upon the final return of the Sergeant
at Arms?

All this talk about delay is mere bunk by the gentleman from
Ohio. His party either i8 incompetent or can not or will not
keep a quorum here, and we have had to send out and arrest
them, very few Republicans being present. [Applause.]

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINGO. ' I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker—

Mr. BARKLEY, The gentleman from Arkansas has yielded
for a question. If the motion of the gentleman from Ohio to
dispense with further proceedings under the call is adopted,
will that discharge the Republican leader from the custody of
the Sergeant at Arms?

Mr. WINGO. I want to be fair. The Republican leader, Mr.
LoNGwWoRTH, came in just before the order of arrest was issued,

Mr. LONGWORTH. I made the motion myself.

Mr. WINGO. Yes; I made a motion, and the gentleman
tried to head it off by a dilatory motion which the Speaker has
admitted was not in order, though the Republican leader wasted
time by forcing a roll call.

Mr. LONGWORTH. And that was before the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] was present. : |

Mr. WINGO. I first made the motion, and then to save his
face the gentleman from Ohio, seeing he could not prevent it,
made the motion to bring in the absentees. .

Mr. HILL of Maryland.
quiry.

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I want to make this
suggestion with reference to the argument made by my friend
from Arkansas, He suggests that the House having ordered
the arrest of Members must, proceed with it until arrest is dis-
posed of, and that when a quorum appears -a motion can not
be made to dispense with further proceedings under the call,
The motion made by the gentleman from Ohio is a motion to
dispense with all of these proceedings. A guorum is present,
and if the House desires to dispense with the proceedings and
proceed with this important agricultural bil', it has the right
to do that and does not have to spend two or three hours doing
something else in a technical way,

Mr, WINGO. WiIL the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. Nof just now.

Mr. ABERNETHY. How do you know a guorum is present?

ﬁlr. ]SIANDERS of Indiana. A quorum has developed on the
roll eall,

Mr. ABERNETHY. Let us ascertain and see if one is here.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska, He is a mind reader.,

Mr. SANDERS of Indiana. The motion offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio ilves the House complete freedom of action.
The House has a Pight on that motion to dispense with fur-
ther proceedings and immediately go on with the consideration
of this agricultural bill: or if the House wants to follow the
motion of the gentleman from Arkansas and spend two or
three hours on some dilatory tactics, it can vote down the
motion of the gentleman from Ohio; but I say that under the
rules of the House, which are supposed to furnish liberty of
action by the House, the House has the right now at once to
dispense with any further proceedings and go right ahead with
the agricultural bill.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, one further suggestion

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman from Indiana yield for a
question before he yields the floor?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, there ig no evidence what-
ever that any of the gentlemen who have arrived here in
sufficient numbers to make a quorum have been arrested. We
desire on this side of the House, at least, to proceed with the
business of the House. We can proceed if my motion is car-
ried, and I insist upon my motion.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous econsent to
proceed for one minute,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana
asks unanimous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there
objection?

Mr. DOWELL. I object, Mr, Speaker.

Mr., ASWELL. My, Speaker, I would like to be heard then
on the point of order,

Mr. WINGO. May I state to the Speaker that I have as-
surances from the Republican leaders who have at last ar-
rived that they want to go on and consider the bill and stop
their filibuster, and with that assurance I withdraw my point
of order,

Mr., DOWELL. I think the gentleman had better proceed
with this bill.

Mr. WINGO. I am glad to see my friend is now here.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio hus
moved to dispense with further proceedings under the call.

Mr. ASWELL, Mr. Speaker, I renew my request to proceed
for one minute.

Mr, DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I object.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion
of the gentleman from Ohio to dispense with further proceed-
ings under the call.

The motion was agreed to,

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H, R. 90383)
declaring an emergency in respect of certain agricultural com-
modities, to promote equality between agricultural commodities
and other commodities, and for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 9033, with Mr. SaxpErs of Indiana
in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

Mr, VOIGT and Mr. ASWELL rose.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
Voiar] is entitled to recognition.. For what purpose does the
gentleman from Louislana rise?

Mr. ‘Speaker, a parlinmentary in-




1924

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

9049

Mr. ASWELL. I rise to yield myself three minutes of my
time.

Mr. DOWELL, Mr. Chairman, I did not understand the gen-
tleman from Louigiana.

Mr. ASWHEHLL. I am in control of one-fourth of tha time,
and I yield myself three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is the gentleman for or opposed to
the bill?

Mr, ASWELL. I am opposed to it, but I want to make a
statement about this foolish, silly performance to-night brought
about in this House by Members on the Republican side.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is recog-
nized for three minutes, and under the rule must confine himself
to the bill.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary indquiry.

Mr. ASWELL. Am I recognized, Mr. Chairman?

The CHATRMAN, Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield
for a parliamentary inquiry?

Mr. ASWELL, No; I want to make a statement of three
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman ﬁ'om Loulsiana is recog-
nized for debate on the bill.

Mr. ASWELL. For more than two hours T have appealed to
the Speaker of the House——

Mr. DOWELL. I object to the gentleman stating——

Mr. BLANTON. He is speaking within his rights.

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield to the gen-
tleman for any question.

For more than two hourg I have repeatedly appealed to the
Speaker for recognition to make the earnest appeal I now
want to make, to proceed with the business of this House,
which is the discussion of thisg bill. I trled several times to get
recognition to make that request.

The next speaker in this debate, the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr. Vorer], knows more about this bill than the father
of the bill, or both of the two stepfathers of the bill, that are
on the program. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I insist that in spite of the fact that the
Republican leader on that side insisted and foreed the roll eall
and delayed this procedure for nearly an hour and filibustered
in every way he could—I insist, Mr. Chairman, that the com-
mittee proceed now to hear from a man who knows the inside
and the outside of this bill, the gentleman from Wisconsin
[Mr. Vorar]. [Applause.]

Mr. VOIGT was recognized.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin
vield to the gentleman from Oregon to make a parliamentary

inguiry?
Mr, VOIGT. I do.
Mr. WATKINS. It is now 25 minutes past 10; does the

rule fix 11 o’clock as the time for adjournment?

The CHAIRMAN. It does not.

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,
I do not believe that I can live up to the powerful recommenda-
tion given me by the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AswEgLL],
but I gshall do the best I can to explain the fundamental features
of the bill. T shall not take the time to recite to the committee
the distress that exists in certain lines of the farming industry.
Every member of the committee, and I believe every Member of
this Flouse, is satisfied that there is distress in certain lines
of agriculture In the United States; and I am sure that every
Member of this House wishes to relieve that distress by some
fairly workable and reasonably sound measure from an economic
standpoint. )

1 can not support this measure. [Applause.] My record in
tlhis House warrants me in stating that I am a genuine friend

_of the farmer, If I thought there was a reasonable probability
of having this meagure work out, I should vote for it.

Now, I want to discuss as briefly as T may some of the salient
features of this bill, and then I want to take the time to apply
the principles of the bill to the commodities mentioned in it
and show to the committee why this bill can not do what its
friends claim it will do.

First of all let me say that this is a pricefixing measure. I
should not condemn this bill because it is a price-fixing measure
if T thought that the bill was otherwise workable, The friends
of the bill and the worthy chairman of the committee deny
that this is a pricefixing measure. Let us see about that.
There are three factors which determine prices under this bill,
two of which are absolutely fixed. This bill takes the 10-year
average of all commodities from 1905 to 1914 and ealls that 100,
Now, that is an absolutely fixed figure which the directors of
the proposed corporation can not change. It fixes another
factor, and that is the average price of the respective farm

commodities that are mentioned in the bill respecting which it
ig proposed to declare an emergency. That is another 10-year
average figure. So you have two absolutely fixed figures. The
third factor is the so-called index number published by the
Department of Labor. We all know that that factor fluctuates
very little. Tt is composed of the average price of 400 and
more commodities, and that figure is commonly known as the
index number. That index number does not vary more than 1
or 2 per cent a month. 8o you have two absolutely determining
factors and you have one practically nonfluctuating factor.
From these three factors you determine the fourth factor by.a
process of arithmetic. How can anybody say that is not price-
fixing? Let me read what the majority report says about that:

Thus the whole matter resolves itself into a few simple arithmetical
elements,

As I say, I should vote for the bill although it is a price-fixing
measure if I thought it would do the farmer any good. But
I can not conceive of a greater calamity that might fall upon
the farmers of this country than is contained in the provisions
of this bill—to put him up anywhere from 20 to 50 per cent
and then drop him into a hole.

Mr. KETCHAM. Where is he now? [Laughter.]

Mr, VOIGT. He is not as bgd off now as he will be if you
put him up 50 per cent and then drop him. If this bill works
at all you might put the farmer up on stilts for 30 days and
then give him lower prices than he has now. This would dis-
organize the farming industry in such a way that the distress
you have now will not be a fraction of what it will be then.
If you embark on this scheme, as the Secretary of Agriculture
told the committee, you will have to renew it—that is, provid-
ing It works. Therefore there is nothing in the contention
that this is emergency legislation. You can not put prices up
artificially and then withdraw your prop without causing the
greatest panic this country has ever seen. You will be like
the issuers of marks and francs, and your day of reckoning
must come.

Of course, this bill is open to all of the objections which may
be raised against a price-fixing measure, Price fixing is uneco-
nomie. This bill says that under it the price of live hogs shall
be, say, $11 a hundred. It is just as logical to say that it shall’
be $10 or $12. This bill provides that the price of hogs shall
be determined by the price of 400 other commodities that have
no relation to hogs; but they say that you take the 400 com-
modities and average them, and by what that gives you you
establish the price of hogs, and similarly you establish the price
of corn and of cattle.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr, Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? :

Mr. VOIGT. Yes.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. If the bill passes, what
would the price of hogs be in August of this year?

Mr. VOIGT. August of 19247

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington, Yes.

Mr. VOIGT. It would depend upon the index number of
that time.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. I thought it was fixed.

Mr. VOIGT, It is fixed by that index number.

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Would it be the same in
October as in August?

Mr. VOIGT. There would be a very slight fluctuation. The
point I make is this: You can not claim that this is not a
price-fixing measure simply because the price of hogs may in
three months' time fluctuate 20 cents a hundred. - The major-
ity report says that if the bill had been in force for the last
four months the price of hogs would have fluctuated something
like 23 cents per hundred pounds. As I said, the price fluc-
tuates with the fluctuation of the Index number, but your other
two factors are absolutely nonfluctuating, so that you have a
fixed and determined price which any office boy can figure out,
except that it may vary as the average price of four hundred
and some odd commodities varies. That fluctuation is so small
as not to be taken into account.

Mr. TINCHER. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes. :

Mr. TINCHER. Does the gentleman not think that the
farmer ought to have the ratio price for his products?

Mr. VOIGT. I say to you that I should be very glad to vote
for any measure that I think would work out so as to give
him that price.

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. Mr Chairman, will the gentle-
man yleld?

Mr. VOIGT. I must decline to yield now any further. After
I get through making my statement I shall be glad to answer
any questions. The friends of the measure ought to coma
before this House and say that it is a price-fixing measure.
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thet the iprice of hegs or the price of eorn
enght to be rdetermined 'by the price .of some other eommodity.
just as logical -as if yon sald that the price of a
; derwear should be the eguivalent of the price of two
 hats. That és just as scientific s the plan ndopted dn this
bill; All of you gentlemen who have received any literature
or ‘prapaganda regarding -this /bill have seen the working of
the hill illustrated on wheat only. I have mever seen any-
body argne for this bill but illustrated the working -of the
bill .en wheat. The chairman of the committee in. his talk
here this afternoon did wet go any further than ito illustrate
the operation of the bill on wheat. L

Mr. HAUGHEN. Oh, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I
referred to hogs.

‘Mr. VOIGT. Yes; the genfleman referred to hogs, but I
-dld not understand him to show how this bill worked out on
hogs, and I am ‘going -to do that. ‘The bill provides that the
priee of hogs ghall ‘be $11, and to satisfy some of my friends

g
8
By

fluetuation in the past four months en aeccount of sthe wariation
in the index number of about 23 eents on 100 pounds eof hog,
as I recall the figures, "This bill provides (fhat fhis export
eorporation which is created by ‘the bill shall publigh rthis
price. 'The eorperatien has’ ‘to say about that price.
This “price iz <determined by ‘the 'bill dtself, When'the eor-
poration finds ‘that the facts syhich eall for 'the declaratiom
of ‘an ‘emergency exist it certifies ‘those facts to the President,
and 'the ‘bill provides that the President shall declare the
emergency. Tt does mot provide that he may, but it provides
that he -shall declare the emergency, 8o, then, if this bill is
enacted Into 'law, the divectors of this corporation have mo
digcretion whatever. They could mnet decline to' declare the
emergency becaunse all 'fhe 'facts are present which authorize
the declaration -of the ‘emergeney. ‘So, then, when you pass
this bill 'in effect you are putting a price of 11 ecents per
hundred on hogs when the present market price is somewhere
around T cents. ' Tt was down ‘to 83, T believe, last fall.

 Let us gee what that is poing to do.  According to the figures
furmished by the Agricultural Department, we slanghtered 'in
the United States, ‘m 1923, 81,500,000 hogs, and in 1922 we
slanghtered something like ‘67,000,000 hogs. Tn other words, in
one vear’s time, from 1922 to 1923, we increased ‘the slaughter
of hags in this country by 14,500,000, or about'20 per cent. If
on & T-cent market you increase the slaughter of hogs in one
year 14,500,000 and you raise the price from T cents'to 11 cents,
what is going to be the production of hogs ‘in the United Btutes
during the next year or two? '

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield?

My, VOIGT,. I shall yield later on. I have .a small farm;
and if this thing takes effect, and 1 see it 'is going to work out,
and I find 1 was mistaken, T ghall certainly raise about four
times the number of hogs I ralse on 'that farm now, and so
would every other farm proprietor in fhis country. Now, you
will not only raise 14,000,000 extra hogs when you raise the
price 60 per cent, but prebahly raise thirty or forty million
extra hogs. Now, what will take place when you do that? Your
equalization fee; or tax, which is _in the bill fo meet
the loss on the export, is going to be so high as to wipe out
any prefit to the farmer. Ivery extra hog you raise that goes
for exporty of comrse, lacreases the less, and the loss has ito
be laid on somehody at home; and the more you export, the
mare you increase the productien, the moere the loss is going
to be fo the American farmer and consumer. To my mind
this is just o Utopian dream on {he part of some gentlemen
advecating this hill. Now let us go inie fhe operation ef this
bill ;en. hogs. i _

Thig bill .dees not permit the corporation that is proposed to
be created bere to buy .or build a slaughtéring plant. When
the emergency js declared, when hegs .are selling under this bill
at 11 cents a pomnd, Hve weight, the corporation is commanded
by the terms of the bill to buy all hogs ibat are offered in the
United ,States at that price. Just think of it; friends! Hew
could any corporation carry out such a command as that? This
comporation by law is commanded te buy all hegs ofiered at $11
per hundred in the principal markets in the United States, the
difference in freight being altowed for. = . x

Mr. VESTAL, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, VOIGT. For a short question.

Mr, VISTAL. As I amderstand the gentleman’s argument,
this bill would prevent the making of any contract for the
purchasing ©f ‘hogs? . There conld be no individual .contract .to
bt:iim&:;lmber «of thags, ‘but they would have to pay this cer-

gy : I ! jti=s .

"

Mr. VOIGI., The bill says that when the emepgency is de-
clared the price is fixed by operation of law, and this COrPOVA-~
tion must buy all hogs that are affered at that price.  Now, of
course, that means that all hogs that ame not needed for
domestic ,consumption are gaing to be sold to this corporation.
Anyone may sell privately, of eourse, but what this carperntion
will .get is the exportable snrplus, because, if the ‘wonld buys
Iﬁogs at, u?y, $7a hundégd no one is going to buy hogs at ' $11 a

undred for export. nsequently mobedy will tbuy hogs for
slayghtering in this country unless he knows he can get wid
of the hog product in this eountry on.an $11 basis. The surplus
we are going ite raise, the millions of hogs that will rbe raised
by reason af .this indneement .of 80 per cent increase in the
price, of course, have got to be exported, not in the live form
but as hog products. -1

These hogs which will go for expoert will ibe forced mpon ithe
egrporation, and it moust maintain buyers in every hog marketin
the United States to stand ready every hour in the day to take
these hogs at §11 per hundred, and the moment the cerporation
ceases to do that, then your scheme collapses. This corporatien
bas no power uander the bill to bnild .a slaughtering plant.  Now
let us see what will happen. In the Chicago steckyards iast
year, 1923, there arrived over 10,000,000 hogs. There arrived
in the Chicago stockyards in 1923 over 18,000,000 food animals—
hogs, calves, sheap, and cattle. '

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield? .

Mr. VOIGH:. I will, |, i

Mr. LARSEN of Georgia. Do those hogs bring the same price
regardless of grade? i 4 BT A o]

AMr. VOIGT, DNo; the hogs that would be below the standard
grade would he somewhat cheaper, and vice versa. [This would
be.the average run of hogs, I take it ]

Mr. REECE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Fer a short.guestion. "

Mr. RERCE, What weuld be the effect of .a situation like
this: Buppese the packers and livestock dealers should in May
conutract for hogs at a certain price to be delivered in November
and in the meantime an emergency was dedared to exist and
the price showuld be fixed by the Govermment?

x.M;..MOORE of Virginla. A Will the gentleman allow a sugges-
tian: .

Mr. VOIGT, Just allow me to.answer this question. This
bill exempts existing contracts, but if the price shonld be raised
by operation of law after that eontract was made, of conrse the
court would declare the contract void because a law had inter-
vened and injected a mew element into the contraet,

1&%? JIQORE of Virginia. Mr, Chairman, avill the gentleman
¥ : 2 :

Mr. VOIGT. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I suggest to the gentleman that he
say to.the House that he doesnot yield to,anybedy, but proceed
with his speech. [ VTS

Mr, VOIGT. I thank the gentleman. ;

Now,, let us see what will happen here. This corporation
can pot build a packing plant or a slaughterhounse. It is barred
from that by the terms of the bill., The stockyards in Chi-
cago—ihere .are many other stockyards in the ceuntry, but
those are the largest stockyards—are owned by fhe five big
puckers in Chicago. On one day last year 86,000 hogs arrived
there.  .Over 100,000 food janimals arrived in the Chicago yards
in ome day in July, 1823, This eorporation, under the bill, can
not -even rent a packing plant, pnless it first determines that
it can mot _get facilities at reasonable rates., It ean not eom-
mandeer. g packing plant, mor has it the power of eminent
domain,

What will be the conseguence? Snppose a day arrives when
fhere are 86,000 hogs in the vards. "This corporation must have
its. huyers there ready to buy these 86,000 hogs at $11 a hundred.

Let us see. The big five Chicago packers that operate the -
yards say, “ We can take 50,000 hogs for home consumption,
but there are 86,000 that must go for export.” Now, they will
say to this corporafion, * We will tdake those hogs at 4 cents a
pound.. We can not pay more on account of the condition of
the export market.” They cost the corporation 11 cents.

Now, what is this co ation going to do about that? 'They
have .got 36,000 hogs fhere in the yards of the packers. They
must be taken saway in the regular process of shlughter. You
can noft store them; you can not take them out of those yards;
you, .can not ship fhem back. 'Conseguently this'corporation
will take any price which the Chicago packers will pay for
those hogs. : ’ |

(Af fhere ds any genfleman present—any gentleman on the
eommittee—who ean fell me a different sdlution, I should
like to have lilm speak up. £ :
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Mr. HAUGEN. Oh, the only thing they would do would | products at the fixed ratlo price. Now, what would a packer

e to pass them on to the next town, to the next packer.
[Laughter] If further packers are found they wounld 'export
the hogs.

Me: VOIGT. AN right. I will take your proposition.

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mre. VOIGT, T will yield after a while:

Now, the chalrman of the Committee on Agriculture say that
the corporation. if they were not satisfied with the price offered
by the packers there, would reload those hogs and ship them
on’ to the next town,  What town?

Alr. HAUGEN., Most of them go to Buffalo. The gentle-
man knows that all the hogs that go to Chicago are not all
slunghtered in Chicago. They are in transit, many of them, and
go right through, L

Mr. VOIGT. The Chiengo packers, according to the report
of the Federnl Trade Commission made some years ago, handle
abofit 60 per eent of the entire hog slaughter in the United
Stutes.  Yon could not reship those hogs. You could not find
packers to take them, because they have no facilities for
slaughtering them. The big packers, and possibly a few others,
are the only people engaged at the present time in the export
business. The small packer cin not use them, He has no for-
eign murket where he ean send the surplus hog products.

My, BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. No.

I say, gentlemen, this corporation would be absolutely at the
mercy of the big five packers of the country. I can not see any
escape from that conclusion—— :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin has used
30 minutes,

Mr, VOIGT. T yield myself five minutes more.

I ain not willing to vote for a bill that will authorize trans-
aections that will cost’ the farmers and consumers millions of
dollurs and put this corporation absolutely at the mercy of the
big five packers.

A gentleman who has spoken on the bill says the big five
pickers are opposed to this bill. Let me tell what happened
in ‘the committee about that. A young man came before the
committee from the American Institute of Meat Packers. He
argned against this bill.

I never received any letter from any packer in the United
States protesting against this legislation. When we had the
peker legislation before our committee several years ago the
piekers came down here in droves. The head officials came
Lere.  Their high-priced attorneys came here. None of them
sppenred here and objected to this legislation. So, gentlemen,
it I were a pagker

Mr. HAUGEN. T can supply the gentleman with the names
of & number of packers who evidently do not think it necessary
to correct the gentleman. Let me make just this one correction:
The gentleman knows that the packing houses are now run on
short time and at 60 per cent of thelr capacity. He knows the
idle packing houses throughout the country. So that there is no
trouble as far as the processing df hogs is concerned.

Mr. VOIGT. I want to say on that that we all know—those
who are at all familiar with the slavghtering business—that the
only people who are enganged in the export business are the big
five packers, and they are the only people who can handle these
millions of hogs. The only solution the gentleman has in case
these packers ask an enormous profit is that they could ship
the hogs to the next town, where you could not find adequate
packing plants. :

Mr. CARTER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. For a short question.

Mr. CARTER. Would the corporation be any more at the
merey of the packers than the farmers and stockmen are now?

Mr. VOIGT. There ig not any use of going into that. I am
just saying here that I am not willing to vote for any legisla-
tion like this, and I think this corporation would be a great
deal more at the mercy of the packers,

Mr. FUNK. Tell us why. That is a fair question.

Mr. VOIGT. I have tried fo tell the committee just why,
becauge there is nobody in this country, except the big five, that
can take these hogs for export, and consequently they are going
to buy them on their own terms.

Let me show you where this corporation will go broke in less
than 60 days, and how during that short time it would do in-
caleulable harm to the farmers, to consumers, and business in
general. The packers of this country have four or five hundred
million dollars worth of producis on hand, not to say anything
about the grain dealers and millers. They have a profit over-
night of a couple of hundred millions.  The corporation must
declare the emergency, and the law says it must buy all these

do? T don't say he will do it because he is a packer; any man
would do it, He would unload at once on this corporation and
take his profit, because he can duplicate his stock at the same

ratio price. The packers would run a race to the office of this
corporation, to see which one could get his hands first on the

$200,000,000 of its eapital, and the capital would be exhausted
long before it could meet the obligations imposed on it by the
law. The bill says the corporation may borrow a billion dollars,
but it also says that the Government is not Iiable for anything it
borrows. What banker -would loan this corporation money?
Under the scheme outlined in this bill, this corporation must
die immediately after it 'is born, leaving a legacy of ruin and
panic.

Mr. FATRCHILD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. No; I deecline to yield further, Let me show
you another thing about this hog proposition. Under this bill
any farmer can slaughter his own hogs for home consumption
without paying the so-called equalization fee. Under this bill
as it now stands a man has the right to buy a hog from a
farmer, slaughter that hog himself, and escape the payment of
the equalization fee, Tf you are a farmer and I am a eity fellow
and you slaughter a hog and sell him to me, I am obliged to pay
the so-called equalization fee, which I estimate would run, on a
200-pound hog, anywhere from $2 to $5. Now, men are not
going fo pay that tax unless they are legally obliged to.

Here is the way the bill works out, according to the legal
talent we have had before the committee: If T buy a dressed
hog from & farmer, I am obliged to pay the so-called equaliza-
tion fee. If I buy that hog from a farmer and slaughter the
hog myself or have the hog slaughtered, I do not have to pay
the fee. If I buy that hog from a farmer and pay the farmer
25 cents for slaughtering the hog for me as my property and
have it delivered to me, I do not have to pay any equalization
fee. Now, there are three cases where the net result of the
operation is the same. Tn one case there is.an equalization fee

_bayable, and in two cases there is not. ;

Suppose that under this bill a farmer slaughters a half dozen
hogs and turns them into sausage and smoked meat and ham,
and figures he is going to use them for his own use., Then he
finds he has too many hams on hand or he finds he has made
too much sansage and he wants to take it to town and sell it.

Under this bill he would not have to pay any equalization fee
on the products he sells, because when he slaughtered the hogs
he did not slanghter them for market, Now, then, whether that
equalization fee is payable or not, and whether the Government
is going to collect a tax on that or not remains within the
breast of the man who does the slaughtering. If he thinks he
is slaughtering for market then there is an equalization fee
payable, but if he thinks he is slaughtering for home use and
uses his liberal judgment in his own favor there is no fee
payable.

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin, What will be the penalty if he
practices fraud?

Mr. VOIGT. I can not take the time now to answer that.
That same thing runs all through this bill. It applies to wheat,
and it applies to all other produets in the bill, g0 that there
would be any quantity of the commodities mentioned in this
bill which, by that simple operation, would escape tlie payment
of the equalization fee.

Now, I say to you gentlemen, if by that easy process people
can escape the payment of the equalization fee we are going
to increase tremendously the local slaughter of hogs. People
will not pay that tax if they can escape it, and they can escape
it under the bill. Among those hogs which go to the packers
you are going to have a very large percentage for export. On
that portion which actunally goes to the packers you have got
to collect the equalization fee on this tremendous overproduc-
tion for export, That fee will be so large that there will be
nothing left for the farmer and-there will be no profit in the
transaction for the farmer,

So I say to you gentlemen that to work this thing out on hogs
simply can not be done, and the same applies to cattle, calves,
and sheep, and all the argument I have made on hogs applies to
all these animals. y

Now, please bear this In mind: Some of the friends of this
bill gay that this corporation can start in by trying this thing
out first on wheat. They say, “ If it works on wheat, we will
try it on hogs; if it works on hogs, we will take cattle; and
then we will take corn,” and so forth.

Now, that will not work for this reason: This corporation
can not refuse, in my judgment, to declare an emergency on
hogs, for instance, because the moment this bill becomes a law
all the facts that call for the declaration of an emergency



9052

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Maxy 20

exist, and the directors can not justly. refuse to declare; it.
Now, If you declare an emergency om hogs, you must imme-
diately declare an emergency on eattle and sheep..

If you put up the price of pork 60 per cent, people are going
to eat more beef. You are going to find that if you raise the
price of pork 60 per cent, people are going to eat more poultry,
fish, and other food, because the relative price will be cheaper..
This will increase the amount of hog produets: for export. i

In order fo prevent this, the corporation will immediately
have to declare the emergency on beef and. sheep, although we
are not at the present time exporting gny beef. We are on an
importing basis as to beef.

This bill will create an exportable surplus.

If you declare the emergency on pork, you must immediately
declare the emergency on pork produets. If you de:not, then
you make the packers of this country an immediate present
overnight of at least $200,000,000.

Let us see about that. If you raise the price of hogs 60 per
cent to-morrow, and that is the absolute price, because this
corporation is commanded by law to buy all the hegs that are
offered at $11 a hundred, then, of eourse, all the pork products
that are in the country are going up at least 60 per eent in price;
are they not? If you are a butcher and you have 10,000 pounds.
of pork on hand and the price of live hogs is raised 60 per cent,
your stock is going up at Ieast 60 per cent, and probably more,
According to the last report of the big five packers of Chi-
cago—I looked it up in Moody’s book the other day—they had
stocks on hand of $252,000,000. Most of that was pork, and if
you increase the hogs 60 per cent, you are going to at least
increase that $250,000,000 by 50 or 60 per cent, are you not,
That is a pure present to the big five packers, and we have 200
other packers in the United States. The big five are inter-
ested In a couple of hundred subsidiary corporations, which.
will also reap a harvest. Therefore, unless you do something
by way of levying a tax on the stock which the packers have
on hand, you are going to make them a present of several hun:
dred milllon dollars. You must immediately declare the emer-
gency on hog products, and cattle products and sheep produects
in order to prevent that gigantic gift to those interests.

That is not all. Al other food products are going to rise in
price when you raise pork 60 per cent. When you raise beef
and mutton, other food products are going to rise in price sym-
pathetically. \ i .

. 1 dare say that If you' put this bill in effect to-morrow, you
would make a gift, not to the farmer, not to the man you are
trying to help with this bill, but to the nonproducer, to the busi-
ness man and speculator, who has the stocks on hand—you, will
make the business interests of this country an immediate pres-
ent overnight of $500,000,000 by the operation of this bill.

T want to say a word abaut some of the other products in this
bill. Corn is mentioned in this bill. The origingl bill had cot-
ton in it; and the gentlemen representing the cotton States
here had a meeting, 1 understand, and they unanimously de-
cided—and they acted wisely—that this bill could not apply fo
cotton, because we export 65 per cent of our cotton, and they
asked us to take cotton ont. The result wonld be that if you
had a ratio price of 20 cents on cotton, exporting 80 or 65 per
cent of the product, if the world price should go down. to, 15
cents, there would be an equalization fee of 5 ¢ents a pound on
cotton. In other words, the people of the United States would
pay 25 cents a pound for cotton and we would supply the world
with cotton at 156 cents, and we would immediately Iose the
export of $200,000,000 worth of cotton manufactures, because
no manufacturer here eould manufacture cotton goods out of
25-¢ent cotton when the man in Fingland or in Germany er in.
France could make them out of 15-cent cotfon. We would lose
that $200,000,000 of exports. That 8 a phase of this bill I
have not time to touch on, but it is 4 very interesting guestion—
how far a man is affected who Is in the exporting husiness in,
this countiry and who is obliged to buy some of these commodi-
tles on which a ratio price has been set, or who is obliged to
use part of these goods in the composition of anything he ex-
ports. He will be out of business in the export world, and
there is not a word in this bill. to save him, There is no fund
established to which he can go. The only people that are pro-
vided for explicitly in this bill are the packers and the millers,
and those interests have not put up more than a formal objee-
tion I;o this bill. They could not very well urge its passage
openly. '

pﬁar. DOWELL. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, VOIGT. No; I can not yield :

T have said I would vote for the principle of this bill applied
to wheat. T wonld put an artificial price—not a ratie price—
on wheat for say two years, and then. decrease the price for,
eay two years. But I would tax every bushel of wheat except

that used for sead. Such a bill would be open to the objections
against price fixing and wonld bring about overproduction.
My only reason for supporting snch a measure would be to give
to the wheat growers of the country what I am satisfled they
were deprived of during the war period. We fixed the price
of wheat by law, and we intended the price to be & minimum
guaranty, but the grain corporation by a system of licensing
made that priee the maximum price, and by that unjust opera-
tion deprived the wheat farmers ¢f many hundred millions of
dollars,  Some have estimated; it as high as $2,000,000,000.
Equal and exact justice requires. that we make that loss to
the wheat farmers goed, and I am willing to be a party to any
plan that will give them, what they are entitled to, whether that
plan be economic or not. I just want some plan that will work
temporarily to aceomplish this object but I would not recom-
mend such a plan as permanent legislation.

Naw, let us see whether the bill could. apply to corn; You
will find a very interesting table in the Department of ARri-
culture year book for 1921, page 165. This table analyzes the
corn crop and tells ns where it goes. I shall not read all the
uses that corn is put to but I will say that all the cern. aceord-
ing to this table except about 9 per cent is fed to stock and
other animals. Aeccording to the Haugen bill all eorn used for
feed is not liable for any equalization fee. Now, you have the
same situation in regard to corn that you have in the: case: of
cotton. You would have 8 or 9 per cent of the entire ¢orn crep
of the United States, on which you could collect an equalization
fee to meet the loss on the corn that you expert. What is the
use of holding forth such a camouflage to the farmers of the
eountry? L am unwilling to do that. T am a friend of the
farmer, but I will not advocate a scheme, I will not hald out
any hope to them, that I know can not be fulfilled. [Applause.]

It might perhiaps be better palitieal strategy om my part to
fayor this bill, but I think it is abont time that the truth were
told about what the trouble is with the farmer, and how far
we can go by way of remedy. I want to say this, that I have
studied the matter of agricultural relief for the past three
years, and it is a mighty difficalt matter for anybody to pre-
scribe for the farmers' ills. We have examined in our com-
mitiee one plan affer amother, and there is no plan, that is
going to give to the farmer an increased price which is eco-
nomical and sound. You can not take & farm eommodity or
any other commodity and put an antificial price on it and say
that you have something that will hold water, something thut
is economically sound. The two things do not ge togeiher,
[Applause.]. * T

One great troulile with us is that we can not find a market
for our surplus at a profitable price, because eur customer—
Europe—has no buying power,. The people in Hurope are not

normal quantities of food.  Even in France the per
capita consumption of wheat is 2 or 3 bushels less than it was
before the war. In my judgment our Government injured the
American farmer to the extent of several billion daollars by
failing to use its full moral influence to: bring about economic
restoration in Europe. The Umited States Steel Corporation
has profiled many milllons, by disorganization over: there, be-
cause its competitors were put ont.of business, and. possibly a
few other lines have benefited, but the American farmer surely
has been the sufferen. S0 ol y y

The farmer should be relieved, from legislation which. is op-
pressing him. Reduoce the tariff on many things he buys. I
am not a free trader, but believe with, many friends of the
tariff that the existing tariff is an undue burden on our people.
Repeal the Esch-Cummins law, on those portions which produee
exorbitant freight rates, or by reclassification, give; the farmer
preferential freight rates, Break up, the umlawful trusts and
price-fixing combinations which have been and are robbing the
farmer and, the city man as well. Assist the farmer by creat-
ing for him a great national ceoperative organization, with,
State and local branches. Pass the Norris-Simclair bill, or the:
Aswell bill, or a combination of these bills. Give the farmer
economic equality, and he will take care of himself, r

In addition te this, and as strictly emergency, legislation,
I am. willing to vote for a bill which will give export certifi-
cates for 10 or 15 per cent of the value of wheat, rye, barley,
and rice, which shall be good for the payment of import duties.
Such a plan can not be applied to animal produets, in my judg-
ment. Try this for two years; in the third year make it half

| the amount, then a quarter, and then, stop. it. This plan alone

will do more good than can be hoped for with the Haugen bill,
and it is worthy of serious consideration.

Now they put rice and sheep into this bill, and they want to
declare an emergency on them. The fact of the matter is that
we have been. on, an importing, basis on mution for the last
10 years. How in all the world can you operate an export cor-
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poration te export mutton and” sheep when you have been
importing mutton year after year for 10 years? I call that

We have got beef in the bill. Aeccording te the report of the
Tariff Commissiom we imported millions of dollars worth of beef
last year more than we exported. We are on an importing
basis. That is & good thing for the farmer, and I hope thaf it
will remain so, so that fhe farmer will not be dependent on the
world price for beef. You are actually golng to create an
exporiable supply of beef, to create thie very situation for the
farmer that yow are trying to aveid, and you are doing it with
other commodities mentioned in this bill.

Mr. LONGWORTH. . Will not the gentleman discuss his view
of the tariff feature before he gets through? ‘

Mre. VOIGT. Look at the bill. You have got sheep im there,
and then to cap the climax the authors of the bill have put in
wool. As a matter of fact, we import one-half of all the wool
used in the United States. The ratio priee of weol, if the bill
should take effeet, is almost 25 cents a pound below the present
market price. I will leave it to you to guess why wool was put

into the bill.
Mr. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield?
Mr. VOILGT. Yes

Mr. TINOHER. What was the ratio price of wool when
President Harding was inaugurated on the 4th of March, 16217

Mr. VOIGTE. 1 do not ¢are what it was.

Mr. TINCHER. Why ean you not have a ratio price?

Mr. VOIGT. 1 shall answer the gentleman's question. When
Mr. Harding was inaugurated we were not exporting any wool.
We are not a wookesporting Natien. How eould the directors
of this corporation sign a document and notify the President
that we bave an exportable surplus of wool? How could they
have done it at any time in the past 20 years? So, then, it does
not make any difference what the price of wool was. In 1922
we imported ever 250,000,000 pounds of wool; and there is
more camouflage in this bill.

I want now to go into the tariff feature. The men who
framed this bill originally did not have the slightest idea, in
my Jjudgment, about the tariff complications incident to the bill.

They provided in the original bill that a tariff or embargo |

could be levied on the commodities mentioned in it, but they
did not seem to think that if we put up the price of lard 4 or §
cents a pound probably some people would be importing oils
from other eountries. Coconut oil, for instance, is used as a
substitute for lard. Consequently this bill will affect several
hundred items that are now on the tariff list, or if they are not
on the tariff list we shall have fo put them on. :

The CHAIRMAN. The gentileman has consumed 20 addi-
tional minutes.

Mr. VOIGT. I shall take 10 minutes more. If you raise the
priee of pork 60 per cent, of course you are immediately going
to be flooded in this counfry by every conceivable article of
food which may be used as a substitute for pork, and conse-
quently all such articles will have to be guarded against so far
as import is concerned. It is going to be an almost impossible
job for this on or for the Tariff 'Commission to keep
on adjusting these tarlff rates on hundreds of articles so as to
prevent - those articles and substitutes and derivatives from
coming into the country. But it will have {0 be done or the
purpose of the bill will be defeated.

I have advanced some views of my own in addition to the
minority report. I have sald that I should vote for this bill
if the bill with some modifications were applied to wheat only.
Under the present bill I think that at least 200,000,000 bushels
of wheat would escape the payment of the equadlization fee.
We use in this country something Iike seventy or eighty million
bushels of wheat for animal feed. If you raise the price
of wheat 5O per cent of course no one is golug to feed it if
he ean find something else to feed to his anfmals. The moment
this thing goes into effect, people will feed substitutes, which
they can buy 50 per eent cheaper, What will happen? TUnder
this -bill that which is now used for feed will enhance the
exportable surplus of wheat.

Under this bill the producer of wheat has a right to grind
his own wheat into flour for his own use. The popu-
lation, if you speak of it as one-third of our population, eats
one-third of the flour which is made In the United States.
That one-third will escape the payment of the eguallzation
fee. If a farmer takes his wheat to .a mill to have it ground
for his own use and he finds that he has had too much flour
ground, he has the legal right to sell anyone that flour, and
the buyer need not pay the equalization fee, because when the
wheat was milled it was not milled for sale How many people
are going to take advantage of that? How many people are
going to honestly overestimate their requirements? Right

there 150,000,000 bushels of wheat mnder this bill will escape

‘the payment of the equalization fee. | |

I have said that if these things were guwarded against I
would be willing to ‘vote’ for this bill appled to wheat emly,
but It us not fool ourselves about this. These other commodi-
ties are put in here for logrolling purpeses. Can anybody tell

‘me why rice was put into this bill? Why was rice put in, and

why was rye left out, and why was barley left out? Last year
we exported about $28,000,000 worth of rye and about $11,000,-
000 worth of rice. 'Why not put those things into the bill?
Those farmers have a right to be recognized if you are going to
frame a logrolling bill here, The majority report says that the
operation of this bil} will cause a well-balaneed agriculture, and
that fer that reason there will be no overproduetion. Let us
see about that. If I am a farmer and I ean get by operation of
law 60 per cent more for hogs than I can get at the present
time and have it guaranteed to me by the Government, am I
going to raise potatees?

Why, no; we are all golng to raise more hogs and less pota-
toes. The potato farmer will turn te raising hogs and we will
have a tremendous export of hogs, and by reason of the searcity
of potiatoes we are going to have a falrly high price for potatoes.

Mr, MACLAFFERTY, If the gentleman will permit, will not
that ain consequence put the price of potatoes rather out of

Mr. VOIGT. It will certainly raise the price of potatoes, but
I can not say how high they would go. Now, the legal talent
that we have in the committee informed us that the words in
this bill, * cattle, sheep, or swine, or any food product, de-
rived therefrom,” did not eover milk from the cow.

The chairman this afternoon said ft did@ cover milk from
the cow. That is a very important matter. The dairy products
in this country amount to something like $2,000,000,000 per
year.

Mr. ASWELL. Does the genfleman recall that he himself
offered an amendment to include milk?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes; I offered amendments to Include the ex-
portable surplus of practically all farm commodities, so as to
bring forth some sort of a balanced bill here. If milk is a food
product derived from eattle under the meaning of this bill, of
course that wounld take in butter and cheese. If the emergency
is declared on food produects of cattle, and that should inelude
milk from the cow, then every woman or housewife who buys
# pint of mitk will have to pay the equalization fee on that
pint or quart of milk. The whole thing 1s onworkable.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas, Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. VOIGT. T will,

Mr, SUMNERS of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman if
under this bill hogs are worth 11 cents a pound on the basic
price of these 400 commodities, and if the number of hogs im-
crease, say, double in two years, would the corporation still
have to pay the 11 cents a pound? -

Mr. VOIGT. The corporation would pay 11 cents, but when
the price got above 11 cents there would be no emergency.

Mr. SUMNEHRS of Texas. Another question. If the average
price of these 400 commodities goes up—— '

Mr. VOIGT. I the price goes up, of course your 11 cents
will rise proportionately.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. And you would pay probably 12
cents by raising three titnes as many hogs?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes; It does not' make any difference how many
million additional hogs you raised, this corporation has to buy
at 11 cents; if the Index rises, your 11 cents will rise. ;

Mr. ASWELIL. I do not know whether the gentleman is tired
or not, but a great deal of interest has been manifested with
reference fo the increased cost of Hving, and the gentleman
knows more about that than anybedy. Will the gentleman dis-
cuss that phase?

Mr. VOIGT. T will tnke a few minotes, '

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed one hour.

Mr. VOIGT. I will take five minntes more. 'Of course no
one can say what this scheme would cost the peéople of the
United States. The chairman did not go any further this
afternoon than to say that it might imerease thqtahrrloe of a loaf
of bread one-half a cert. 'Now, I Took at it in this way, gentle-
men : The total farm crop of the United States is worth about
$8,000,000,000. The major portion of that $8,000,000,000, with
the' exception of cotton, comsists of the food animals, dairy
products, and grains. The corn crop of the United States and
the hog crop are the two biggest sources of food supply we have
in the country. Now, the annual valuwe of the crop on which
this bill will operate i8 probaby between four and five billion
dollars. Now, pork Is increased 60 per cent, corn increased
about 20 per cent, and it is proposed to increase wheat 50
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per cent. Now, suppose we strike an average, and say it is on
an average 40 per cent. That would be 40 per cent of, say, four
or five billion dollars. I am satisfied that if this scheme were
even put in practice—and I have no fear it will be, gentlemen—
it would cost the consumers of this country an additional
$2,000,000,000 per annum, Of course the farmer will pay more
for wages and everything he buys. We consumed in the United
States last year between nine and ten billion pounds of pork.
The rest was exported.

Now, if you figure 4 cents a pound live weight—and, of course,
when the hog is slaughtered it amounts to more than 5—you
get the sum of $490,000,000 which it will cost the people of
the United States, exclusive of those who raise the pork.
Of course there is not much use talking about this increased
cost, because this bill will never get that far. No President
could sign this bill, and everything President Coolidge has
gaid indicates that he would not sign it if passed up to him,
It is a pity that we could not have devoted our efforts in fram-
ing a workable bill which at least would have given some
relief. I am in favor of staying here all summer if necessary
and do it.

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes,

Mr. TINCHER. Does the gentleman advance as an argu-
ment against this bill the idea that the consuming publie
could not afford to pay to the American farmer the ratio
price?

Mr. VOIGT. I have not made any such argument. Some-
body asked me to state what in my judgment the cost of this
operation would be to the American consumer. I have not
made that statement as an argument against this bill.. Some-
body has asked me what I thought the cost would be and I
have stated it. :

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT,  Yes.

Mr. BURTNESS. The gentleman has stated as one of the
dangers that he sees in the enactment of this bill the possi-
bility of increase in production all along the line. The only
purpose of the bill is simply to give the producer, as I under-
stand if, the same actual price as the producer received on
the average during tlhe period from 1905 to 1914, inclusive.
What, then, will be the actual incentive to increase the pro-
duction above what it was during that period?

Mr, VOIGT. I will say to the gentleman, take the case of
hogs: If the farmers in this country produced for slaughter
81,000,000 hogs in 1923 at T cents per pound, how many hogs
will they produce if you guarantee them 11 cents a pound? I
think that answers the gentleman's question. [Applause.]

AMr. BURTNESS. Does the gentleman not overlook the
fact that a good many of those produced last year were pro-
duced at a loss?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes. Let us assume that. How much more
pork will they raise if you increase the price and, guarantee
an advance of 60 per cent by law? A

Mr. BURTNESS. Does the gentleman think it would give
the farmer an unusual profit?

. Mr. VOIGT. No. I am not here to complain that this would
give the farmer too much money. I am just stating what the
bill would do.

This bill in no way cures the farmer's real troubles. If
this thing should work temporarily it will do away with co-
operative associations among farmers. The object of coopera-
tion is to secure a better price, but if the Government fixes
one price, and no one can get any more or any less, what is
the use of cooperation? This bill would do more damage than
the farmers could repair in years, and the farmer's great
hope lies in the field of cooperation. :

Dante M. Pierce, publisher of the Wisconsin Farmer and
Towa Homestead, who enjoys the absolute confidence of farm-
ers, condemns the bill. HEdward Nordman, commissioner of
agriculture of Wisconsin, writes me that this bill * will simply
fool the farmers into believing that something is being done
for them, whereas the effect of such a bill will be to do agri-
culture infinitely more harm than good.”

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin has expired. \

Mr. VOIGT. I will grant myself five minutes more,

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlenian yield?

Mr. VOIGT, Yes,

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I wonder if the condition we find our-
selves in is not due to this fact, which the friends of the farmer
will not face, namely, we want to restore to the farmer, first,
the power of his dollar, and we have taken from the farmer

that purchasing power by virtue of the fact that we have in-
creased the price of other articles that the farmer buys, and
because of that we now want to give him increased prices for
the commodities which he produces to the extent, as the gen-
tleman says, of $1,500,000,000. Why do not these friends of
the farmers advocate some scheme such as was suggested in
the question of the leader on this side, which will reduce the
prices on the articles which the farmer buys? [Applause.]

Mr., VOIGT. There is a great deal in what the gentleman
says. I want to say this: I am satisfled that the present high
tariff is a detriment to the American farmer, There is no
question about that. [Applause.]

Now then the real remedy for this trouble is not your loading
up the farmer and consumer here with this exorbitant tariff and
then put on top of that what you might call an internal tariff,
The people who advoeate this bill propose, in order to right this
wrong which they say exists against the farmer, which is a
wrong against the consumer as well, to pile another wrong on
both of them. They propose to cure one wrong by inflicting
another,

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Another guestion: Is it not a fact that,
according to all the laws of economies, if you add two billion
or a billion and a half of value—I think your figures are right;
I think two billions or a billion and a half would be right—
is 1t not a faet that if you increase values by two billions or a
billion and a half you would increase the prices of these 400
articles so that your index number would change with the value
gir the article? You are going around a vicious circle all the

me.

Mr. VOIGT. TIf you increase the price of these farm products
a couple of billion dollars the general index number will rise;”
and when that number rises, of course, the price of these farm
products will go up, and in each case your index number will go
up, so that they will all be chasing each other around a circle.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. In other words, you will be going around
a vicious circle all the time,

Mr. VOIGT. Yes,

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The gentleman referred to the
probability that the increased price of hogs of 11 cents a pound
would greatly incrense the number of hogs produced by the
farmers. How does the gentleman explain the fact that during
the war, when hogs were 15 to 19 cents a pound, we did not
produce as many hogs as are now being produced at 7 cents a
pound? Are there not other factors entering into that propo-
sition? TFor instance, does not the price on corn determine the
number of hogs that are produced?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes. Surely the price of corn determines
whether it is profitable to produce hogs, and there is a very
close relationship between the price of corn and the price of
hogs.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. So that many other factors enter
into the price of hogs?

Mr, VOIGT. Certainly. Of course during the war all other
commodities were relatively high and transportation facilities
were disturbed and we could not get the meat out of the coun-
try, but with an open market conditions have changed.

Mr, KETCHAM, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VOIGT. Yes,

Mr. KETCHAM. May I say that I agree with the very fine
compliments which have been paid the gentleman with refer-
ence to his knowledge of thig bill, and that is the reason 1 am
asking this question, Very early in the gentleman’s discussion
he said that later on he would tell about this proposition of
price fixing in response to the suggestion of the gentleman from
Indiana [Mr. VesTtarL]. May I supplement his inquiry by this
one: Did not the gentleman confuse the idea of price fixing
with the idea of the ratio price, which everybody admits is a
fixed price? This ratio price is not the price the producer
would recelve for his product, nor is it the price that the
purchaser would pay. Either of these prices is a matter of
individual contract between purchaser and seller.

Mr. VOIGT. I am very glad the gentleman asked that ques-
tion. The majority of the commiftee say this is not a price-
fixing measure, because anyone is st Iiberty to sell for any

price and anyone is at liberty to buy for any price. Let us
examine into that.
The price of hogs is fixed by the law at $11. Now, theo-

retically, of course, the farmer has the right to sell those hogs
for $10, but no one will say that if the Government corporation
stands ready to pay him $11 that he is going fto sell for £10,
and who is going to pay $12 for hogs when the established
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market ‘price is' $117 ' Now, $11, or whatever it may be, is
going to be the absolute price of that article. ' [Applause.]

Mr. VESTAL. 1 do not know whether the gentleman under-
stood my question or not, The proposition I want to get in
my mind is this: Let me put a concrete proposition.” Suppose
the ratio price of corn, for instance, was 80 cents, and on my
little farm: I want to feed some stock. T want to buy semse
corn from my neighbor, whoe has 1,000 bushels of corn to gell,
I want to know whether under this bill I can contract with my
neiglhbor at a eash price for less than 80 cents, whidl 1s the
ratio price.

Mr, VOIGT. Oh, yes.

Mr., VESTAL. Can I 2o 'In there and buy this cern from him

and pay him cash for it at 70 eents, if he wanm to make that-

contract?

Mr. VOIGT, “Oh, yes; you have this situation. The Govern-
ment stands ready to buy that man’s corn at 80 cents. 1If he
ig'swilling' to sell to you at 70 cents, he has a right to do that,
of eourse, )

Mr. VESTAL. ' But if the Government buys it at 80 cents, is
there not an equalization fee of ‘some kind to be paild?

Mr, VOIGT, Yes. '

Mr. VESTAL. Suppose he wants to contract with me, can
I buy it wtthout any equalization fee? .

Mr. VOIGT. 1If you are going to use that corn for animal
feed then there is no equalization fee. As I sald before, there
is only & or € per cent of all the corn raised In the country on
which you eould ¢olleet that fee,

* Mr. VESTAL, All I wunted to find out was whether, I
could make such a contract.

Mr. MORGAN. The gentleman referred to the tariff and its
relation to the farmer. The gentleman must know that nearly
all' of ‘the products on the fart or that the farmer purchases,
including steel products, footwear, and the implements he nses
are all on the free list, even the fertilizer. -[Applause.]l

Mr. VOIGT. T will say to the gent‘le.man that I understand
there fs a tariff on steel. : :

Mr. MORGAN. There is no tariff on'steel. = :

Mr, VOIGT. There is a tariff on certaln steel products.’

Mr. MOPGAN,  Ounly on certain products that enter, !nto
steel production, which 15 a' very small’per cent.

Mr. VOIGT. That may be, but that enters into the price of
the wagons and the'other tmplementd that the farmer buys. '

Mr. MORGAN. It 13 a very small per cent and does not
amount’ to’ much.

Mr. CHINIIBLOXL, The ger tl’eman d-:res not want to ruIn the
farmers” home ‘market.

Mr. YOIGT. There is not riuch danger of rulning the home
market. Beople must eat, and the faymer feeds us all, Mr.
H. B. Miles, director of the Fair Tarlff’ Leazue. says that the
steel and wire industries under the Fordn tarﬂ.'r law were
given the privilege of adding $351,000,000 to rices, to cost
consumers twice this sum at retail, or $7 000 "He says
the tariff costs Kansas farmers over w,oooooo and Texas
farmers over $86,000,000 a year. In fact, all farm orgnnhntlcrna
who argue for the Haugen 'bill claim the tariff diseriminates
against them, and ¥ voted against the B‘ordney tar[ﬂ bill be-
canse ' I believed that to be true.

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chatrmsm I move uw.t the cummlttee
do now. rise.

The motion was agreed. to,

Accordingly, the committee rose and the. Speaker pro tempore
having resumed the chair, Mr. Sanders, of Indiana, Chairman
of the Committee of the Whole Heuse on the stafe of, the
Union, reported that that committee bad had under, considera-
tion the hill (H. R. 9033) declaring an emergeney in, respect
of certain agrienltural commodl to promote equality be-
tween agricultural  commodities and other commodities, and
for other purposes, and. had come to no resolution. thereon,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the peint of no
quornm, i

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, was the lm_nr of maatius
fixed at 11 o'clock for to-morvow or Thursday?

The SPEAKER pro tempore.  Thursday.

TO PROVIDE FOR SCIENTIFIC AXD SKILLFUL FARMING

Ar: GRIEST. Mr. Speaker, in these times of agricultural
depression I am impressed with the importance of enacting into
law H. R. 157, reported favorably by the Agricultural Commit-
tee, to authorize the more complete mnlomnt of llxricultuml
experiment mt!ons. y

A State or nation advances with the development of its nat-
ural resources. To use only part of these resources limits the
prosperity, opportunity, and progress of any country.

Timber, minerals, water power, coal, oil, and gas have all been
considered as valuable capital, yet there ia no greater resources
than the soil. Particnlariy suited to the oldest oceupation of
man, this Iiation has recognized the value of the soil and has
applied science to the promotion of better agriculture. The de-
velopment of high-yielding grains, the improvement of live-
stock, the clearing of cut-over lands, the drainage of marsh
s0ils, the development of rural sanitatiom, and the fostering of
a better rural social life have all made up & part of the Nation's
program of advancement.

We must, constantly look ahead, Through the application of
sclence to the everyday efforts of country life, new opportunities
gi; tprogrea.s are constantly open to the farmers of the Unlted

es.

True, since 1921 the farming industry suffered the most severe
depression which has oceurred in a genmeration. The situation
in which the farmer now finds himself, in common with all other
producers of raw materials, whether of food, fuel, shelter, or
clothing, is that the commodities which he has to sell haye gone

i gown in price more than the finished products which he has to
| buy,

It 15 to be hoped that the relative price of farm products has
reached its lnwest level; but whether that s so or not, this.
outstanding fact re.mainx—the agriculture of to-morrow must
more than ever utilize the ﬁ.nﬂlngs of science in c¢onducting our
farming operations. When the between costs of pro-
duction and crop returns are wide, less care 18 likely to be ex-
ercised in ap all of those methods which cut out waste,
ell.minatsl and losses, and consequently Ilower costs of
production, Profitable farming in the future must utllize to
the fullest all practicable measures to cut not only costs of
production but costs of distribution as well. For unless farm-
ing can be made profitahle and can insure a reasonable living
standard the Nation can neitheér hope to hold’ its best farmers
on the land nor can it expect to attract our best young men
and women into farming as'a vocation, -

Progress 'in ‘agriculture is possible only through the use of
better methods, and these methods can comé only by finding
and trylng out new ldeas, 'The Individual farmer has neithe¢
the time nor the money to work out many new ideas. Realiz-
ing this, our Federal Government, in 'conjumction with 'the
several States, founded and has supported in the past the
State experiment stations.’ The Purnell bill, under ' discussion
now, callg for an increase in the funds to support experimental
workin ‘these stations, for the existing funds 'are proving en-
tirely’ inadequite for their needs. And why? ' First of all; the
development of’ the'extension serviceés of these Btates has mul-
tiplied -the' demands ' 'on''the 'institutions for information and
service. It 'must’ 'also 'be 'remembered that the purchasing
power of money has so greatly diminished that the funds now
available to each Btate will do vastly less work than when the
early laws were passed. Then, too, new problems in agrieul-
ture, such as the distributien and marketing of farm products
and’ the improvement of the raral social l.lre have arisen and
are demandlug exhaustive researeh..-

Let' us ' take the ‘typleal: farm, go  the mnds, and see
wherein that farm has felt the results of research. 'A silo
stands at one end ‘of the barm. Whence came the silo? Re-
search established: the fact that corn preserved in. an air-tight,
eircular contziner! made a: nutritions amd palatable feod for
lvestock during! the winter: ' A uniform type herd of dairy eat-
tle iz grazing in a field of clover. - The basis of selection of
those animals’ for high milk production traces back to work in
breeding for dairy type at experiment stations. The month-
fuls of clover' they are censuming are very likely the result of
eombining the use of pure seed bred at a college station, good
cultural methods established by experimental trials, proper fers
tilisation founded on experimental evidence, and systematic
rotation of creps based on experiment station teachings

Look at the lengthy, upstanding, arch-back “ porkers” over
in the feed lot helping themselves te a balanced ration from. a
self-feeder. Where ig the chunky, short pig of our forefathers’
day? Experiments in feeding and breeding of swine at our
experiment stations have shown that economiecal pork produe-
tion demands the " 1924 model” hog. Why the balaneed ration
and self-feeder? Feeding trials praved that the old methosl of
raising kogs on corn and water in & dark, dingy pen was ohso-
lete. - A potato sprayer ig operating in the near-by field. Grand-
father would have sneered at the practice of sprinkling the
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potato field, but plant pathologists have proven that the yield
per acre can be increased at least one-third by proper spraying
to control plant diseases. And remember an increased yield
means a lowered cost of production and a greater margin of
profit to the producer. And so on down the line of farm prac-
tices we find the touch of the experiment station's hand, often
unknown to the farmer himself. You might ask the farmer
where he gained his information for improved practices. His
answer might be, * From my neighbor or from my farm paper.”
But trace these improved practices to their true source and you
will find that they emanated from an experiment station in’
some section of the country.

Thus far, I have been speaking largely in terms of generall-
ties. Now, I am going to give you a few concrete examples
of just how our own experiment station in Pennsylvania has
been of service to the peoplé of our State. : :

Take for instance the fertilizer experiments on the college
farm that have been running for 40 consecutive years. TInci-
dentally, they are the oldest in America. 1 am told that the
Jessons on crop rotations, manure and commercial fertilizers
brought out by these experiments have been worth far more
to Pennsylvania farmers than the entire cost of experimental
work at the college,

The development of one variety of wheat, “ Pennsylvania
44" has meant an increased yield per acre of over 5 bushels
‘wherever it was sown. Last year over 100,000 acres were sown
to this variety, which was bred by a plant-breeding expert on
the experimental staff, TFigures show that if this seed was
used over the entire State, the value of the wheat crop would
be increased $10,000,000 annually over the annual income de-
rived from wheat before this varlety was developed. And re-
member, it does not take any more labor to raise * Pennsyl-
vania 44" wheat than it did to produce the old common
varieties.

Experiments in plant breeding at our college have resulted
in three other noteworthy contributions to the agricultural
prosperity of the country. One strain and two new varletles
of tomatoes and a superior strain of cabbage have been of
great value to the truck growers and consumers of Pennsyl-
vania. The Penn State Earliana tomato, developed at the
college, has given an increased yleld of more than 2% tons per
acre in many instances. Recent tests conducted with Penn
State ballhead cabbage, which originated on the station farm,
show that it produced 20 tons per acre where supposedly
good commercial strains under similar conditions yielded only
17 tons.

Nearly three-fourths of Pennsylvania apple orchards are in
permanent sod, and the investigations carried on by the sta-
tion have proven conclusively the value of nitrogenous ferti-
lizers in sod orchards. - As a result, hundreds of fruit growers
in the State are using nitrate of soda and are finding it
profitable.

Result of research work in animal husbandry have revolu-
tionized the steer-feeding industry in Pennsylvania by proving
the value and economy of feeding silage with a proper protein
supplement. The value of forage crops for swine and the types
hest suited for this purpose were also determined and the ma-
jority of the hog men of the State have followed the recom-
mendations with great success. ]

Southwestern Pennsylvania is fhe most Important sheep-
producing center in the State. Practically all the sheep grown
are fine wools, 8o that the major portion of the income from
these flocks is wool. To find another source of income for these
farmers an experiment was started in 1915 to study the value
of grade Merino ewes as a farm flock when bred to high-class
mutton rams for the purpose of producing “ hotheouse lambs.”
I understand that this experiment resulted in these farmers
securing a maximum amount of wool and at the same time
marketing a high-class lamb at an early age.

Investigations in plant-disease control, carried on for several
years, have led to campaigns of disease control out in the
State that have saved thousands of dollars to the tillers of the
goil. Potato gpraying alone has reduced the cost of production
per bushel to such an extent that the industry has been practi-
ecally saved from ruin., Diseases of truck crops have been in-
vestigated at our branch station at Bustleton, Pa., and the
results have led to the control of lettuce and rhubarb diseases
that threatened the industry.

Lancaster, the county whieh T have the honor to represent,
has been, as many of you know, the richest and most produc-
tive agricultural county in the United States for more: than

half a century, as the tabulated statement at the conclusion of
these remarks indicates. For more than 200 years, these soils
have been pouring forth bountiful crops and to-day most of the
land is in a high state of fertility. The 10,000 or more farms
in Lancaster County, with their neat, well-kept buildings, their
trim fence rows, their bounteous crops, and improved herds,
reflect the indunstry, the intelligence, and the foresight of the
pioneers who settled the county more than two centuries ago.
Probably in no other part of the world have the abundant gifts
of nature been so well preserved for future generations.

And yet Lancaster County, with its naturally fertile fields and
its intelligent, industrious class of farmers, will have to credit
part of its success to the application of scientific principles in
farming. FKurthermore, farmers of Lancaster County realize
that now, more than ever before, they must depend on secience
to enable them to maintain the leadership they have held so
long and the prosperity that has been theirs.

We have an immense steer-feeding industry within the
county turning out from 60,000 to 80,000 choice beeves in a
year. For years the practice was to feed corn, bran, and hay
as a fattening ration. It remained for science to prove the
economy of feeding silage and cottonseed meal, and my con-
stituents tell’ me that this substitution has really saved the
industry in our present economie depression, Truly, it can be
said that the many silos dotting the farmsteads stand as monu-
ments to science. The open-shed method of cattle feeding,
proven sound and’ economical by the experiment station,
has replaced the old method in Lancaster County and In the
leading beef sections of the country. | ; .

This county ranks among the leaders in the United States in
tobacco production, Where most districts have shown a
marked decrease in the yield per acre since 1890, a comparison
of these early figures with the United States Government an-
nual report of 1922 shows that the Lancaster County yield has
shown a marked increase, And why? Tobacco growers tell
me it has been dué partly to the farming system practiced and .
partly to an improved strain developed by the experiment
station. More than 50 per cent of the acreage at the present
time is planted to this improved strain, which not only yields
better but is also of high curing quality. Right in this connec-
tion I might say that the steam sterilization of tobacco beds in
Lancaster County was originated by an experiment station
staff member. This practice has now been adopted in every
tobaeco-growing distriet in the country. 3

Wheat is a part of the erop rotation on many of the farms in
our county. TFor years we raised a score or more of different
varieties, some of them ill adapted to our conditions Then
came the development of “ Pennsylvania 44" at the station
farm, and to-day Lancaster is headed toward a standardization
of wheat that will mean not only a better yield but also a
uniform, marketable product. Already 2,500 acres of this
improved variety is being grown in the county, and the acreage
is doubling each year. :

Although only a small part of the experimental work has
been cited, it is sufficient to prove the immense value this work
has been to the producers and consumers, And yef, with all
this work, the farmers are ever presenting unsolved problems
to the experiment station. Most of the examples I have related
have been along the line of production. There are those who
argue that too much work has been performed on this side
which has resulted in our present depression. - I want to say
that the main object and ultimate results of this work have
not heen greater production but more economie production.

Right along this trend of thought are the problems of dis-
tribution and marketing of farm products, which are demanding
golution in our State and which are the subject of so much
discussion all over the country, At the present time our sta-
tion has a comprehensive research program planned on prob-
lems of distribution, marketing, and rural social life, which
can not be carried out because of a lack of funds. Would it
not be well for us to vote reasonable amounts of money, as
carried in the pending bill, to support careful, sane, accurate
studies on these problems? ,

Gentlemen, the future prosperity of the agricultural indus-
try and the maintenance of the present standard of living of
our ever-increasing urban population depend primarily on
more economical production and proper distribution of our
farm products. Just when there is a erying need for research
in agriculture, when the very lifeblood and backbone of our
farming population are despondent and migrating to cities, we
can not afford to refuse to give our support to experiment sta-
tions that can do much to place agriculture back on its feet. .
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Agricultural statistics of the [0 leading counties in the United States, Cénsus of 1920

. Valus of Valuoof | YMUOOL | seoragate | Value of
Countles W ﬁnmh:; farm vm"' livestook |- ’,"’,{3‘:1’ value of farm mdu:ots Rank

¥ products slanghtered products per acre
Lancaster, P 240 564,776 | $110, . 187 002 6813 750, 527 148, 142 i) 1
Los Angejes, GAlL <. 2,000,880 | 2503 | 0015 104 | en o150l | wouron | vooren| Tasmia| o 2
Ban Bernardino, Calif. 12, 900, 480 415,738 00, 648, 710 26,681,925 | 1,324,443 391, 540 28, 397, 908 68.31 i §
A k, Me 4,120, 020 850, 208 77,759, 326 52,541,205 | 1,713,022 | 1,245,143 55, 488, 370 65. 27 4
Ban Joaquin, Calif 926, 720 706, 308 | 140, 600, 079 30,748,032 | 3,000,576 | 1,482 208 44,320, 814 62. 78 5
. MogLean, Il___ 726, 240 714,400 | 267, 332, 051 26,887,618 | 2,186,278 | 5,802, 034 34, 065, 930 48 4 6
Chas?ﬁaiﬁ:, ) || T 667, 520 604,827 | 233,673,411 23,688,025 | 1,782,850 | 2,354,726 27, 826, 60L 46.07 7
La e, 111 733, 440 668, 660 | 213, 717, 738 24,101,380 | 2,178,058 | 2,024, 537 20, 202, 982 43.81 8
Tulare, Calif.__.__ 3,107,840 | 1,084,234 | 108,312, 506 83,320,607 | 9,414,764 | 2,803,018 39, 638, 280 36. 55 9
‘Whitman, Wash >3 1,349,120 | 1,252,485 | 135,765,508 30, 824, 407 980, 668 | 1,682,412 83, 448, 387 26,10 10
HAUGEN-M'NARY BILL patent that they are not going to get much consideration from
Mr. WILSON of Indinna. Mr. Speaker, under leave granted | this session, so if there is any virtue in this bill let us have It.
to extend my remarks, I insert the following: I belieye a study of the following statistical tables compiled

We have now reached a stage where agriculture has been by the Department of Agriculture |wlll convince anyone that we
taxed so long to support other industries that it has become have many customers in the world's markets who are large buy-
almost useless to try to produce a profit on the farm, ers of our wheat and flour and have been and are now buying in

I believe, however, that the great majority of the farmers &f | large quantities of these commodities:

ill
ttﬁgigoxgg:{l;:]ioriﬁmmﬁ 2;&?__&1 lveu: ?egrg i‘%?lﬁrtg{:gl}:z b;t?:l;'g Wheat exports from the United States, year ending June 30
them of cheaper transportation, and especially water transpor-

tation, and to cheaper fertilizers; to cooperation in marketing, Country to e T . Average

fo reduction of taxes, and to other feasible plans of relief | which exported 1010-1914

whereby all the people will be afforded a distinct advantage

over present conditions. Bushels | Bushels | Rushels Bushels
The farmer never has and never will ask for charity, for he | Belgium.. 5,976,110 2,470,787 4,054, 17 7,105,138

is not a beggar. All he wants is an equal opportunity with | Denmark mm &éﬁ% m.g}g 561, 300

other classes and not to be discriminated against to the advan- | Gemse 5,367,895 7o, ; e

tage of other industries and to his detriment. He is tired of AL A6T] e i S e 62, 102

+selling his product in the open market and being required to iﬁg‘él ggg: g,; Ao 2,867,

buy his necessities in a protected market, thereby selling at a | ) 4 ”‘2&

low price and buying at a high price. The situation of the

farmer is worse to-day than at any period in the history of the

farming business in this country. It is a gloomy picture that

is presented by everyone who has traveled through the West-
ern States and is familiar with the agricultural situation. The
wheat farmer is not the only one in trouble. Virtually every
farmer is in.a bad predicament and facing ruin. They find
themselves unable not only to pay their taxes and debts, but
they can not even pay their interest.

According to the annual report of the Secretary of Agricul-
ture for 1923:

In 15 corn and wheat producing States 24} per cent of owners

of farms were, in faet, bankrupt; practically one out of every ¢
four bankrupt. BHtn Soath .

One million two hundred thousand left the farm to better | Africa._______ 65, 021
their financial conditions in 1922, Other countries. 1, 181, 030
o ork alone for the year ending February, 1928, 36000 | moa...|rom o 79,00 30 .2 oo 300, 1) v 28

In Michigan 10 per cent i'.)f thl?tl Mlchlgar&- farms are vacant,
and 13 per cenf more are on worke Country to A Average

Acmr%elng to the annual ;ég?tt ';! the Attorney General on | Which exported s e A 1 919 0151019
bankruptey among farmers: 3 - -

The number of Towa farmers in bankruptcy increased from Bushels | Bushels | Bushels Bn.m:ésuj Bushels | Bushels
60 in 1913 to 489 in 1923, P Belgium.___.__.| 5,820, 2,652, 910] 2, 608, 044 1988} 25,072,439 B, 536, 415

Farmers’ percentage of all cases in bankruptey incrensed from | Denmark.......| 57647 s R0 gy
16.8 per cent in 1913 to 52.8 per cent in 1923. In other words, s m] mnf * 530,425
52 farmers to 48 of all other classes in bankruptey. The number 96, 5,072, 525
of farmers in all cases in bankruptey in all the States increased bl e f&%&%{
from 942 in 1918 to 5,940 in 1923, an increase of 4,098 in 10 ssg 3, 1,702, 608
years. o 050, 885

Bank failures in the United States have increased hy leaps ‘786, 497| 5, 385, %_&3;‘{
and bonnds. Mgre l?tatf. ntnl:l Nath;ual I;lnnks wer:é t{m;ed in the mm' 045,790 406,700 5, 47, 881 2,538, T4
last seven months than in the previous five-year périod. . -

Many suggestions as to what ought to be done to relieve the g?i %ﬁ'%} ?ﬂ& e b B ﬁ'l%?é-l
distressing situation and insure a profit to the farmer for his 581 17,624 o4, "4, 807
wheat have been offered by men who assume a knowledge of - Imﬁ 0, 76, 523
conditions, ';m,ﬁ ?’&?‘,"i

The great need of the farmer to-day is a steady market for his 1,326, 248, 31, 508
producét and a relief from the burdens of the high protective e ! 179
tariff. The great underlying principle that governs the value of 758, 51 “‘% m) m,ﬁ
wheat in this country is the law that operates in supply and 4 1, 507, 6801 . 519, 102
demand. I intend to vote for the McNary-Haugen bill, because lands m‘ 12

" it seems to be the only farmers’ measure for which I will have e S Py g 2 i
an opportunity to vote. However, I am accepting this just as | Afriea...._._| 1,051,017 389,078 5,068, 24 28| 460, 221
the farmer 1s accepting It. I:ntil;es‘lr desperation and dire ex- Other countries. tn; 2,397,767 2,000,800 326,300 2,842,080 2,815,078
tremity they are like the dro man grasping at a straw, Total..... 173, 274, 015149, 831, 427/34, 118, 853 178, , 089,
their plight can be made no worse by this legislation. It is wAIR In' 3 | e s&z.mlimmum
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Wheat exports from the United States, year onding June 80—Con.

Country to which exported 1830 1921 1022 1928
Belgl 13, 459, 601 213,3“23"?!513‘5 17, 526, 47 %mm
um i 5 45,
Denmark. 06, 000 354, 778 62, 171
France_. = 27,118,875 | 24,304,485 | 5,004,338 | 74, 760,870
iGermany. BOE, 840 |96, 526,904 | 21,782,070 | -, 408 667
Trocce.... 700, 154 | 4,835 243 8,024 898, 671
dtaly. .. 27,985,629 | 57,123,008 | 35,656,891 | &3, 771,801
Nﬁl.{lerlll-l&_._..-_..._ ..... - 1886, 21,509,062 | 39,867,764 | I2, 28, T30
Norway - 186,833 | 1,654,283 262 671 | 11,241,988
-ty §300 | 9906358 | 2 w800 [ 35007
pain - i 3
Bweden -} 1,487,800 419, 188 472,608
Goviteoriamd] S o LRl 154, 598 985, 343 40,884 | oLl
United Kingdom ___.____.________| 39,788, 117 | B8, 784, 15 | 48,808, 181 | 28, 237, 471
Canada._ -| B, 356,252 | 10,746, 857 | 20,341,205 | 31,092,028
Mexico 244,980 | 1,145 733 ! 8,000,646 |, 1,260, 531
Cuba i 93, 761 27,000 | 22, 231
Braail 199 { 2,077,638 | 1, 617, 398 | 1185
Chile__. 4 2,000 000 k- E =
P e e 637,048 1 1,141,901 B9, 350
g i 7 82 1 2 K35
Henglong I ; 3‘&&&!
Japan. __. 10,141 | 1,208,701 | 11,002,363 | & i
‘Phitippime-Istands_ ... S e g e f R A CAAEAAR L e BN S
British South Afrita...ooooeos 18, 521,929 |' 18,700
Other countries. .. ococcmeeciceee 2, 575,303 | 14,003, 137 | 9,129,328 4, 708, 659
Total 122,430, 724 203, 267, 637 208, 321, 001 | 154, 950, 971

Booree: (0fficial reports-of the Buvean of Foreign.and Domestic Commeres.
Wheat flour exporls fram the United States, year ending June 30

Couniry to . Average
Y e 1010 ou o 101 913 | oae | o
Barrels Barrels Barrels | Barrels | Barrels Barrels
18,451 10,001 5,106, 12, 724 12,624
102, 844) 242,840 255 045 238,200 344,417
714L 4, 8, 13, 349 4, 818
238, 288, 227 130, 170,%1 167, 457
218 2, 273! 1 1, 083
9, 8,589 18, 914 11,280
739, 146] 860, 675, 420 058, 053 38,637
180,431] 168, 176, 484 301,397 w278
2,774 2,14 3, 057 12,125 . | 2,884
530 1 1,831 2,777 o 1,850 |
62,3 2, 16,520| ﬂl ““‘g.
e i 5 (¥ 2,780, 2,372,707 “sle,!:o)l 2,712,630
Canad 49, 42,947 99, 760/ 122, 752 82,831
28, 32, 165 22,058| 47, 241 31,314 |
701, 846,085 842, 892,705, 856,230
359, 7 520,084 625, 748, 507, A%
4,271 18, 35, 357 182, 47,768
109,406) = | 190,485 85, 586/ 118, 190, 444
120,617|  140,860) 174,572 158, 160,671
668,602 1,008,520 1,491,073 141,005 1,181, 189
217,758| 458,307 716,347 793,268 812,879 |
1 M Tl ] o 101 |
250, 228, 208,671 236, 278,717 |
8, -9, 8, ", 5,57 9, 401 |
1,845, 545) 2,293, 146 2,815,817 2, 756, 904

0, 040, 987| 10,129, 435

1915 1016

o,

286, 906

2, 886, 757

e

5,

40,

Py

3,145,

50,

738,

1,184,

T,

s

171,758

‘856, 263

54, 476

161

385, 371

23,

2,080, 7

| 16,182, 765 xu.mml 11, 942, 778,21, 579, 9511 24, 181, 079| 17,941, 627

Wheat flour cxports from the United Statcs, years ending June 30—
Continued . #

rGotniry to witish-exported 1920 Je21 1922 1023
Belgium 13&'1’“&1 B;arg,'?m Bnlzr;‘eisn .Bm:;'ll 072
Deanmark ' 18, 57 87,173 | 350,408 | 194,800
France.. . 282952 | 11885 10,174 21,5629
Germany -278,186.1 1,688 070 | 1,516,363 | 1,062,484
Gireeco__ . 155,001 | 410,417 63,810 817,788
m -2,484,823 814,27 50,1058 .

aiands 723 | 1,268 405 | 017,560 682, 786
Norway.. an498 | " '242 1M 410 216,555
Portugal 57,968 | 805 3,270 3,821
giuun m gn" g 137, % utﬂ
SWItZErIand .- —-oon-oooiooooooos 11, 577 i 1,125 564
“Unifed Kingd 4,743,341 | 8,000,158 | 3,190,762 | 1,013,833
CRORAR e . (il 16,313 35, 501 @8, 216 66, 936
i | e el e

H '] 'y 4+
razil 381,451 | w22,006 | 227,018 277,568
Chile 520 9 007 30, 568 28, 812
e ] el i) e
Hongkong. -1 a5e 80| vezees| 078206 825, 197
Novaiia ey o e OB 451
Philippine isainds ...\ 08880 | 107,704 | 333046 469, 538
British South ZENARIA L [ T TS m?: 11,3985
Other coun il BTETRIO| 5 B4R 465! 6,213,855 | /6, 199,754
Total o omoreenm | 21,651,061 | 16,179,950 | 15,796,819 | 14,882,714

Bourge: Qficial reparts of the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic- Commaereo
Wheat, including flour, in_bushels, exported ‘from the Unmited Btuies,

Average
1910-1914

o m,i':,""" 7ot o1a
1, 511,448| 2367,779| 1,961,267
Aps el the
309, 818 “T65] Wi, 065
7,368,880(  1,934,943( 2,417,981
B8, 701, 942/ 24, 260, 803| 12,084, 578
Hoien 17e 0| oot
8193 '#40.367] 32560
27, 637 '“ .Wﬂs
42,475, 250| 40, B8, 308| B4, 012,650
(1,205, 031| -4 677,985 2 M8 041
o e Rt
2,625,462 3, B57| 2, 554, BO6
i Rt s
T R
133, 5,096,108
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Wheat, including flour, in bushels, exported from the United States,
yeay ending June 30—Continued

wontrytoa| 5 | ame | e | s | o9 [ Avenes
- -
hilippine Is- | Bushels | Bushels | Bushels | Bushels | Bushels | Bushels
21{'%}:‘2&;1;‘ 1,367,064 1,784,330 843, :uj 27,1 604, 668
rit <!
........ 1 47,7 424 bA1, 662
Other countries.| éwﬁg',% 11, 600, 10.% 5,040,052, 13,120, 518| 10, 658, 211
Total..... mm.mim.m,umlmmmf!mim.mwmm.m
(Country to " Average,
whigllinex;ortod 1620 1921 1922 1923 1924 1020-1924
R AR
s'sg',m!”'aa 1, 972, 002 '&m
39,866, 650| 24,445, 717| 5, 740, 7
e
Iy , 417, 332) 58, 541, 814 85, 881, 65234, 016, 061
Netherlands 714, 385| 27,004, 384 23, 388, T84|16, 669,
238, 250 ' 2,143, 2, 100, 516} 2, 216,
s bl e Ty
D564 3 400,400 1,158, 071] 047 4
2,206,006 335,372 45428 %
1, 193, 151102, 090, 225/ 63, 16, 610138, 849,
8 420, 660| 10,008, 611 29, 648, 237132, 203,
1,410,720 2,785,251 4, 108, 138| 2,906, 01
7,325, 4, 465, 4,800, 920, B50/
1,716,720 5770, 2, 088, 970| 2, 149, 191
2, 11, 48, 128, 7
70, 1,062 438| 1,436, 560, 533
e ES nt.ms
401,340 1,290, 482| 13, 83% 917 4%012
land... ... 443, 966 1,408, 707 2,114, 271
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r e = » 00 ] v R ) WL, PENE—— -
Other counfries.| 83, 028, 239 87, 171, 230{ 32, 501, 676{32, 607, 852,
 Tatal..... ;m,m,mimamnﬂmm 923,184

Wheat, toheat flowr, and wheat, includi

ng flour: Domestic exports from

the United States, year ending June 30, 19101923
Year ending June 30— Wheat Wheat flour m&
Bushels Barrels Bushels

1 819
12 & 714

. m
21,923, 184

Tum?lled from Commerce and Navigation of the United States, 19141918, and

Month!

¥ Summaries 'of Foreign Commerce of the United States, June, 1919-1!

We should endeavor to increase this list of buyers by every
legitimate means. The digposal of our surplus products in
foreign markets at a fair price is the one vital thing necessary
for prosperous times among the farmers. Temporary advan-
tazes may be gained by placing fictitious values on grain or
by storing great quantities of it, but eventually this surplus
must be disposed of or it will come back upon the home market
if stored in this country or upon the foreign market if allowed
to accumulate there. As soon as this condition arises the price
of the farmer’s produet will fall or the markets both foreign

aud domestic will be glutted.

So it is the duty of this Nation
to =ee to it that the surplus is not only exported but consumed.
The farmer is not greatly impressed with the idea that the
Government cad fix the price on his wheat by &imply placing
a fictitious and arbitrary price thereon, then relieve his anxiety
by buying up his wheat and his troubles at fancy prices and
dumping the surplus on a foreign market at whatever price can
be obtained and without regard as to whether that particular
country needs it or not,

What the farmer wants Is to get down to the only real
practical solution of the difficulty and that is to so cut down
the cost of production and-delivery to a market that is able
and ready to eat and pay for what he produces so that there
will be left to him a profit.

We must have an honest demand from forelgn countrles for
our wheat as it comes upon the market. It must be kept mov-
ing toward the point of consumption in order to avold conges-
tion of both our home and foreign markets because congestion
would cause a depression and lower prices. It is obvious the
more active the demand for our wheat from outside buyers the
stronger the markets here at home.

First, it is necessary for us to do all that can be done
through our Government to broaden and expand a foreign
demand for our wheat. Teach these people to eat more wheat
bread. If there is no other way, I would favor an active, in-
tensive advertising campaign throughout foreign countries to
instruct and enlighten the people concerning the benefits to be
derived from eating the derivatives of American wheat. This
would stimulate the markets here at home and make for
higher prices to the producer.

Second, we must lessen the cost of production and reduce
the taxes, both Federal and State. Let Congress repeal the
Fordney-McCumber tariff law, which is one of the greatest
evils that was ever foisted upon the American farmer, This
law levles a tax upon him every minute in the day by adding
to the cost of everything he buys from his hat upon his head
down to the shoes upon his feet, It decreases the demand for
the farmer's wheat abroad, which is evinced by the falling
off in our exports for the years 1922 and 1923 as against 1921,
as follows: Wheat: Exports, 1921, 208,267,637 bushels; 1922,
208,321,091 bushels; 1923, 154,950,971 bushels; a difference of
188,316,666 bushels, or nearly one-half. Wheat flour: Exports
in 1921 were 16,179,956 barrels; in 1922, 15,796,819 barrels;
and in 1923, 14,882,714 barrels; a difference of 1,297,242 barrels,
Wheat, including flour: HExports in 1921 were 366,077,439
bushels; 1022, 279,408,777 bushels; 1923, 221,023,184 bushels;
a difference of 144,154,255 bushels.

It increaseg the cost of production. This is shown by the
following table, which gives fhe cost of farm machinery for
the year 1823 as far in excess of that for the year 1914, ‘when

‘the farmer’s wheat was sold at practically the same price.

BTATEMENTS SHOWING THE COST OF PRODUCING AND DELIVERING TO
MARKET FOR THE DIFFERENT YMARS MENTIONED A BUSHEL OF WHEAT
IN BOUTHERN INDIANA ON LAND OF.A HIGH AVERAGE PRODUCING QUALITY
These statements are based upon the cash value of the land for

the year mentioned, taking 15 ncres of land with an average yield

of 18 bushels per acre as a basis,

For the orop harvested in 191} on land valued at $100 per acre; asscssed

ut $66 per acre

Interest at 6 per cent, on $1,500 90.
Taxes at $2, nl:: 990______“__.._ 319_33
Plowing at $1.2 FT oy et = 1878
Harrowing and rolling four times = 9. 00
Drilling at 263 cents per acre 4. 00
Cntth;g At 50 c:nts a.ere_t__m : 5% 7. 560
ne, 2 pounds acre a o e T R ¥
I’huu-il.llﬁ| Snp:hock—pte:o men, one da{ Y 48 gg
1% bushels of seed per acre at $1.10 per bushel___________ 20. 625
Total cost of production — ;
Thresh 270 lmshl!lg at 8 cents per bushel Igg ggﬁ
Use-of 185 bags two days at one-half cent per day________  1.85
Hauling to market, 8 miles, at 3 cents per bushel..._._.... 8 .10
Total cost of production and delivering to market 270
bushels of wheat______ 7. 725
Ayerape cont peribaaiiell YU TG LI A 0. 7693
October, 1014, selling price of wheat v . 00
Cost of production and dellvering to market__________ ____ 0. 769
Frontforthe farmer. o e T 5 0. 238

For the crop harvested in 1917 on land valued at 3100 per acre; assessed

: at $66 per acre 3
Interest, at 6 per cent on $1,500___ !
Taxes, at $2 on $990 = ‘?3:23
Plowing, at $1,60 per acre 22, 50
Harrowing and rolling four times 12. 00
Drilling, at 83% cents per acre = 5. 00
Cutting, at 66 cents per acre - 10.00
Twine, 2 pounds per acre, at 25 cents 7.50
Puttlnf in shock, two men one day each 6. 00
1% bushels seed per acre, at $2.20 ~L 41,98
Total cost of production 214, 05
Threshing 270 bushels, at 10 cents per bushel______________ 27. 00
Use of 135 bags two days, at one- cent per day.. 'y 1.85
Hauling to market, 8 mlles, at 8 cents per bushel____________ 8. 10

Total cost of productlon and delivering to market 270
bushels of wheat
Average cost per bushel

250. 50

= 0.
Oectober, 1017, selling price of wheat 2 moo
Cost of production and delivering to market________________ 0. 927

Profit to the farmer 1. 078
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Twine, ioouﬂ per acre, At 25 cents 2 T.s00 | 1621 - o 84
Mk.twnmam day each. /0. 80 | 1922 89
11 .nepd permm, at $1.20 per bushel-_-ﬁ_ﬂﬂ.__w 2240 | 028 - 3 :
e 2 0 21 :ﬁ 1% - 4 |J1-|1 w :
Tlne-liﬂs O't-dnlt 0 pentts per byshel.:con—nivnel 11 BT ‘Souree : ‘The Agrievitural Crisis snd Its Causes, Report of the Joint
il f1 , at one-half cent 1 35 ’ !
}I:‘:Jﬁng to mmet, 3 128. At 3 éﬁn per ﬁ’ﬁa‘ff___'_:': 8,10 | Commission on Agriculiural Inguiry, Part 1.
Fias Tas _“,"t a .| Third: The transportation rates from the country elevator,
Soln bowk g5 pﬁﬁm mdeuve to %E 278.70 | where the farmer's wheat is marketed, to the great seabonrd
Average cost per busbel AT e e e Sy nard O '1;032 shipping points are too high. No matier hew high or hew low
AVRagl seliing piith iSor 0P . , '. SIS these rates may be the farmer pays the fneight; so if these
_ Iﬂu”‘mrr i . P.032 rates can be reduced, the farmer is benefited 4o the extemt
Comparative cost of moehinery for producing sheat for the above | of the amount of that reduction. - Beduce €ransportation hy
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: 1 Cost. #mggfw Gulf and to foreign markeis at a great saving to the shipper.
: , s "1 | We must have cheap transpertation te meet the competition of
AT ; : { =0 the wheat-producing counfries of the worlﬁ. This compefition
Sulky plow. : %_g ﬁ bushméxé. (| i8 enormous, as shewn by the follosving tabl
Blﬂ'i'l'-- --------- | 195,00 ﬂhh shels ot 31, Production of M ﬁl wadermentionad me’
Raller "u%g 'ﬁuw';ﬁi."' 1 AT G 7 -
Sinas. feRer= il A A G ‘Country ".'“ | oams 4 0 I s | e8| 1019
Labor, e 1.0 | 1 hoshal at $1. e
Labor, harvesting - - 4 EhE 200 | @ bushels ot §. . SOSETRIE : o -
b Lo g L c 3 ! MSPHERE T |
THE CROP HARVRSTED, LY 1817 Tonrrh o P gt North America 1,000 1l 1,000 +Ep 1,000
i m : 2y m;wiﬁaﬂhmm
B | N B s Seel U ) camadac ol <annd 361,380 | 898, 543 262, V81 | 288,73 | 169,075 | 198, 260
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maehisery but of everything else that the hag teo use e S 5
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Production of wheat: im, undanmentioned, euuﬂiﬂe&-—Continucd:
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BUMMARY

Therefore; reduce taxes; lower: transportaﬂon- rutes, Tepeal |
the Fordney-McCumber tarm law ; broadem our marketing con-
ditions; stimulate mere -consumption of 'wheat ' abread.

The: farmer isine fool, he is not asking for advice ‘or speeial
favor; he husibeén-as patientas:Job; ' Toe mucl: agitation keeps
his mind disturbed; too many measures introduced’ or talked
about build: up -hope: for relief in his ‘mindonly to be follewed
by: disappointment: at | failare  of realization. -For three years
Congress. has: held: out “tamralle!‘mum!‘ bon the farmer
and wahmr rea:nlu..

4 ity uitivis

.|| sessiom:  Amyone sitting: here ini.

Weare within 100days of-adjournment: and stidl ne:downright:
whele<hearted actiow om.the:paxt oftihe: administration to:solve
thefarmer's: problem. | The farmer is tived.ofi* sop ! ‘for politi-
cal prestige. He knows better how to handle the problems:
out on: the farme than: ther mam in. the: office’ or- on the: street.
He:is tired:of!heing told that he:onght: to.diversify: his: crops;

| on: that he ought to. produce-less. of this:or more of that—ail

| he; wants oprexpeets) from: this: Government; that: he. so- nobly:
supports, is-jost/an.equal chanee with Hisi fellowman. He wants:
arsquare deal. am suvesiflie gets thmt he will be able-to take
m.te ofl himself:-

This agricoiturai:bill {6 the: ml:iet'uot the: farmer has met:
wiﬂ: only:lukeswarm: assistance from the leaders: of the: majority:
side of this Chamber. I have-a.100-per cent roll-call sverage
and! have:been' on: thev floor of: the: House every day during- this
tean: very easily sea!
| thati the: majovity: party, which: is responsible: for-legislation, is:
jnot afire with thasi unhounded: enthusiasm: about' the farmer’s
|d.i.re distress, even at this:eleventit: houw of' the session, that
| characterized: theiv:every ingenuity and resourcefulness: to come:
|tn itheraid: of: the wealtlr ' of” this country in the early- dm oft
| this session. .
| The-fermory by his-experience duritig’ the last two: years: or:
|nmre-h-.n learned! this: fitet, whieli I8 now/ deep-seated in: his:
| mind—that in o Tarias any kind! of” special( legmtm in i
hebalfigcomcerned, therel is nene 'to belexpeeted.’

There has been nothing, so far, of a practical natura sub-
mitted: th Congressdfor the relief! of ‘the' firmer, nor:is there
likely: to be.until the political complexion of the two/branclies:
change, for the measaves that are necessary’ ta br}ng suchi:
[ rélief te)the Pafmer ave in' themselves poltieal,

‘I8 of greatrim 610 the welfare of! thef Nati&n that'
| the /farmer getsivome ' renl relief from the situation that is: net!
(only facing him but is now upon - hisiback I.Ike-a i'eroaibus wild
amimal erushing' the very: life' (mt' of Himi:

73| LI appeal to tlieMesnbers-of ' this: House- to plaee ~the farmer'

| upon an egual! basigt with' the pest 'of ‘the - business. worm.
Legislate for him as you'dol for-other Phes: of businéss; so e,

{too, may enjoy some of the-blessings-of prosperity. If you wi[l
{do this, you will span find, this Nation. hu.ngy and prosperous.,
Mr.. SUMMERS of Washington.. | Mr. Speaker, the. question,

i asked, Wiy not include. ffuit, alfilfa, and. truck crops. in.
this bill?, The McNury-Haugen, hill 1,:. its direct. application.
is limited’ to major, farm. domlnaie; farm, prices
that entar largely into.foreign , and, the prices of which,

lare fixed in foreign markets, But'the very evident:fact should,

net, he: overlppked. that when you a; fair, price. to,two, and,
a quarter mpl‘;rtou witeat fgrmer&g’::ﬁ. miuio.q“f of. et')m, hog,,

|andicattle groyers.yon,incrense, fhe purchasing power. of many
- || milions. otnﬁeagle “ﬂm begome: better, cmxton;em for-other. rarm.,

commodities,

Aguin;. the application, o thIs,hﬂL um. notr hmlocallzal. Tny
many States the farmer can with about eanal.fimancial returns,
dewote: hisacreage to the thingspnmed: in. this, bill
o he cam;turn, his attention to,dalsying; fruit growing; frueks
ing; andso:fortlx | Hvidently, a, fairi price -fon comn, livestock,;
 ad, wheat s will. praveunmdwanmehnmt upoR ou:aau specialy,
lized farming,

My : friends;. let: us:mot: forgeb tlmt' our lnhruislm ail inter
|1:elnbed For many years: I worked: onia: diversified: farm—:
| grew:: cormn and- wheat, oatsyand hay, milked the: cows, siuekled!
the calves; fed the-liogs; and gatheredithe éggs:  Later I carved’

4,250 | & cottonw plantatiens outi of: ther jumgles of: Mississippi: where

-cane and timber: stood: thieker: tham the: hair om: my- head and!
mosguitoes: were' more: numerous than: the lecusts. of! Egypt;

later I grew barley: and: spuds, and: developed from raw: land
an: irrigated: ranch on: which | we grew: apples:and:berries: and
alfalfa on!'another ramehl we  grew' nothing: bot wheat.: Natw
urally: T anyi for the:farmer: However, the-observation: I wish
| to make is this—that when the' big-branches:of ‘agriculture are
| progperous | their | prices: are gemeraily: reflectedi to. other farm
crops anl , we: all? 2 Borty- milllon: people: commected  di-
rectly -with agrieulture i tlie United' States form the best mar-
ltet-in the -world for our factories andwholesalers and retailers.

No class, no industry can long prosper alone. Tabor and!
capital] farmer:snd: manufacturer, city and country: ave: each

| dependent upon the other; ini justies we should and emno:nie
ally: we shall mmupnand | down together,

Mr: SMITH. 'Mr. Speaker; anyone who has given tlmug‘httul
consideration to/the -coomomic systesms under: which the:farmers
of: the countryrare: laboring musti realize: that- the. farmer:- is
greatly ‘handicapped under-present. conditions.and is:entitled to
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any relief and encouragement that can be afforded by Congress.
I believe that the bill under consideration will bring relief and
hope to the farmer, where dismay and discouragement now
prevail,

Having been born and reared on a farm, familiar with the
implements of tillage, conversant with the conditions that enter
into the life of the great army of producers on the soil and
fortified by a degree of practical knowledge gained by expe-
rience and study, I feel that I am speaking advisedly.

It was declared by the late James J. Hill, the “empire
builder,” that we solve problems not by side-stepping .but by
grappling with them, by arousing public interest, forming public
opinion, and engaging the thoughtful consideration of all who
may be interested in the public welfare. .

There must be something economically wrong, in the light of
present-day conditions, when the consumer is required to pay
more than he should pay in a market of abundant commodities,
while producers—the farmers—are facing bankruptey.

The prosperity of the manufacturers and lack of it in the
farming section is proof that a disarrangement of our economie
gystem exists. What logical or satisfactory answer can be
made to the farmer who asks why he should pay greatly in-
creased prices for agricultural implements, harness, shoes, and,
in fact, everything that he and his family must buy, while his
wheat has steadily declined from $2 a bushel to T0 cents, and
during this time he must face a substantial increase of his
taxes?

There must be found an adjustment of this unfair diserimi-
nation, and, in my opinion, the provisions of this bill, if honestly
and faithfully carried out, will solve the problem.

This measure creates an agricultural export corporation, with
an authorized capitalization of $200,000,000, which is under
the management of a board of directors and an administrative
director appointed by the President.

It is proposed that this corporation shall purchase and export
surplus wheat and other commodities of the farm in the world
markets, which will have the effect of increasing the price of
those commodities in the domestic market.

A CRUCIAL TEST

Opposition to this bill has been expressed In some quarters
on the ground that it is paternalistic and is a price-fixing
proposition ; that it will encourage the overproduction of wheat
and other products in disregard of the normal demand.

Much of this opposition comes from graln speculators and
exporters. They predict that the bill, if enacted into law, will
interfere with their prosperity; that by artificial methods
which will' interfere with the law of supply and demand busi-
ness will be completely demoralized.

It is argued by some well-informed authorities that exportlnﬁ
of surplus farm products under the provisions of the propose
law i impracticable and unprofitable,
profitable production rights itself by driving the surplus pro-
ducers out of business,

On the other hand, it is contended by those thoroughly
familiar with the' workable basis of the measure that it is
practicable, and that once in operation would add $2,000,000,000
to the buying power of the farmers. After an analytical study
of the bill, I share this latter opinion.

The corporation would fix ratio prices, make purchases and
gell abroad. To guard against loss a certain percentage would
be deducted from the ratio price when purchases are made.
The amount returned would depend upon the sales abroad:

There is a further strengthening of the system by giving
to the President the power to impose embargoes on importa-
tions of foreign commodities when foreign competition threatens
to reduce domestic prices below the ratio figure.

There is strong sentiment for thig bill, not only among in-
dividual farmers of the West, but from nearly all the large
farm associations such as the Farm Buleau Federation, the
Farmers' Union, and the grange.

The argument is advanced, and justly so, that the Govern-
ment has helped the rallruads and the wage earners, and it is
high time that the farmers should now be helped; that the
farmer should get American prices for his products when sold
in America.

The farmer is surfeited with advice about the kinds of erops
he should plant. He is told to diversify his products. He is
urged to allgn himself with cooperative marketing associations.
I dare say there is no one who has greater faith in the efficacy

of cooperative commodity marketing than I have; but the very.

first step necessary to put the farmer on his feet is the enact-
ment of this measure and the speedy application of its pro-
vigions,

They assert that un-’

* DESBERTING THE FARMS

According to the statistics compiled by the Sears-Roebuck
Agricultural Foundation, since last year another million people
left the farms for the cities. This, too, in the face of an in-
crease in population of 1,400,000. This means that there were
2,400,000 more persons to feed and ‘4 million less producers
to do the feeding.

The report states that—

this condition warrants industrial and commercial leaders doing some-
thing definite to help the farmer get on his feet.

What is the significance of this desertion of the farm for the
city? What is causing the farmers to leave the homes and
flock to the industries. where good wages enable him and his
family to live in comfort? It is not so much overproduction
as the need of cheaper distribution. ;

In 1922, 1,120,000 persons left the farm, and 7.3 per cent
of the habitable farmhouses were standing vacant, while the
cities are having a building boom for needed homes.

Bank failures in agricultural reglons have been greater in
the first seven months of this fiscal year than the combined
failures for the five previous years.

Ag a result of this great exodus to the cities, what will be
the inevitable outcome? Underproduction. Unless relief, such
as this bill provides, is extended to the farming industry, we are
liable to awaken to find ourselves in the throes of economie
disaster, N

RAILROAD FREIGHT RATES

One of the greatest handicaps under which the farmers of
the West have been placed in the matter of getting their
products to market is excessive freight rates.

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 107) passed the Senate on May
12, 1924, directing the Interstate Commerce Commission to
adjust freight rates to relleve depression in any basic industry,
particularly agriculture. It was reported to the House on the
27th instant.

On the 19th instant the Senate passed Senator GoopIng's
bill (8. 2327) to amend section 4 of the interstate commerce
act, which will be considered by the House at the next session.

The readjustment of freight rates, as proposed In these
measures, will enable western farmers to transport their
products on a fair and equitable basis, thereby rendering great
aid to the farmer. 1

With reduced freight rates and the proper functioning of the
pending bill when enacted, a foreign market will be opened up
for the farmers who are producing more than our market will
consume, and through the application of the provisions of this
measure the foreign market can be reached.

A BABIE OF PEEMANENT BUCCESS

Mr. Speaker, while I earnestly hope the enactment of this
bill will afford Immediate temporary relief to the farming in-
dustry, I am mindful of the fact that permanent rehabilita-
tion of agriculture, so essential to the farmers’ success, can be
accoinplished only through the establishment of a system of
cooperative commodity marketing,

By means of the organization of a cooperative marketing
system, the great spread between the farmer and the consumer
must necessarily be eliminated. Not counting cotton or tobacco,
the consumer paid the farmer In 1922 for his crop $22,500.-
000,000. Out of this stupendous sum the producer, or the agri-
culturist, received only $7,500,000,000. The middlemen, rail-
roads, commission merchants, and so forth, pocketed the rest.

Turning to a serious consideration of the system of coopera-
tive commodity marketing, we are forced to a realization that
we are living In the midst of a thoroughly organized and
highly ' trained business world.” In the industrial world, labor
is holding & commanding position by reason of its perfect or-
ganization. Every line of worth-while business and industry is

(organized. The farmer must be educated to the advantages of

cooperation, accept the prineciple and put it in practice.

Efforts to organize from the standpoint of prodwetion have
not been satisfactory, but organized from the standpoiut of
marketing is quite a different proposition and ean be and is
being made a success.

Cooperatives in California dispose of their products every
year in excess of $250,000,000. Why is it not just as practi-
cable to organize the potato growers as it has been to organize
the tobacco growers?

The farmer is receiving about $§1 for potatoes for which the
consumer pays $3. Does it not stand to reason that the
farmer should receive more of the price the consumer pays?

A few weeks ago I saw an article in the Evening Star of
this city giving the results of an experiment of cooperative



1924

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

9063

vommodity marketing ) tried eut. by the growers and canners
of tomntoes of eastern Maryland. One of  the ontstanding
features of the experiment showed that it did not resnlt in
higher prices to the ultimateconsumer. Success was due’ to
the faet that the plan eliminated waste, allowing canned toma-
toes to be sold at prevailing market prioea. but with alarge
profit to, the producers.

Both growers and canners were allowed cost of production,
and, profits were then divided on a basis of 60 per cent to the
grower and 40 per cent to the canner. The canner paid ene-
lialf of the cost. of hauling the tomatoes to the cammery. Here-
tofore the farmers had to bear the entire cost of hauling.

After full settlement was made the farmer found . that he
had received 27 cents a basket for his tomatoes. This price
was 2 cents above the highest contract price and  consider-
ably more than 2 cents above the average centract price,

Judging from popular opinion it is very evident that the
plan will be tried elsewhere in Maryland . during the  coming
summer. It means higher return to the grower through:elimi-
uation of waste. That is efficiency—the same. thing that every
manufacturer is striving for,

Mr. Bpeaker, the time, study, and consideration,given to the
system o, cooperative commodity marketing as a means of solv-
~ ing many of the difficulties under which the farming industry
is now Jlaboring convinees me that the farmers K weuld be
benefited by its adoption.

I am  so theroughly convinced -of its practicability that I
ghall ask the indulgence of the House while I jprefent an
analysis .of the more important phases that entar into a dis-
cussion of the guestion. 2

A VYERY EFFECTIVE IIMSURB

Among the deluge of agricultural bills introduced in the
present Congress in my opinion dne of the outstanding bills is
that introdueed and sponsored by 'Representative ArTHUR B.
Wirrrays of Michigan,

‘Applieation of the provisions of this bill would result in elimi-
nating waste in the marketing of farm products. 'Prices would
be stabilized to the benéfit of the farmer and'the consumer,
Distribution would be so regulated that community needs will be
gatisfactorily met. Gilats and famines would be avolded. .

As a basis'for carrying out President Coelidge's recommenda-
tlons as to cooperative marketing I regard ‘this bill'as a 'prac-
tical application of principles involving the very best 'interests
of the farming industry.

‘A practical farmer, successful manul‘aclnrer, -smd financier,
Representative Winrraams of Michigan has embodied in his bill
the result of yvears of study from every angle of the agricultural
problem, ‘If enacted, it would enable'the administration to ful-
fill the desired permanent relief of the farmer.

Individuals and associations that have eonsidered measures
of  relief =o !far introduced are loud in their praise of ‘the
Williams “bill ‘a8 a solution of ‘the marketing problems of the
farnier, and/espeeinlly cooperative marketing. 'This method is
presented in a simple yet comprehensive mammer. 'The funda-
mental | basis of success is the establishment of ‘a4 ‘marketing
agency, ' This agency functions tn m-rrylng products from local
cooperatives to the consuming pu

In general the farming industry 13 d!vided into pmductlm
distriets. The marketing agencies gather up produce from the
cooperatives within these districts and 'ship the -same ‘to the
big terminal markets, such as (Chieago, New York, and other
establishéd ‘centers. The distriet marketing agencies are in
league with the terminal marketing associations handling agri-
cultural preducts.

This-enables the district cooperative agencies to keep closely
in toneh with prices, and eliminates the hazards that ‘have
surrounded: such shipments when the farmers, igonorant of mar-
keting conditions, ship their products without a ‘sale in advance.

There is a provision for inspection as to grading, qudlity,
and condition at points of origin, and, if necessary, in transit
and at terminal marketing destinations.

All of these associations are under charter; that is, a cer-
tificate of approval is issued by the Iederal Marketing Bu-
reau upon condition  that the assoeiations will agree to the
provisions set out in the act. Each association agrees to
arbitrate rules prescribed by the Federal Marketing Board as
regards disputes that may arise as to inspection or condition
of products shipped. In such ecase the shipper s protected
at terminal markets, ‘even without a sale lin advance. The
buyer is likewise protected in purchasing atilong distance, be-
cause he knows swhat he is to:receive. -

Commodity erganization, wwhich experienee has shown i8 the
©only kind of organization that can best serve in ‘the- ooopau—
4ive movement, is the basic theory of the bill, '

Administration of this act is vested in:a "Pederdl Marketing
Board of seven .members. ‘Five of these members are ap-
pointed by the President, ‘The ‘Seeretary of Commerce ‘and
the Secretary of Agriculture are ex:officio members.

~Commodity boards of one or three members may be appointed
by the Federal M: Bureau. These boards may be dis-
continmed 1as Federal boards if the commedity is sufficiently
well organized to-establish and maintain its own board.

Members constituting the Federal Marketing 'Board shdll be
men known 'to be dnterested and friendly 'to 'the ecooperstive
marketing idea. Ineases of vacancies mominations ‘are to be
submitted to the President by  cooperative marketing associa-
tions a8 to three of ‘the members :and by 'the terminal mar-
dketing 'assoclations ‘@s ‘to the eother tswwo members. In this
way ' the 'beard will be made up of men 'familiar with ‘the
problems invelved within' the scope of the act,

There are many other splendld features of the Williams
bill having for their ebiject: the stimulation, encouragement, and
development of these various organimations.

An' appropriation of -§7,5600,000 'is ‘authorized under the act
for ‘each of the'two following years, and any umexpended bal-
ance ‘may be ured by ‘the Federal Marketing ‘Beard as a re-
volving ‘fund /from 'which 'to. make ‘loans ‘payable within a
limited' period to eooperative marketing ‘and clearing house
associations 'for ‘the purpose of extentding their ‘membership.

Jt:is 'well understood that great waste is mow pgoing on due
to oversupply in some:markets and undersupply in other mar-
kets. :Buch conditions resuit in @eterioration of products and
price fluctnations leading to speculation. This: must be pald tbr
either by the consumer or the farmer,

The 'Willlams bill would provide for orderly" diatrlbution and
marketing of farm products and'bring the farmer into intimate
contact with marketing problems. ‘This will-enable the farmer
to .gain greater . knowledge bearing wpen  diversification and
adaptation of products to demand. The handling of products
will ‘be reduced to a minimum. ‘Cross hauls, 'where preducts
are leoking for a:market, will be eliminadted. "The great spread
mﬂeﬂ. tthe producer and the consumer will 'be gredtly eur-
ta

If for any-reasen it :shonld be deétermined that the McéNary-
Haugen bill can mot reach:enactment, I.am strongly in favor of
substituting the Williams-Capper bill: as the mest. feasible salu-
tion .aof the farmer problem. .I believe, too, that it would not
be necessary to set up any new Federal agency. This eonld be
handled very efliciently by the Department of Agrieulture 1n
cooperation with the ‘Department of Commerce. .

The Williams-Capper bill is.a seund, practical .measure, de—
signed to meet conditions as they now exist, have been existing,
and are likely to continue .to exist if: steps are not taken to
adopt remedial provisions. :

COOPERATIVE MARKETING IN: DENMARE

Qooperative marketing is not'a mew and untried innovation.
Not only in'this econntry but in other countries of the world am-
ple proof of its success is a matter of record.

In this eonnection T wish to guete briefly 'from * O(mperative
marlmting in Denmark," by Mu.  Chris L. Christensen, ‘investi-
gator, Division of 'Cooperative Marketh:g, United ‘States ' De-
partment of Agriculture:

In less than 50 years Denmark has c¢hanged from a'nation of peasant
mgriedlture to the ‘most highly organized agricattural mation in the
world, More than 02 per cent of the farmers!in Denmark own the
land they eultivate,

On his farm, ranging tmm 5 'to' 60 ‘acres in glze, organized on an
efficient business basis for 'the 'preduction 'and marketing of butter,
bacon, and. eggs, the Danish farmer 1= met enly -self-sustaining but la
financially independent. ‘Through coeperative marketing he places on
the market a 'highly standardized preduct that finds ‘ready demand.
‘His 'matrkéting organization cogts have been cut to a. minimwm, so ‘ﬂnt
e receives thellargest possible share of the consumer!s dollar.

More than 86 per cent of ‘the 205,000 Danish farmers ‘are members
of local cooperative marketing mmm ~which asgemble and preecess
the farmers' products. .

‘The major portion of Denmark’s surplus production of butter,
bacon, and eggs is consumed by the Hnglish market, The con-
sumer knows that any prodoct with the Danish stamp Is of
high quality, and that a regular supply may be depended upon.

‘The present position of Denmark in the agricultural world is
remarkable, by reason of the apparently short time in which it
‘bas been attained. 'With'sinillar cooperative marketing methods
this-country is eapable of attaining the ‘same degree of ‘suceess.

There was a time when‘the disorganized efforts of individusl
‘Danish farmers: to meet the Hnglish econsumer’s demand for a

high guality of butter resdlted in'the shipping of quantities of
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mediocre products which affected the prices of the higher grades.
In other words, there was not a sufficient quantity of uniform
standardized grade to make proper merchandizing possible.

After several years the farmers realized that concerted action
to meet the demand was needed. An organized effort to pro-
duce and market a uniform product regularly throughout the
year met with large success, and by 1890 there were 600 co-
operative creameries. The secret of the project was that every
effort was devoted toward furnishing the consumer with the
high grade of product that he demanded, and for which he was
willing to pay high price. There are now 1,335 cooperative
creamery associations in Denmark.

Compare 250 cooperative organizations of wvarious kinds in
1885 with more than 5,000 at the present time, and we have
food for thought in the farming industry of Denmark. In my
opinion, only through such methodical, businesslike cooperative
marketing organization will the greatest amount of benefit re-
sult to the agricultural interests of the United States.

We are all familiar with the high standard of the Danish
bacon. Before they set up a cooperative organization the Danes
were forced to market their pigs in Hamburg, Germany, where
they were slaughtered and the bacon shipped to England. To
shorten the market lane and to receive more of the prices paid
by the consumers the hog raisers decided to assemble their
products locally, combine the process of killing the pigs and
curing the bacon in their own cooperatively owned plants, send-
ing the finished product direct to the English market.

The first cooperative bacon factory was organized in 1887.
To-day there are 46 such factories distributed throughout
Denmark,

Similar marketing problems confronted the egg producers.
A standard quality product was demanded In the foreign mar-
kets. There are now 550 egg-collecting associations federated
into one central selling agency, which annually markets 300,000
cases of eggs on the basis of 360 eggs to the case.

There are agricultural societies organized to promote the
technical and educational side of agriculture and which do not
engage in markefing. Fully 90 per cent of the Danish farmers
have membership in these societies, which have been an im-
portant influence in the production of standardized products.

COOPERATIVE MARKETING AS A BUSINESS PROPOSITION

For years cooperative marketing has engaged the attention
and study of men deeply interested in the subject. They are
familiar with it as a business organization; they understand
it from an economic point of view; they know its scope and
limitations.

If a business enterprise formed and organized by groups or
associations of farmers for the purpose of marketing their com-
moditles ean attain a higher degree of success than could be
obtained by individuals working independently, it is inevitable
that the system of organization will ultimately be adopted.
All that is needed is leadership in the movement. These
leaders, however, must bc men versed in every detail of co-
operative marketing. Y

In this connection I am taking the liberty of guoting from an
address delivered at Cornell University February 12 of this
year by Mr. Lloyd S. Tenny, one of the foremost authorities in
this country on the all-absorbing subject of cooperative com-
modity marketing, In part he says: .

In the United States Department of Agriculture we have collected
information regarding 9,000 active cooperative organizations. These
organizations did approximately $1,700,000,000 worth of business for the
farmers in 1928. As far as form of organization is concerned, there is
no single fundamental plan that runs through these 9,000 organizations,

Too much emphasis hns been placed on forms of organization. The
fmpression that the building of a cooperative machine is the primary
essential is too widespread. The first essential is getting farm people
ready to work together. Then comes the organization, and then the
more important problems of guiding and dirceting this machine in
such a way that you will reach the goal you are secking,

The first cooperative associations developed around local shipping
points, This was a logical starting polnt. Ten or fifty people with
common problems cooperating—working together—to meet these prob-
lems, Cooperafion could not begin between a dozen men here and a
dozen somewhere else, or between a thousand men seattered over a
large territory. Cooperation comes from contact. ‘It develops from
problems that you can not solve as Individuals, but may hope to solve
collectively.

It is further stated by Mr. Tenny that cooperative commodity
marketing is a recent development in cooperation. It represents
in many respects an ideal development.

Through centralization of authority certain things can be
accomplished that are fundamental to ultimate success in mar-
keting. For example, a group of farmers in the dairy business

combine to build and operate a factory for the manufacture of
butter. Collectively they are able to standardize their product,
and do many other things that they could not do individually.

These farmers are able to secure Letter prices for butter, be-
cause their product is standardized, and because it ean be sold
in large uniform blocks. -They have improved conditions, but
this can not generally affect the market for that commodity.,

A small group can not control the distribution of the com-
modity, and is unable to attain the commanding position in the
market that the farmer sghould have. Only when industry is
organized and a large volume of business secured and con-
trolled will the farmers be able to secure the full benefit of
collective activity,

The commodity marketing organization, therefore, represents
from a business standpoint the highest development of coopera-
tion and is in the main the kind of organization best adapted
to meet the larger problems of marketing.

In his very able address Mr. Tenny makes plain so many
important points along the line of cooperative commodity mar-
keting that I should like to incorporate, if space would permit,
many of his splendid practieal observations.

He has such an excellent grasp of the subject as to impress
me with the fact that it is not essential to success to set up a
separate, expensive agency to handle work that is now being
so efficfently performed by the Division of Agricultural Co-
operation of the Department of Agriculture.

By enlarging the scope of this important division and making
more liberal appropriations of money for the earrying on of its
vast and highly useful activities, a great and lasting benefit to
the farming industry would be the inevitable result.

THE LARGEST INDUSTRY IN AMERICA

Agriculture is the biggest industry in this country. The de-
velopment of big commodity organizations, representing large
farm interests, is proper and encouraging. When the farmers
can say that they are members of an organization that has
banking facilities, that has agents all over the world, a new

life comes into agriculture. It takes on a new dignity and im-

portance. ‘

At a recent conference in New York 16 of the largest bankers
in the city were present. They were there to discuss marketing
credit. They said their resources were at the disposal of farm-
ers’ cooperative organizations that could furnish as collateral
the receipts of warehouses licensed under the Federal ware-
house act. The large cooperative commodity marketing organi-
zations have given cooperative marketing standing in the busi-
ness world. This is an important step forward.

Large commodity marketing organizations are able to secure
the economies that come from large-scale organization and
operation. Many of these larger cooperative organizations,
it is true, have not demonstrated their ability to secure the
saving they might have. When these organizations are effi-
clently directed and managed they will get the advantages and
savings of large-scale operation.

It is further stated by Mr. Tenny, and we who are familiar
with the subject of marketing will subseribe to his premises,
that one of the most important problems in marketing a com-
modity is distribution. Standardization is even more important,
because a product can not be distributed and sold successfully
if it is not standardized. .

The consumers are educated by manufacturers of every prod-
uct, from automobiles to breakfast foods, to buy by brand.
These brands have been standardized; each represents a prod-
uct of a certain quality. Consumers have come to depend on
these standardized products, and it would be impossible to get
them to experiment with miscellaneous products of uncertain
quality. They are developing the same attitude toward farm
products, and the larger cooperatives are taking steps to cater
to this demand.

As a result we have oranges, ralsins, butter, eggs, and so
forth, represented by brands, products that have been brought
to a high degree of standardization. The large cooperative
marketing associations can standardize farm produects not only
by communities but on a larger scale by commodities, The
farmer, the dealer, and the consumer are all benefited.

Another advantage of a big organization is that it is possible
to secure good business management and good sales manage-
ment. Such things are specialties. It takes different types
of men to manufacture and to sell. Not many farmers are
good salesmen. This is not a criticism of the farmer, because
salesmanship represents specialized knowledge.

Big organizations, if properly conducted and managed, can
get good salesmen. They can employ men who are trained to

‘interpret crop and marketing information, who can look outside

the community and determine what effect the activities of other
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farmers in the United States and in forelgn countries ‘may have
on marketing conditions.

These large organizations can establish brands for farm prod-
ucts. These brands have a definite value. The values of our
farms are not determined entirely by the number of dairy cows
or fruit trees on them. There are ether things that go to make
value. For instance, brands and trade-marks that represent the
products produced. . A large cooperative organization makes it
possible to establish brands and to make these brands assets of
the farmer,

Large cooperative marketing organizations can produce eco-
nomic advantages through the distribution of the product in
respect to time and place. Take eggs for example. Consump-
tion goes on regularly throughout the year; not so production.
Eggs are produced in the largest quantity during certain
months and consumed in fairly uniform quantities every month
of the year.

How can the farmer expect to get the full market value for
eggs when he sells them at the time they are produced without
regard to supply or demand? An organization that distributes
the product uniformly throughout the year is able to overcome,
to the extent that its shipments affect the total supply, the
alternating periods of oversupply and shortage which the indi-
vidual farmer can not influence,

This is distribution with respect to time. Distribution with
respect to place means putting the products where people are,
with all the complex factors of transportation, financing, and
wholesale and retail distribution that enter into it. The ad-
vantages a large organization enjoys in dealing with the agen-
cies that transport and handle farm products are apparent.

In big cooperative marketing associations there is an over-
emphasis of the question of control and price. Control, if prop-
erly develaped as to time and place, is splendid.

But there is always danger in beginning these new move-
ments for the idea to get abroad that it is possible to control
price; that during this control in 'some mysterious way the
farmers will obtain larger returns for their commodities. Con-
trol of the product from an economic standpoint must be classed
among the outstanding advantagea of commodity cooperative
marketing.

There is danger, however, of spreading broadeast the impres-
sion that arbitrary price fixing is feasible. Prices are always
relative and not absolute. If the producers feel that through
large organizations these prices may be made absolute without
regard to the law of supply and demand ; if they go beyond the
price control that may be obtained through orderly distribution,
irreparable damage will be done to the cause of cooperative
marketing.

Those of us who have studied the subject know, as Mr, Tenny
well exresses it, that—
thére are great possibilities in cooperative marketing. It nmst be
directed intelligently, however, and strong leaders are needed. We can
raige our whole industry, our standard of living, our vision and outlook
on life by doing our part to establish nnd maintain our cooperative
marketing organizations,

FROGRESS OF THE CDDPBMTI’VI MOVEMENT

A casupal review of statistics collected and disseminated by
the Division of Agricultural Cooperation, United States De-
partment of Agriculture, should convince those skeptical of
the success of cooperative marketing that since 1918 progress in
this great field of human endeavor has been phenomenal.

On page 124 of Agricultural Cooperation of April 7, 1924,
the number of selling and buying associations reported as active
in 1924 is 10,160. This is an increase of nearly 2,000 organiza-
tions in less than three years.

Progress has been so rapid that the number of cooperators,
the number of commodities handled, and the volume of busi-
ness done are now enormous. Just how much ecan not be defi-
nitely defermined, even after careful study, because of the
size and rapid expansion of the movement.

Farmers are turning to cooperation as a solution of their
marketing problems. The great amount of energy now being
expended in cooperative efforts presages a further expansion of
the amount of business done by cooperative organizations. The
high type of men in leadership in the various phases of agricul-
tural cooperation is an absolute guaranty of the permanent
success of the cooperative movement.

In an address delivered February 8, 1924, before the National
Council of Farmers' Cooperative Marketing Associations in
this city, Secretary of Agriculture H. C. Wallace gave such
pertinent faects relating to cooperative marketing that I earn-
estly commend his observations to those seeking enlightenment
on this very absorbing subject.

Among other things Secretary Wallace says:

There are limits beyond which the department can not properly
pass in the field of organization of cooperative associations. It ean
not take part in the work of organization of business activities, co-
operative or otherwise. We can properly seek oot and make avail-
able sound principles upon which successful cooperation depends. We
can point out conditions which make for success and those which
make for failure. We ean present historical facts which ought to
help those who are interested inm the organizatlon and conduet of co-
operative enterprises to profit from the experience of similar efforts in
the past, both in this country and abroad.

Secretary Wallace states that the department belleves in the
cooperative marketing of farm products, desires to be helpful
to the largest possible degree in giving information as to the
sound organization of cooperatives, and proposes to be of the
largest possible service to them when organized.

Again the able Secretary of Agriculture says:

Success in cooperation, as in everything else, depends mainly upon
the skill, energy, and efliclency of the management, Therefore, we
think that ome of the most important services we can render is to
help establish and maintain operation.

Among the services we are rendering to cooperatives of varlous
kinds are—

_Estimates, forecasts of crop and livestock productiom, an absolutely
essential service to the business adminlstrat:lon of cooperative en-
terprise,

Prompt publication of volume of crops harvested, with comparisons
with different years.

A coniprehengive marketing news sgervice, reporting shipments, re-
ceipts, prices, condition of commodities, ete., distributed by telegraph,
by leased wire, by radio, by mail, and through press releases.

The establishment of well-defined and generally accepted standards
for farm products. The standards already established are now being
used for many of the most important fruits and vegetables.

The Secretary refers to the licensing of public warehousemen
under the United States warehouse act, administered by the
department, as being of great assistance to cooperative market-
ing associations, not only in securing improved credit facili-
ties but in contributing toward more orderly marketing.

Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration is designed to
relieve a condition in the farming industry that unfortunately
for several years has been exceedingly distressing.

There is no question before the Congress of greater im-
portance to the prosperity and welfare of the country than
that of farm relief legislation. It {s highly essential to place
the farmer on his feet and get him going. In order to enable
him to get the start he needs all the aild the Government
can give along sound and practical lines, and mow is the ac-
cepted time to render that assistance. -

Apples of the Delicious variety grown in my orchard in
Idaho last fall would not command more than a cent apiece,
boxed ready for shipment. On the menu in a café in Chicago,
where I ate breakfast on my way to Washington, the price of
a baked apple was 385 cents. And this unwarranted spread
in price between producer and consumer prevails in all lines
of commodities, except, perhaps, in the case of producers who
are members of cooperative marketing associations.

I have gone somewhat into detail on the great advantages to
be derived from a system of cooperative commodity marketing
in the hope that after the present emergency has been met
there will be an impetus to follow out this line of endeavor
as a means of protecting the products of the farm against
sudden slumps and price fluctuations. The only thing needed
to make farming one of the most profitable industries of the
country is a well-organized system of marketing.

Mr. Speaker, we of the West have been patient and forbear-
ing. We have looked on with a complacency that at times be-
lied our feeling at the assistance given other industries since
the signing of the armistice.

We have felt that the depression in the great agricultural
industry would appeal to all fair-minded men that some meas-
ure of speedy relief should be our due. So far we have waited
in vain. The propitious moment has arrived when temporary
relief afforded by this measure will give to the membership of
this great body an opportunity to demonstrate that the farm-
ing industry of America is no longer to be ignored.

I trust that by your votes, emphatically expressed in support
of this bill, a new era of prosperity, happiness, and content-
ment will be vouchsafed to that industry that is the sustainmg

force of our physical life—our very existencea
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ADIOURNMENT
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now

agreed to; ly (at 11 o'clock and

Mr. HAUGEN.
adjourn.
The motion was

41 minute Ho aa ourned untll tormorrow, Wed- !
e e ot o aed SASournal) Ut Lormorsothe MY e | e MOty Hyi3 b i Gommictis. on Interstate andFor-

nesday, May 21, 1924, at 12 o’clock noon.

REPORTS OF COMMITTHEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. BEERS : Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 8. 708.
An act making an adjustment of certain accounts between the
United Btates and the Distriet of Columbia; without amend-
ment ‘(Rept. No. T80). ‘Referred to the Committee of 'the
Whole House on the state of the Union. !

Mr. DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. H. R. TT67. A 'bill 'for 'the abandonment of a portion
of the present channel of the south branch of the Chieago
River; with an amendment (Bept. No. 791).. Referred to the
Hnuse Calendar.

Mr. LINEBERGER: Committee on Rivers and Harbors.
8. 1942, An act to protect navigation from obstruction and
injury by preventing the discharge of oil into the eoastal navi-
gable waters of the United States; with an amendment (Rept.
No. 794). Referred to the Committee of the Whele House on
the state of the Union. t

‘Mr. McSWATIN: Committee on Military Affairs. 8. 8211. An
act authorizing the sale of Gasparilla Island Military Reger-
vation; without amendment (Rept. No. 795). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Committee on Interstate and
Foteign Commerce, 8. 2704. An act to amend paragraph (3),
section 16, of the interstate commerce act; without amendment
'(Rept. No. 796). Referred to the Gomml.ttee m‘. the Whole
Howse on the state of the U’nion.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESQLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XTIIT,

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Mllitnry Affairs, H. T,
8556. A 'bill for the relief of Herman R, Woltman; with an
mt (Rept. No; 7921 Reﬂ!'ermﬂ to the’ C'ommlttee of the

Mr. WURZBAGH Commiittee on' Military Affairs. ' T, R.
-8182., A bill for the relief of ¥Frank Rector; withont amend-
ment (Rept. No. 793). &tafe'rmd 1o 'the-'Commltt:ee of the
Whole Housse.

Mr. WURZBACH = (}ommlttee con Military' Affairs. H. R,
5257, A bill for the relief of Alonzo C. Shelrell ; without amend-
ment; ( Rept.. No. 79Ty, Baierred to ithe: Oommittee of the
Whole House.

Mr, WURZBACH : ﬂommlttee on Military -Affairs.  H. R.
6775.. A bill for the relief of Francis Forbes; without amend-
ment: (Rept. No. 798). Referred to the:'(}ommittee ‘of the
Whole House. ’ i :

CHANGE OF REFERENCE |«

TUnder clause 2 of Rule XXIT, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were re-
ferred as follows:

A bill (. BR.7081) fer the relief of Charles T. Clayton and
others; Committee on Claims dischal‘gﬁd. and referred to the
Committee on War Claims. :

A bill (H. R. 9088) granting an increase of pension te Ruth
M. E. Standage; Committee on' Pensions discharged, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensiong.

A bill (H. R.9274) ‘granting a pension 'to Henry F. C. Toedt;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged; and referred to the
Committee on Pemlons.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND IIEMORIALB

Under elause '3 of Rule XXTII, bills, resolutions, and me-
morinls were intro@uced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. It. 9842) for the purchase of
a site for public building at Bturgis, Mich. ; to the Committee on
Public Buildings and 'Grounds.

By Mr. KNUTSON: A bill (H. R. 9343) authorizing the ad-
judication of elaims of the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota; to
the Committee on Indian AW s

By Mr. MoFADDIEN: A 'hili (H. ®. 9344) to amend gection '8
of the act entitled “An aet to supplement existing laws ‘against
unlawful restraints and monopolies, aud for other purposes,”

approved Q¢tober 15, 1014, as amended; to the Gomm[t;hse on
Banking and Currency.

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9845) granting
the eonsent of Cangress for the construction of a bridge across
the Ohio River between Vanderburgh County, Ind., and Hen-

eign Commerce.

By Mr. WOLFF: A bill (H. R, 9848) to permit a rural letter
carrier to engage in any: or other eecupation; to the
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. HLLIOTT :  Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 267) 'to amend
section 2 pf an act fto revise and equalize 'rates of pension to
eertain -soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Civil War and the
war with Mexieo, to eertain widows, including widows of the
War of 1812, former widows, dependent parents, and children
of such soldiers, sailors, and marines, and to eertain Army
nurses, and granting pensionsg and increase of pensions in cases
approved May 1,1020 ; to/ the: Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REED of New York: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 208)
for the participation of the United States in an international
exposition to be held at Seville, Spain, in 1927; 'to the Commit-
tee on Industrinl Arts and’ Expos‘ltiona.

By Mr. MEAD: Memorial: of ‘the Legislature of 'the Btate of
New York, requesting that Congress mske liberal appropria-
tions for 'the earrying out of the spiﬂt ot the national defense
act; to 'the Committee on Military Affal

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under elause 1 of Rule XX.II private bills and resolutiens
were intredused and severally as follows:  «

By Mr. ACKERMAN: A bill (H.R.9347) for the relief of
Ehe United States Portable Building Co.; to the Committee on

laims.

By Mr. GOLE of Ohio: A bill (FL R. 9348) granting a pen-
sion to Joe 8. Castor ;-io the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 9849) granting an inerease
;mnsion to Martha Bheemaker; to the Committee on 'Invalid

By Mr. GLATFELTER: A bill (H.R.9350) granting an
inerease of pension to Maxgmt Al Fooae to the ()ommittee
on Inyalid Pensions.

By Mr. JACOBSTEIN: A bill (H. B 9351».} grantingan u»
crease of pension.to Adeline Ringelstein ; to the Gommlu;ee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. B352) mnﬂngamnﬂmtoﬂamh Mm'ley
Gillette; to the Commifttee on Invalitl Pensions. -

Also, a bill (H. R. 9353) for the relief of the Rochmtar Mer-
chn.ndise‘(}o. to.the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. MCREY’\TOLDS A bill (H. R. 9354) tﬂr the relief of
William P. Quarles, known as Quallg ; to.the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs,

Also,.a bill (H. R. 9355) granting an increase of pension to
George W. Pinion; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. MAcGREGOR: A bill (H. R. 9356) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary Bershig; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. RANKIN: A bill ¢(H: R. 9357) for the rélief of the
gﬁl!:ig& vof R. Q. Bumpass, deceared ; to the Committee on War

By Mr. BOBINSON of Town: A bill (H. R. 9358) granting
a pension to Adah I. Tomlinson; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 9359) granting insurance ‘to
Lydia C. Bpry; to the Committee on World War Veterans'
Legislation.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R, 9360) granting
an increase of pension to Mary Collins; to the Commnittee on
Invalid Pensions.

PRETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXIT, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

2817. By ‘the SPEAKER '(by request) : Petition of employees
of the Maintenance of Equipment Department, Pennsylvania
Rillroad system, southwestern region, protesting against the
Barkley bill ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

2818, By Mr. ARNOLD ; Petition of the executive committee
of the Marion County (IH.) Farm Burean, in favor of the
McNary-Haugen bill; to the Committée on Agrienlture.

2819. Also, petlt.lon of ‘the Ricliland ‘County Farm Bureau,
I, favoring ‘the passage of the McNary-Haugen bill; ‘to the
Commlttee on Agriculture.
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2820. Also, petition of the Crawford County Farm Bureau of
Illinois, indorsing the McNary-Haugen bill; to the Committee
on Agriculture.

2821, Also, petition of the executive committee of the Clinton
County Farm Bureau, Ill, favoring the passage of the MeNarr-
Haugen bill; to the (.rommittee on Agriculture.

2822, By Mr. CRAMTON : Petition. of the Romeo Monday
Club, protesting against the drainage of the Winneshiek bottom
lands along the upper Mississippi; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

2823. By Mr. GARBER: Petition of Chamber of Commerce,
Fairview, Okla., urging that sufficient appropriations will be
made by Congress to carry out the provisions of the national
defense act of 1920; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

2824, By Mr. KIESS: Petition of citizens of Tioga, Pa.,
opposing any bill proposing a modification of the existing pro-
hibition law ; to the Committee on the Judieciary.

2825, By Mr. KINDRED : Petition of board of aldermen, city
of New York, N. Y., indorsing congressional bill for increase
in salaries of postal employees to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

2826. By Mr. KVALE: Petition of 8. R. Simonson and 222
other residents of Benson, Swift County, Minn., urging Con-
gress to protect eggs as a source of farm income by an ade-
quate tariff ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

2827. By Mr. MOORE of Illinois: Petition of the La Grange
Chapter of the Izaak Walton League of Ameriea, indorsing bill
for the conservation of the upper Mississippl known as the
game refuge bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

2828, By Mr. MORROW : Petition of Dona Ana ' County
Federation of Women’s Cluhs, Mrs, 1Thomas Branigan, presi-
dent, Las Cruces, N. Mex., favoring results obtained by the special
commission on narcoties, recommending that conference be held
in England; to the Commitiee on Foreign Affairs.

2820. By Mr. RAKER : Petition of W. D. Allen Manufactur-
ing Co., Chicago, 111, opposing passage of Howell-Barkley bill;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

2830. Also, petition of 1. D. Pike, commander Glendale Camp,
No. 67, United States War Veterans, indorsing passage of Bur-
sum pension bill over President’s veto; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

2831. Also, five letters from residents of Tacoma, Wash., in re
bill to change the name of Mount Rainier to Mount Taenma,
to the Committee on the Public Lauds.

2832, Also, petitions of A. Goodman, secretary Golden Gate
Brass Ma.uufacturing Co., Los Angeles, Calif, and Hans Dar-
kan, M. D., San Francisco, Calif., indorsing San Carlos Dam
bill (8. 966) ; and Wm. A. Brunnette, president White Earth
Reservation, Mahnomen, Minn., opposing passage of bill giv-
ing $50 per capita payment to the Red Lake Indians only; to
the Committee on Indian Affairs.

2833, Also, petition of Robert D. MeCrimmon, Tacoma, Wash
and Fred L. Arndt, Groveland, Calif., in re bill to change name
of Mount Rainier to Mount Tacom.a; to the Committee on the
Public Lands.

2834, Also, 85 letters and telegrams in regard to the Howell-
Barkley bill; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

SENATE
WepNespay, May 21, 192}
(Legislative day of Tuesday, May 20, 192})

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

Mr. HOWELL, Mr. President, it has been suggested to me
that it might be well to have a quorum.

Mr, EDGE. Will the Senator withhold that just a moment?

Mr. HOWELL. Certainly.

Mr. EDGE. The pending question is the motion made by
myself that Senate bill 1898 shall be made the unfinished busi-
ness. If the Senator will yield for the purpose, I shall appre.
ciate it very much, that the motion may be put so the matter
can be settled; and I shall then yield to the Senator from Nes

" braska, of course.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Nebraska yield for that purpose?

Mr, HOWELL. I yield.

Mr. FLETCHER. I think we had better have a quorum. I
suggest the absence of a quornm.

l'f.he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the
ro

The principal clerk called the roll, and the following Sen.
ators answered to their names:

Adams Fernald Ladd Bhields
ﬁ:hurst Ferris - Lenroot Bhipstead
11 Fletcher Lodge Bhortridge

Bayard Frazier McKinley Simmons
Borah George MeLean Bmith
Brandegee Gerry MeNa Bmoot
Broussard Glass Mayfield Spencer
Bruce Gooding Moses Stanfleld
Bursum Hale Neely Htephens
Cameron Harreld Norbeck Sterling
Capper Harris Norris Swanson
Caraway arrison Oddie Trammell

olt Heflin Overman Underwood
Copeland Howell epper Wadsworth
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Pittman ‘Walsh, Mags,
Curtis Johnson, Minn., Ralston ‘Walsh, Mont.
Dale Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell ‘Warren
Dial Kendrick ed,
Bdge Keyes Robinson
Edwards King heppard

Mr, CURTIS. I was requested to announce that the Senator
from Iowa [Mr. BrooEHART], the Senator from Washington
[Mr, Jones], and the Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER]
are attending a meeting of a special Inveatigatlng committee
of the Senate.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-seven Senators have
answered to their names. There is a gquorum present.

MESSBAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Haltl-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House agreed to the
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the
bill (H. R. 6820) making appropriations for the Navy Depart-
ment and the naval service for the fiseal year ending June 30,
1925, and for other purposes; that the House receded from
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered
30, 31, 44, 45, 55, and 59 to the aforesaid bill; and that the
House receded from its disagreement to the amendments of the
Senate numbered 8, 25, 28, 40, 43, 48, 50, 51, 52, 58, 54, and 60,
and concurred therein severally with an amendment, in which
it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

ENROLLED HRILL SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8003) to authorize the
settlement of the indebtedness of the Kingdom of Hungary to
the United States of America, and it was thereupon signed by
the President pro tempore.

POSTMASTERS AND POSTAL EMPLOYEES

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo-
tion made by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Eoee] that the
Senate shall proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 1898.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I have the floor, have I not?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the Senator from Ne-
braska yielded to the Senator from New Jersey to allow the
Chair to put the motion that has just been stated by the Chair.

Mr. HOWELL. . Very well; let the motion be put.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, will the Senator from
New Jersey yield to enable me to introduce a bill?

Mr. EDGE. I hardly feel, under the arrangement entered
into with the Senator from Nebraska, that I really have a
right to yield. It is through his courtesy that I have been
able to ask for a vote on my motion, which will only take a
moment. Then I am quite sure the Senator from Nebraska will
yield to the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Very well.

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

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 1898) to re-
adjust the compensation of postmasters and reclassify and re-
adjpst the salaries and compensation of employees in the
Postal Service, which had been reported from the Committee
on Post Office and Post Roads with an amendment in the nature
of a substitute.

THE FARMERS' PROMLEMS—ADDRESS BY SENATOR LADD

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the Recorp an address delivered on the
8d instant by my colleague, the senior Senator from North
Dakota [Mr. Laop], on “The Farmers’ Problems,” before the
Political Study Club, in the eity of Washington,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and the address will be printed accordingly.
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