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Harry C. McClellan to be postmaster at Arlington, Nebr., in 

place of J, C. Badger. Incumbent's commission expires June 
4, 1924. 

NEW HA¥PSHIRE 
l\faurice R. Wright to be postmaster at North Hampton, 

· N. H., in place of M. R. :Wright. Office became third class July 
1, 1923. 

NEW YORK 
Ettie M. Babcock to be postmaster at Canaan, N. Y., in place 

of R. A. Weir, resigned. · 
NORTH DAKOTA 

l\Iichael Coyne to be postmaster at Starkweather, N. Dak., in 
place of Michael Coyne. Incumbent's commission expired 
April 23, 1924. 

Myron B. Fallgatter to be postmaste~ at Kintyre, N. Dak., in 
place of l\f. B. Fallgatter. Office became third class April 1, 
1924. 

OHIO 
Jerome Goodhart to be postmaster at Brewster, Ohio. in 

place of .J. H. C. Goodhart. lncumbent's commisE1ion expired 
May 10, 1924. 

OKLAHOMA 
John H. Durnil to be postmaster at Picher, Okla., in place 

of E. H. Barrett. Incumbent's commission expired November 
19, 1923. 

PENNSYLVANIA 
Martin T. Weaver to be postmaster at Strasburg, Pa., in 

place of J. F. Johnston. Incumbent's commission expired 
August 5, 1923. 

Paul L. Boyd to be postmaster at Mars, Pa., in place of M. M. 
Little. Incumbent's commission expired May 18, 1924. 

SOUTH C~OLINA 
Wallace H. Meng to be postmaster at .Johnsonville, S. C., in 

place of Chivas Prosser, resigned. 
Andrew R. Barrett to be postmaster at Ro~k Hill, S. C., in 

place of E. E. Poag. Incumbcnt's commisRion expired Febru­
ary 20, 1924. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Sidney H. Dains to be postmaster at Marion, S. Dak., in 
place of S. H. Dains. Incumbent's commission expired April 
13, 1924. 

TENNESSEE 
Samuel W. Ingersoll to be postmaster at Decherd, Tenn., 

in place of J. J... Haynes. Incumbent~s commission expired 
September 5, 1923. 

TEXAS 
Hal M. Knight to be postmaster at Sterling Clty, Tex., in 

place of H. M. Knight. Ineumbent's commission expired May 
6, 1924. 

VIRGINIA 
Hugh H. Slemp to be postmaster at Big Stone Gap, Va., in 

place of G. E. Gilly. Incumbent's commission expired August 
15, 1923. 

WASHINGTON 
Trygve Lien to be postmaster at Stanwood, 'Vash., in place 

of William Rouse. Incumbent's commission expired August 
29, 1923. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations con'fi,nned by the Senate May 22 (legis­
lative day of May 20), 1924 

MEMBERS OF THE FEDERAL FARM LoAN BOARD 
Lewis J. Pettijohn. Merton L. Corey. 
Elmer S. Landes. Edward E .. Jones. 
CHIEF JUSTICE OF COURT OF APPEALS OF THE DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA 
George E. Martin to be chief justice of the court of appeals, 

District of Columbia. 
:MEMBERS OF RENT COMMISSION OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

William F. Gude. Oliver l\Ietzerott. 
Richard S. Whaley. Thomas E. Peeney. 
Mrs. Clara Sears Taylor. 

POSTMASTERS 
MAINE 

Alvin H. Perley, Charleston. 
Arthur Donkus, Lisbon. 

MASSACHUSETTS 
Fred W. Trasher, Marblehead. 

VIRGINIA 
Emmitt A. Collins, Appalachia. 
James 0. Fant, Brandy (late Brandy Station). 
Sam P. Bowen, Duffield. 
Charles 0. Peery, North Tazewell. 
Herbert C. Bolton, St. Paul. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THURSDAY, May 22, 1924 

The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

Almighty God, as we wait at the threshold of duty, impress 
us with a solemn sense of our most sacred obligations. l\Iay 
it be a most serious thought with us that only through ·right­
eous and conscientious service to our country can our Republic 
lfre in honor and power and be a blessing to all men. Make 
~t appear unto us, 0 Lord, that lt is divinely wonderful to 
work and toil for others and thus in:ftuence and direct human 
destiny. We ·bless and praise Thee with unmurmurlrig faith 
for all Thy condescending mercies and for all Thy gracious 
providences. Through Christ. Amen. ~ 

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

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE . 

A message from the Senateo, by Mr. Welch, one of its clerks,' 
announced that the Senate had passed with amend:Qlents joint 
resolution ( H. J , Res. 237) -directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to withhold his approval of the adjustment of the 
Northern Pacific land grants, and for other purposes, in which 
the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the joint 
resolution ( S. J. Res. 89) authorizing and permitting the State 
of Arkansas to construct, maintain, and use permanent build­
ings, rifie ranges, .and utilities at Camp Pike, Ark., as are neces­
sary for the use and benefit of the National Guard of the State 
of Arkansas. · 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7877) making approp1ia­
tions for the military and nonmilitary activities of the War 
Department for the fiscal year ending .Tune 30, 19'25, and for 
other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
had agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis­
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
WADSWORTH, Mr. JONES of Washington, Mr. SPENCER, Mr. 
FLETCHER, and Mr. HARRIS as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had 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 De­
partment and the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1925, and for other purposes, had agreed to the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the amendments of the Serr 
ate Nos. 8, 25, 28, 40, 43, 48, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, and 60 to the 
foregoing bill. . 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 9100) making appropria­
tions to supply urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending .Tune 30, 1924, and for other purposes; 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested. · 

DEFICIENCY BILL 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 9192, just messaged 
over from the Senate, to agree to amendments Nos. 1 and 2 
and disagree to No. 3. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani­
mous cons~nt to take from the Speaker's table the deficiency 
appropriation bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The Clerk will repo1·t the bill by title. 

The Clerk read as .follows : 
H. R. 9192. An act making appropriations to supply urgent deficien­

cies in ·certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, 
and for othe1· purposes. 
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Tl!e SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amendment. 
Tlle Clerk read as follows : 
Senate amendments: Page 1, line 2,. insert: " District courts. Su­

preme Court, District of Columbia: For fees of jurors, $16,000; 60 per 
cent of said sum shall he paid out of tlie revenues ot' tbe Dlstrlct of 
Columbia and 40 per eerrt out" of the Trensuey o"t the Ullited Sta:tes .... 

l\fr. MADDEN. l\fr. Spea.lller-~ l move to. concur 1n the Senate 
amendment, and I wish to say in that <ronnection we ha.ve 
already had hearings before the Committee on Appropriations 
in connection with thts; Rnd" tt--rs- a: very essential amendment, 
because it is l'eQ.Jlifed t-e pay jurors' fees that are already assem­
bled, and there are seven courts fn session ill. the District now, 
including two grand juries. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to concur 
in the Senate amendment. 

1i'he motJlon was agreed1 to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
Tile Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment:: Pagn•2, after line 2, insert: "Rent Commissfon1:1 

Any unexpended balance of appropnlation fm:1 rent eommisslonere of 
the. Diatrict: a11e hereby reappropri&1led· and mad& avt11ilable• during· the 
lite· of. said commission." 

Ur. BLANTON. Mr. Speai:ci.:. .I would ask th~ gentleman 
from nunois to yield fll0 five minutes: . . 

I . 
1 him that U it were· net for the- courts Qn thei country the rights 
of the poor people would not be pi:otecte<l. It is the· courts of 
the country that protect the poor people. The rich people can 

1 hire the best legal talent ia the world.. It is the courts, at last, 
which protect the poor man, and I hope the gentleman will 
never say anytliing, agaJ.nst the courts- ot the aountry. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I was with tlie gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BLANTON] in opposition to the enactment of the 
law, but the law has been enacted, and we have that mandate 
now ta make· the a!)propriatlon. I move the· previous question 
on the amendment. 

The previous question w.a.s 0l'dered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is, on agreeing tJo. the amend­

ment. 
The question was taken, and the Speaker announ.eed that the 

ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. ~peaker, I. ask fo.r 8J division. 
The SPEAKER. A division is asked for. 
The House divided; · and thei:e were-ayes 49, noes 3. 
So the amendment was agreed to. I . 

' M.r. MADDEN. Mr .. Speaker, I mqve thili.t t1ie,mmse disagree.. 
to Senate amendment No. 3: , 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend­
ment. 

' The Clerk read as follo\vs·: 
Senate amendment No. 8 : Page 2, after line 2: insert: 

}\fr. l\llDDE!"f. I xnove to COJ?.CUr in, the Senate am.enqment. 
I yield t'he gentleman from Texas five ,mfuutes. ,· " sMITIJSONl:A» INSIDI'DUTION 

Mr: BLANt'ON. l\Ir. Speaker, t am surprised that the dis- ~· ;t'ha.t additional ~taxes !W)Qunting to f74,657.70i together, with all 
tinguished ·gentlema:n fr0m1 nitnois [Ml'. MADDEN] 1,woultl mnke peyaltiea and othe11 cburges thereon, asse~Oll- by' tile Treasury Depa.rt. 
such a motion. If it were not for having this distingnlshed· ment against the estate of Charles L. Freer, deceased, late ot Dett-J)lt,, 
gentleman at .the baud'of;10Ult' Commitooe· on Appropriations I · Mich.i,1 ~ah es~atEI h&.6' 1 bee~~ cl<>t~1 the · e:irecu~ors: dischar~d, and 1lhe 
~dh,11Ne Uttle-hQl~ ('fl t~. G9;vernment eftectingi any· economy residue paid over toJ the ~mitbsoniJ.JJ• Insti1tl•,~1on as p en~wmenm fur. 
W,lmteveD th~ )'eaI', bµA; when lie moves. t;q.·pat.fi at buneh ~:f! i men the Freer Gallery of Art, presen,t~d; to the N~tion by the said Charles L. 
aD.d employ00$ Dl.Qneyt wheni the~ c~n.i not.. .:fand~ l\llY Sfil'"iee ot Freer1 are hereby canceled and the TreaSl\l"Y • Departm~:q.t is hereby 
vajue ,wlµ\te~er tQ th~ i ~o;v,.erppie~~, ,:(am su:rpvtsed. r. ,, authorize<l ai1d1directed' ro rt?m.H:b:ny ' furt~er taxesr p~mal~e~. or cMyge,s 

Mr, ~DEN. wm.,,tb8) g~e~pn~· ~jelQ 11 . I I which m~y hereafter ~e f~u~~ due ~om the saiCI . ~state . 
• 1 Mr B;L.AN~ON~ l~ , jm¢ p., ,~ORleut. ·I {Che Supreme. Court of, _ 1 ~r. ~MPPE:N. f\:11' .&pea,koot( 1~ , µiove that,_ th~ Hou~ disag:r~ · 
too iUn\te<l r~t.a.tes oi;:AD;l.eriqa !h.aa. .sni7~Di on • ..this .question,. EllD.d 1 to the Senate amendment. , _ . 
tJley•have h~ld. tbQ.t tl!J!>h~YO'llld judi.<lii:Jlly;,declare .n&. ~encyi The SPEAKER. The ~tl.eJpap.,ff.Qm Illinois moves that the 
~stiI14p1~ 1 tJley ~v~ hel41tb:is .1tent Comm..btsion ·tG be wmon--1 i Ho~s~ dfs~ree . to the fjen(l.te a~~ei;it. . , , 
stitutto~ SJAd. ~et w~Jut.v.~ gone •• ~ . WJ,d pa~i!edl an. uncousti.. I ( ~.b,e µrot19n wi;i;s agre~ to. ', i I . 1 l ( l ( f I .Y. 't1 9 ,. I CJ 
tu~IW.l a£t ~nd attempted to ienend it iinotheD :VM.l'. q Aud. aru ' 1 

' ' :~11.A.u~EN-~~·~~:rt~'·BILL "'' · ' · . ·. 
otfici.al. Qi th~ Goverrupe.p.t of .the: United Stateli' has1 sought t0> . ' 
take part through action of an Assistant Attorney Gene.raL be~. I Mr. HAUGEN .. Mr. Speaker; I move that the House resolve 
~a the cqUTts~ ~king that 1)he. eoul'UJ -not interfere·· yet the itself inW., 9Pmm1t~,.qf t~~ .W~10l~ ::flpuse ~ _the 'tate of the 

ts, th bul · ll:b '' '' °Q~Qil ~o~ , the. ·fui:tJier ...eqn.s1q~ation o~ . ijl~ b11li H · R., ,9oa,}.1 1 1 · 
CG.\1~ • e Vf'QJ;~ °Pt ' t~e · erty oiC~ the people, •. be.;ye .spoken;, The SPEAKER: The gentleman from Iowp._moves th.a~ . the-
ior just day before ,.y~daYn· Justice Stateo~d, $f the Su- House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the 
:preme C_ourt of the, L}tslr~<?t_.of <»~b~. enjoined ~ese .rent state of the \fljlio:µ :for the further considei;atio~ of th~ bill H. R. 

~~~~i~1:!&a~~:.e:~~:~~:~:%~q.y. ~!ir~s~a~:; 9033: ~ne qµestion t:S ~~ a_greemg ,to fh~t m~tion: . . 
00 th · · ...,... The motion was agreed to. . r 

a e , se.~:r:1~ of tlteu- emD].~y,ees wh~ they C8DJ ,noti move· The SPEAKER. The gentleman,from Indiana [Mr. SANDERs1 
a , yeg. What is, the u~ ot . .it? Why thlS waste 'l • Why. this will please take the chair · ' 
extravagtwce af ,the. people's mone.Y W·l\en the· taXJ)ayers now. I , ·A-ccordlngl'y ' the Houee "reoo1\-'ed ' itse.lf' 1nttl CommittJe 'of the 
are overburd.en~d ~ T~ey are puttmg ~me over on th~ gentle- ' Wliole House on· the- ·at!ate '<Yf the Uhien fur the further con-· 
man from Illlin01a in. this instance: He· J.Sr sleeping on. his rights, sideration of the bill H R. 9033 with Mr. SANDERS of fu<ii.l 
.f,o,f· I would ha-ye e:xpectet'hhiJD: to .have• gotten up here and· pro- ; ana in the chair. · ' 
tested ap.~ it amL stop~tl it.. ' The CH.MiRMAN. The House is in Committee of the. Whole 
~he· Pres1dent of ·the llJruted States ought... to stop lib. 1 I . will Elouseton t~ state o.f itihe. Union. fo.r. the' fm:then consideration• 

tell you. w~at ;w>u1 ar.e going. to see · :for the ~ext 12 month&. of the bill H. R. 9-033, whicb the Clerk will report by title. 
You are- gomg to· sea tbese five· rent cc:un~iss1o~rs. and, their· The Clerk read as follow!J': 
attorneys and employees down· there drawing. theu.· big, salariesi 
every month· from the Publlc 'l!ree.Bucy and doing absolutely 
nothing, because the courts are not going tQ let them do any­
thing. The courtsi nave· snoken. The court.s say· they shall not 
act, tbe. courts· ha11e restrained them, and1 every time they at-1 
tempt to act you. will1 see an injunction, and who is going to· pay; 
au. these enormous injunction expenses?, 

Mr. MuKEOWiN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
l\1r. BLANTON. Who are to pay the cost of thes.e inJunc­

tion cas.es that are rendered against the Government of the 
Uv.ited States; The tax-burqened people. are to. pay for it,. and 
I aµi not going to sit q.ere qu · etlYi in my seat in th.i.j3 House 
and lE)t thiS travesty on justice be peq>etrated h&e upon the 
floor· and not raise my voice ' ill protest. It oug1't to stop. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield for a ques.tion? 
)fr. BLANTON. I wilL . , 
~Ir. MCKEOWN: Does ' not the gentleman thin)r that , t*se 

courts are going a long way in recent d~ys, especially in view 
of the fact that judges have tried to i;et aside the pardoning 
power of the President of the United States and--

Mr. Bh.ANTON. I want to say to the distinguished .jurist 
who presided .ove~ the .Oklahoma court' with distinction that 
I am glad that the courts will not permit even the President 
of the United States to set aside. the laws. I want to say to 

A bill (H. R. 9033) declaring an emergency 1n respect of certain 
agricultural . co,mmodlties, to promote equality ,between agricultural 
commodities and other commodities, and :for otlie.r purposes. . 

Mr. HAUGEN. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. RUBEY] use some of liis tlme? 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. €hah.·man, a parliamentary• inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN·. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr . .ASWEJi.L.t How much time has been corummed? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [l\Ir. HAUGEN] 

has consumed 59 m~nQ.tes, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
.KswEIX] 3 mihu'.tes, and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr~ 
VornT] has consumed an hour and 12 minutes. That'i's a total 
o~ 2 hours and t4 minutes. 

Mr. HILL of l\1arylanu .. 1\Ir. Chairman, a p~liament~ry 
inquiry. 

The CHAIR1\1AN. The gentleman will state it. 
1\Ir. HILL of l\Iaryland. Under the unanimous consent 

adopted the committee remains in session .until 7 o'clock. Is. 
' that the situation? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
, Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Mr-. ,011.airman, the gentle­
man from Missouri [Mr. RUBEY] is a1 member- of the commit­
tee and has given very careful consideration to the bilL Ha 
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ought tQ have more Members here- tQ hear him. I make- the ratio prlee, which ts ani iuc:reased'. price for his busic agricul­
point. of order- that there is no. quorum· nresent. tural products. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mv. 'VomTJ, 

The CHAI~MAN.. The ~ntleman. from Washington makes who argues. against. this, bill becanse. it is. a. price-fixing bill. on 
the point of order. that there iSt no qu01'UD!1 i>zresent. The the 21st o1. April introduced! a bill o~ his own in which he seeka 
Chair will count. [After. counting.} Eigllty-:f.0ur Members are to fix the: price of. No. 1 northern. spring. wheat at MinneapoliSI 
present-not a quorum. at $L65. per bushel. But I am not going to- tak-e up ~our time: 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairmanp l. move tbat th-e. committee on questions. of this. kind, because there are. other things far 
rise ; and on that I demand tellers.. more important. 

Th.e CRAIB.Mi.AN. The. gen.tle:man from Iowa moves· that ' The gelil.tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. VorGT] makes a strong 
the committee rise, a.nd on that mQtkm he demands. tellers. argument Qn the proposition. of ovei:proouction by taking the 

Tellers were o~dered; , and the c~airman apyointed .Mr.. position that if we pass the McNary-Haugen bill and guarantee· 
::B:A.uGEN. and !Ir . .AiswKLL to act JlS teller& to the American farmers a ratio price for their various basic 

The CHAIRMAN. Those in favor of tb.e committee rising agricultural products that they will' immediately begin to in-
wlll pass between. the tellers .and be. oollllted. I crease tliefr production of the commodlties upon which they 

The committee divided; ancl the tellers, reported-ii,yel:I 2,. , receive this rat'fo price. But I want to call the attention of this. 
noes 99. 1 House to the reat provimons of this measure. It is a farm-

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred and one Members. a.re pres-. ) m&iking::metlsure·;· tt ls a me.e.SUTe- whtch will be kept up by the 
ent--a: quorum., The gentleman :from· lJJ.saGUI!L U\11'. RUBBY]! I frurmers1 themselv~ and any large inaease in· »roduetion will 
is recognized. _, reflect back upon the farmer himself. If we were by increased 

Mr" RUBEY. Mr. Chainman and ~taemen o.t tbe· lilouse, \ production. to increase the amount. of. whea.t, in, this co\liltrY 
we are meeting to.day for tbe fm:the.r consideriltl~n of. the until we would bave 100,000,000 bushels more· of. wheat ex­
McNa11y-Haugen. bil1., , I ported, the farmer of this country would be the sufferer by reason 

You know ~ a i:ule-. Ji am g)ad to hear :CrolD! home.. Ever3f of that! fact, because the eqnalizatl'orr:fee which he must paI under 
w.eek ~ the papers come la fJrom, m:s ddstrkt I sit down an.di this bill would' be increased~ If we now had an equalization 
r:e.ad tliem. It. is lilre. getting a. lette1r1 trem the fbllul baek ·in fee of 15 cents, an additional surplus e~'J)ort of, l!00,000~000 
my distrkt. But in i:eee11t months I hu.ve- not :fiound SOi muchinews; blli!ools w.ould incnea.se that a.mount to ·aa least· 301 cents; and 
in those papers; I did not find so .much that made- mei happy-,. when the farmlm does that he himself is•the s'Rf!'erer by ree.SIOO 
but I ha:ve found a gneat man)1i things that have made: me:: sad. 1 ef that fiaet.. 
I have fouwl that page aft~:u pa-ge ofr theL:newspape~ not mU.J11 : It must be: bcn.":ne' iru mind by the llembe:rs: gt the Hoose­
in mY. diauict but in.· other distr.Wts UizoQ&bout. the: Hlddle I througbout the cen:sideuatlen ot this1 :mea&ur th~t tile farmer 
Wes.t, a.re- filled with legal noti.ees, of sberiil'a sales. Thetle' himse.Jt PBIY•· the- loSMS of t1ie ooeyfJl'ation from exports, and· 
shel'i1f's sales- are- bec&USE\ o.t· JIWl"tgages that ha-Ye became d\Je , he .pays. also ~e expenses of the eoP']!JOl'&ltioa Be does: this by 
and th~ farmer is una~e- t;o pay. In a. great m8:1ey' cases1 thoae1 ' the! payment of &be· equalization :fee, and the grea.tey· the l0ss 
notices are, in. there. beca.use the .~ .caUedor .has..been< llWl.Qle te»' ' enteriled tllloo.gh export:sr and thtr greata the expenses' o.f the­
collec~ bis t.aus,1 a.nd those f anns. ~ being , IOld f on taxes. co~i;ation the lU'gtt' l'llill be- this• :tee,, henee- the-Jesw wlD oo the-

Those are. the conditi-0ns th~ eonfroot the A.mer:liean people: frurmer's, net retuDJ in. the truasac1ioir. Tlie whole MU is based! 
ta-day in. that eounti:y whiillli I harei.deseclbed •• Throughoun th& qa (h~. theo•lf that t!te- Govemment must eupply the- ~pita.I' 
Centr.al West .. the N.@rtbwest;--pl'ac~, tblreB-fourths, Qf thts. steck up&n, watch tibe• em:poratiDn wJll d.- bas.tnetJs . amt! tba.ii 
Union.-t~ fumers. ~re in had. ~oud.l.tien. The: y-.ra lta.ve, IOilie the :faJ:men ot. the: oountey wIDi probe«t. tlle Genw.ment fn lt!t 
by, one by one, since I haive. come into tlle membe.rshi.D' 0f this investment, so that at , the · end Of ttte period the- $2'80,000iOOO: 
HGuse. and in. thoSe. yea.re you, have al;we,ya :flound m& readyi to m&.V· be :retarnedi t& ille' 'I'neasuryr wDibouu the- loss Of a1 smgle· 
vote. fo1• and, suppoict: any prQpusitiQn. that ea.me ~Ol'f) this bc>Qy drillar. ! , . ' ' • 

for the, purpase of belying agricultwre in any· ~Dticnlu part et· In. this caDJl'Mtion let me say that Me. V.010,. 111 the bfill whieh he 
this, Union. . · ·• 1 • otrered in the ~mmtttte W!la: mbstltute-fbrthe.'MeNa.eywBaugen 

:r IIke to look into your faces. I have £nteBds bere I have• b.iJ:4 applies tlle some. prollisionSI Bl ill th.- M\!Nal'Y-Ilffirgea 
friends. here wh~ du nett agree '1'i.tb. ~ lJDQll this measlll'e in bill. R.Dd makee the! bi.D a.ppllmblei to wH.eat <JD?y. ::me fiDs1 in JUe: 
wb1$ I am SQ! ~ply interested-. From 4.ewa. ~der. in1 the bill a ebarge et 15. pelt mntl,. whlcrh •eball be· toltected fioom the 
sunny , Swth I have friends. in this- Bmum·, w:Be1 do not agree w~t producers mclem such rulea,. repila~8', a,nd1 eontraets as 
w~th ~e and who &re: n~t supporting this btll for agricultwe1 the corporation may prescribe. 
Let mesa~ to tbem a.nd tQ all the. M.embens. of this Himse- 1that: filt ass almost the JdentkBJI ~that ts:.1Mlndt ini tlie 
In , the, years 1 )1a.v;e been. with )loµ 1 . be.ver alwaySJ stood ftJr Mc-Nar;v-Haugeu bUl 1fo.c the eollectio111 ()If ·the 8fltia.ll11a'tfoo fee 
evei·y proposition be.fe:re ~ t&· -deN&lop th&t gl1eM S01lthera ruul y~ :further: on1 in. ·his: ll(lllee%h he atla •yourll'ttentmn t0 ~ 
countrlf. I have~ ~en. with. YQU iJl; J'OW1 ftgbt. agamat 'llhe! bolll ev.as~ that waald 1te made um:fe:r the MeNny-&ugen bill, 
weev,U. and iA your fight aga.l.net the citru1t cankeP.,.. and in. your and yet. those· same- e-raidk>as, it th_,. cao be mad~· under the­
:fight against the pink boll weevil on the Texas border, fl.Ild in ttie· 'M<!N~-Haugelll bill~ ean be< mR-det and' wtn> 1)W made under· ti\~ 
~t, in beb~ of diyas~. agnienlture i:a. that girea1? eountry I biU. ill~:· ~ tae gentleman• fnm W~nsln. rM'r! VomT]), 
ba ve. ):>ee11 w.it.h. you.on: aR tboser g:w&t propoeitiou. Nt>w we h~ve wtth the. ~tlon, ot. C!'(M].rBe-,. thaG bis bin sp~ only to w:heat, 
befo~e wi a m~re that afi'.ecta ag:rieu:ltm-w,. and it Is· Meded wblle the atltet!· hWi a~ies to etbett' rommoll.tties· • r 

in. our se(!tiQQ t>i tbei country,. Hilld if rellell , iii net obtained our :Mil. V.O.IG'E. ·, Wlll. tlle gmmleman.i yieJ.(l,? 1 
fan:pera 1'V.i.U· gp.. dQwni to dist:res& and.:•· ' Will tom :liot ®me. Mr .. RUBEl~.a I would Hke to- yie'ht,! but' T mu!Jt make' my 
ov.ei; and help, our Government. to. ·d01 something f-0.1r a.gricoltme1 ~h,. and1 l must set! this tJdng- ove··at Iengtm W'l\eni I get 
and especially, wen y,oo are not d.ift<rtly a:ft'.mted in. yom cro~ ~eughti with• that, I w.ill· be glild1 tol yfel¢ 11 ll hll'Te thei tH:ne. 
altlloug& you. are t:ndirectly affeeted b,. :reasoni of the fa.et that Wbelil the gentlemall 1brom W'fscouln nu.de liis: ~b the' other 
whenever we; increase the purcllaslng pawen 01! tl\.e farmuns . of' e.veai.Bgi we all• w.ante<t him to procet'!!llJ wtthoot lnf!em-uption, 
this )an<l we are ~.the wtton :faetro!y~ we are h.elptng: the aaQ. 1 the ge~leman from Virginia ~M:~: -Mdoim];... D'lftde tile re­
cotton industry, We< are helping. every, industry thmughout th& q~t that he sheuldl pro.eeed' without in~l'l"O.ptlon. y would 
length and breadth- o-1 the. eountry? like· to have. it it le your wisb, the same pri¥1Jege. 

Mn. Chairman,. it i& net my purpose to. take aJlll great length The- same argmnenb alkJut O:Vfl"Pl'~ctiMJ ean- ~made against 
o.f your time<; it la not m~ purpose to make a: long spee~ l\Ir. VoIGT's bill, .which he advocates, as he himself has made 
because I say to you that I have demands for time uponJ our against the· McNuy--Haugen bill. -
side of the House in favor. 011 this bill, and it w&Wd be- unjust Whe.m.i the gentleman from Wiseonsln came ~ere the· House· 
to· them fon me tu consume- a gfeai amount o:f your. tl:me. to deliver· h1S speech ·he was introduced by tlie dlstmguished 

I w.ant to, speak brie~, if JOU please, and especially shaBl I. gentlemaD! from Louisiana fl\tt: AsWElif.j], wfr<> Ie ene of the 
talk with reference to the speech maile by tM gentleman :from !<>ur. co.mmittee mem.bera1 who slgnedl the minority repert' in 
Wlseonsin [}fr. VOIGT}, w;ho delivered his addrestJ here night OJ>pCJSitioDJ ta · thi& bil~ as 8' gentleman who• knew more' about 
before last.- One of his. first declarations w.as ·that this is; a the hiM: tliaDt any-' other· member of the eommittee. I admit 
price-fixing bill, and. he, argu.ed at· some length against it upODJ that the gentleman1 fl!em Wil!ICOnsih has beetr a very dose- stu­
tbat. grol.wd. ~he· proponents· of this. measure dei not admit. dent of the measure, an<t yet he maEle sta1:ements in his dis­
that- it is. a price-fixing bill, an<t yejJ, ii f-Olf arg.ument'si 88.ke cussion. on( tke.1 :floez of th& Hoose that, in my opiRi'Oll>,. are net 
we we.re to waive that and wel!e to admit. that it is a price- born~ 00:t. b,- the· pro~isions, of' the meiumre itself: 
fi:dng bill, what of it? This is not the furat time;. by 1my means, The gentleman insisted a number of times that fne corpora .. 
that bills have been passed through the CbngresSJ of the United tlon woald be compelledJ t:oi deetare an eme:i:gency upon every 
Stares fixing pvices. When you pass a bill thrO\lgh. Congress one of the- commodities hit thi5 ad. prov:i~ of course, tiurt: 
on the subject o.f the ta.rUf you are· fix1DC prieee. By the· pas- there- '"as a surpfila export of fillet piroduet, and that the domestie · 
sage of this act we. expect t<>1 glTe. to tae Wler of tb.er soU a , price ot the c&JJlllWdlty was fess- tlrtm the· rati• priee. I want 



9198 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MAY 22 

to C'all the gentleman's attention to section 2 of this bill, which 
reads as follows: 

SEC'. 2. (a) If the corporation finds (1) that there is a surplus for 
e-xport of wheat, flour, rice, corn, wool, cattle, ·sheep, swine, or any 
food product of cattle, sheep, or swine, and (2) that, according to estl­
mutes made by it, the ratio prices, as defined in section 4, in respect 
of the commodity would be in excess of the domestic price thereof, it 
Rhnll immediately notify the President in writing of its findings. 
Upon su<'h notltkatlon from the corporation, it shall be the duty of 
the President by proclamation to declare that a special emergency 
exists as to such agricultm·al commodity. 

Dul"ing the closing hours of the consideration of this bill by 
the committee, and just · before the vote was taken on the ques­
tion of reporting it, I called the· attention of the committee to 
thi~ section, and I offered the following amendment: 

.Aft.er the word " of," in line 22, on page 2 of the bill as it is now 
printed, insert the following words: "one or more of the .following 
commodities." 

If my amendment had been adopted by the committee the 
language would read: 

If the corporation finds, fh·st, that there is a surplus for export of 
one or more of the follo_wing commodities : Wheat, fiour-

And so forth. 
I called the attention of the committee to the fact that we 

wanted to give the corporation absolute authority; if in its 
opinion there should be declared an emergency upon only one 
of these products, it could do so; or if it wanted an emergency 
declared upon two products, it could do so ; or upon three or 
four, it could do so. When I offered my amendment in the 
committee my attention was called to the language as set forth 
in the section, and it was the Qplnion of ever' member of the 
committee present that my amendment was unnecessary; that 
the language as written gave the corporation that authority, 
namely, that it could have an emergency declared upon only 
one product if it wanted so to do. I hold, Mr. Chairman, that 
this bill as wl"itten wlll give the corporation authority to have 
declared an emergency upon wheat alone, if in its opinion, after 
careful Investigation, that should be done. This opinion ls 
concurred in by Mr. Alford, of the House drafting service, who 
assisted the committee in the drafting of this bill. There can 
be no doubt but what that was the desite of every member of 
the . committee, regardless of whether or not he 'Was for or 
against the measure. If there should be any doubt that the 
corporation does not under the present language of the bill 
ha'\""e that authority, an amendment such as I have in'dlcated 
can be proposed when the bill ls considered under the five­
minute rule. 

The ·gentleman spoke at great length upon the hog question. 
He called attention to the fttct that upon a certain day at Chi­
cago there were 80,000 hogs on the market. Under present con­
ditions those heavy runs oft'en occur, brought about by the ' 
unstable market. Men rush their cattle and hogs to market to 
get them there upon certain days in the hope that they may get a 
better market. If this bill is passed and goes into effect, there 
will be no unstable markets-markets which the packers have 
been able to manipulate, lncreasJng it or lowering it at their 
own sweet will. We wm have stable markets, and as a result 
there will be a steady and even tlow of the farmer's livestock 
products to the market places. It will be no longer neceSBary 
for him to get his hogs and cattle there on a certain day in the 
hopes of getting a higher price. We shall no longer have the 
market glutted on certain days, as we have under existing con­
ditions. I am glad t;o say that we have upon the floor Members 
who are experlenceq in the livestock business, the gentleman 
from Nebraska [M~. SHALLENBERGER], and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HUDSPETH], and they will discuss this livestock 
question. 

I want you to give careful attention to what I am saying to 
you now, because I think it ls possibly the most important thing 
I shall say to you to-day. After the corporation is appointed, 
organized, and ready for business, in my opinion, being men of 
experience, able, and thoroughly informed on market conditions, 
they would not think of having an emergency declared upon 
even one product-wheat, for example-without making their 
contract and agreement with those who process wheat, the 
mlllers of the country ; and certainly they would not declare 
an emergency upon hogs or cattle, or the products of hogs or 
cattle, pork or beef, without first calling in the representatives 
of the packers. 

There are only, ns the gentleman from \Visconsin [Mr. 
VOIGT] has said, five great packers, but let ·me call your atten­
tion to this fact: We have 200 independent packers, and I want 
~ say to you in that connection that during the war the five 

big packers gave their attention mostly to the export business, 
2\nd as a result the independent packers went into the domestic 
market, got a hold on the domestic market, and they have a 
strong hold on it to-day, and these 200 independent packers are 
to-day doing a good business. The corporation, before 1t has 
ever declared an emergency in reference to these products, will 
make its agreements and contraets with these concerns; and if 
satisfactory agreements and contracts can not be made, cer.: 
talnly the emergency will not be declared. If the corporation 
can make satisfactory arrangements and if they will agree to 
give them a fair deal in the handling of the ' pork and other 
meat products, then the emergency will be declared, but other-
wise it wlll not be declared. . . 

In my opinion, when the board of directors of the corpora­
tion get around the table with these gentlemen who handle 
the meat products of America, the directors will get a square 
deal, because if they do not get a square deal the packers 
well know that ·an emergency will not and can not be de­
clared. The packers can not afford to be put into the posi­
tion before the American public of preventing the putting into 
effect of this legislation. We want to provide specl1lcally in 
this' bill that the present agencies shall carry on this business. 
We do not want to go into the packing business, into the mUling 
business, or into any other business ; but we want the present 
agencies to handle the busineSB and, under the provisions of 
this bill, with the powers of the corporation, that can be and 
wlll be done. 

The declaration of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
VOIGT] that under this bill the corporation will be compelled 
to declare an . emergency upon hogs and other products enu­
merated here, I most emphatically deny. Yet, as I have said 
before, if there is any doubt in the minds of the Members of 
this House, an amendment of two or three words will make 
it absolutely certain beyond any shadow of a doubt. · 

The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. VOIGT] calls attention 
to the fact we haYe enumerated in this measure wool and 
sheep. Of course, there is no Member of this House who 
knows wool conditions who expects or believes that witbin 
the next five years the condltlons will come to a point where 
an emergency will be declared on wool. 

If the corporation should, after its agreement with the 
packers, declare an •emergency upon meat products, it would 
be necessary possibly to declare an emergency upon mutton 
and upon lambs and their products, because they are substi­
tutes for pork and beef. 

Mr. VoIGT says tl)at the millers and the packers are in favor 
of this legislation and that they will be benefited by: mlllions 
of dollars because of the hold over of stocks which they may 
have on hand when the blll goes into effect. Every member 
of the committee, and I expect every Member of the House, 
wlll testify to the fact that stronger opposition to this 
blll has come from the millers than from any other source. 
Hundreds of letters have come to me from millers all over· the 
country protesting against the passage of the McNary-Haugen 
bill. . 

A representative of the packers came before our committee 
and opposed in strong and vigorous language the enactment of 
this legislation. Not only that, boards of trade, stockyards' 
commission men, and all of those concerns intimately asso­
ciated with the packer~ are without exception opposed to this 
legislation, and every Member of Congress who comes from 
where these packing concerns are located or who comes from 
where the great milling industries are located is opposed to this 
legislation. Why is this true if the packers and the millers 
are in favor of the legistatlon? The statement that the millers 
and the packers are in favor of thls legislation is absolutely 
without foundation, and if, as he says, they· will receive hun­
dreds of millions of dollars from their stocks on hand when 
the law goes into effect, why are they opposed to the passage of 
this bill? 

I admit, and there is no way of getting around it, so far as 
I can see, that profits will come to the packers, and that profits 
will come to the millers when this law goes into e:tfect be­
cause of theiv hold over, and yet I want to say to you in this 
connection that no tariff bill has been passed by Congress 
that did not bring immense profits to the holders of those 
things upon which the tariff was raised. Not only that, 
but while the packers and the millers are getting something by 
reason of their holdings when the declaration of an emergency 
goes Into effect, remember, friends, that the ·farmers through­
out this land on wheat alone have in their granaries millloni;i 
and millions of bushels, and they will recelrn the increase that 
comes be<'ause of those holdings. They have in the feed lots, 
if you please, lwgs almost ready to mature and go to market. 
'.rhey will get the increased price or the ratio price. '.rho 
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!farmers .and rtne 1millers Rnd tthe :packers w.m •be compelled, 11n ·dtlfer eoontrtes. For ~&.rs the <Jongttess 'of ·the 'United 
Ji&we~er, to PR!V their proportionate put •E>f .the cost ·in 1lle ! 'St8;te8 ha.s he~ped almost every industry in .f:he land! Through 
-equalimtion !fee that ls imposed upon all ·of tl:Rm.t. - I tariff legislation the manufacturing industries have ·been ·en~ 

rr'h~re is one other ithtng [ want to call to your J81lt6Xtlon and : '8.lited · te llncr.eftse their ·p1ieee for tbelr :product.s by millions 
that 1s, W!hen ttftle packers •undentand that tlbis emergency 'is .df dulls.rs. Through 'lmmtgi'lmt 1a ws-tintl 1: 'Voted f-0r !them 
under :the contrdl of a corpOl'atlon and. ·they do• 'DOt ·1mow -all-we have '1kept ~ut 1!he 1untlesirat>le lfft.1'1Iiing ·element and 
whether it is going into effect or not, that it depends upon bave t!beTeb;yi tredueed ·-competttio:a arrd 'kept ·up <the \)rice •of 
their iIDYestige.tion and thelr ra'bUlty Ito Dl'flke 11>roper ag:cee- .lfibor. 'Througb rhe :Adamson law--land 'I voted for -that-w~ 
ments and prope.r contracts, the-y ·ue ·not-going ·to hold over .further 1nereffSe6 · the 1pt"loe of wages. 'ThYough -.tlbe .enact­
.a great quantity 'fYf stuff or ·pnrchaee tt and · put iit ·1n their 'ment -of rtbe l.Esch-Oumnilns taw_.for 'Wllich 'I did not -vote­
wa11ehouses with l'flhat u:ncertninty 1:n view. we gave the railroads of the .eountry •a guaranteed fineome 

Mr. iV'OIG!I.' discusses ·at some "!length the· effeet of the •passage ·and ,\ilrtual~y linstnicted •the -interstate cQommerce Commission 
:f)f this :aet trpon t'he ..cost o1l living. Dur~g -the •dlscuss10n 'he to increase the .freight rat.es, iand ·that .has given ·an incFease 
was aslred, [ believe by the gentleman ilrom ~ansas [Mr. -of ptiioe ·to lill :the pT~cts of the !land. iF'or :years and years 
TINCHER], "Whether ior not be favored 'the farmer 'receiving ·the -we thave g'liven to the 'grtea:t 'niaga.Eines 1of •the ·eountry a -low 
prices proV'lded tn ttbe ttifiio ·price, -and 'he declared emphati- t'ROO of ipostage. E¥ery year, as lthie .result, :those publications 
caUy that he was in fo:vor •of 'their ·receiving this :increase. '&<re .carried tmoogb ·the mails at a ~loss to tlle •Gov..ernment of 
Ev.eey bill ithat has !been introduced 1n ·the Congrees the object ·ft'fty 1millions of dollaM. ., 
of which was to ·bring .rellef ·to ·the farmer :provides in no !But I ·mdlllt net 1pirolong th1s idlscu11Ei:lon. · Snffi.ce ·is ·it -for 
uncertain la'Bgua-ge that the farmers reeeive an Increased me t~ say ·tlba:t··.thl'aa.{(u legilstivie .enaeCJment iwe !have :helped 
price for tbeir farm 1>r0ducts. 'There -is not a ·man 'here •to-day e\".eey tindnstrry iht · A:merfua •exeept ithe one :great basic m~ 
woo 'believ-es tbat relle'f ean •be brought td ·the American •farmer dustry--agrlcultu:re. Mo:re than .oue.,.qoar:ter Bf the people ·of 
wit'hol'lt ilncreasing 1fue }')rices of hls·lfarm prodnets. If itber.e le Am.e:rlca ,'live on tha 11arms.. They tall thraugh ~a.n: k:inds ,of 
some ·plan -whereby tmrt .can 'be done 'Wtthout increasing ·them, :weather both -early .: and late. 'They iseek in-0 ieigbt .bour law: 
I would 'like ito have ··fhe man ·Who can devise -that sort 'Of a tbe.y depend ·fm' 1th.eir -Success ~ tlum .all}' other .Industry 
p1:an 'bring -'it in'to this 'Rouse, becanse tt would certainly be known t~ man ';~ the jelemen'tll ilbey iplow, ·they plant, 
an <ec0nomie monstroslcy. 'You tean not •gi"fe ·tire farmer 'Pros- they cultivate, and if the sunshine and the rain cnme Jin clu~ 
perity, 1nereased purehasing _pewer, and the things be ought proportion, :they 'harvest their ·<J.NnJB. ' On 1Qie .d:her .ban.d, if 
to 1have Without increasing ttl'e 1triees cl "the products 'fha't 'he perehamce :the train .does not .come iGr if it comas Jn itoo ,great 
raises. abundance, the result of their labor will .be rlest:roy.ed b{9' 

Ah, my friends, the prices ·of 1111 utber ·prOftuets ln the land drought or b.v fiood. .These Me ~ aoooifums that we .nan 
have ·been raised. They ha-ve ·gone 'UP and -qp -a.nd up, a-µd the not regulate :bY legiSlatlon. ..iB~ iwben the farmer i!eapa .an 
farmers' p:rices ha:ve gone · ·down and Clown and down. The abundant 'har\Teat and >talk.es :hlS .cmmno.dlties to tb-e m~et 
1mrchatUng power -of the farmer to-de.y has been decreased place w-e 'Want .him to ~reeeive ia Juat and fair IP.cice for .those 
almost 60 ·per cent. I had a letter yester<Jay "from a farmer oommodities, .and that, Hr. OhfllimnBll, is ·Jmba.t -:we :are going 
out in my 'OOlJirtry w!rere1n 100 'Bft.ild, ~I -never ·eee a new Spring- to do 1lrY :the ;passage ,f1f .1lbe ..HeNa:rJ"al~ i>llL U.wlmlse.J 
field wagon !OD the road. Wh_y? !Ole iJ>rice .has been IIIlOFe tbaR 1Mr., BLAN~ON. l\ir. · Ohairinan,. m-ill !IU>t dlhe ·geJltlema.11 
d&ubled. I find -in the .Iittle ebope around ·the ·country old from Mieson.ci take :another !five minutes ibl imt.01· to · -answer 
w~gons. ';Dhey ar.e taken. Jn there ta tlx them .up -&n.d repair '(}llestimul·? · 
them and use them i0ver .and over again." ; Mr. _RUBEY. I should be .gJaO to ao 18~, rbut rt~De .are other 

Everything the farmer buys has been increased and his gentlemen wbD -rw.ant 1lime. ' 
purchasing power has be~n depleted. l\:lr. BLA!NillN.. ~be ;gen.tleman ieftD help us by answe1'1ng 

I 'WB.nt fo ·call youT attentian Bpeciftcany t.o th1s fact : Mr. questions more than be can by generalititJS, 
Edgar ·Wallace, a Tepresentative of the American Federation Mr . .It'UBE£. JI !have ~Cly used .45 ~ 50 .minutes, and if 
of Labor, ·came before uur committee. He made the statement l wield to ·one .l mDBt ifield 1o ianother. , 
that any 'h111 which 'We could -pass ·to bring ·reI,ief to the farmer '.Mr.· BLAN".IlON. ..I -think per.haps 'We -would raei: ;along better 
might resntt 'tn some increase 1.n -the cost ·of living, but .that rw1th rthe biH if ..Mem9ers iwere ;enlt,gbtene<i 11-:r ,amwier.ing ques-
the organization which he represented was there to ilrge 'the tlone. . ' • · 
committee t8 give ,11elief :to the ta:mnen, and ":Stated that ·his Mr. ltU~. ! kn&w, 1and .I AVant ,eentlemen to ·ask :flll0S­
organizat:iml t0 :a !lllRf.l w..as w:llling ·in .a~ept .as :a J'eBult (lf tioDB about -the b1li .to en1llhten the111. , 1 w..ant 1ervei:v ..Member 
that .relief any slight Jncrease in the coat of living that mjzht ·of the H:ouse rto irear~tiB ! Sa1d, •-do.mt rmake ·\l.P J'!)Drminds 
c.ome about. -against this meaeu:re, and if :.3'1-0n 18llle,. 89 Ito la()eak, -OD the 11ence. 

Do you 'be'lieve-that the increase in the :price 1>f ·the fa:rmer's stay ·on ithe :tenne umitil ·,we, get•<thnough .-wUW. 1the debatie. .Stay 
'Wheat '30 or 40 or 56 eents ;a ·buShel would -matefia'Uy 1.n~ase on 'the lf-enee until we ·get 'thn&ugb ·"Eth: the :discussion ~of the 
the price of bread? When you 'know that i'ln:rlng war ·times b1t1. :under the. lft~ nle, ·and . ~ :YDB ·iwill be able to 
hogs were se1Hn_g at $14 and '$15 ]>er hundred and tthe J>l'lce of ask . questions and we will be rea<tv ·iO .'81.J8Wer 11heJU. l .:NV011kl 
bacon was just a little more then ·than 1t 'l's to-t!Jor, 'When hogs like :to ;&.m1wer t1ie «tueetiODB al. ithe ogentleman,!Jlmm ':Dexas, !\mt 
ar~ selll.Q.g 1rt $7 a hundreC!? ·Do .YOU thln'k there will be much I hare metnsed the .genfl.eman Jfro;m iWiscoUMln, 1and !there :are 
increase 1n th-e :price ·of bacon'? • · OOhem -wb.0 ·woui.4 like '.t.o task iqueetiJms. Btlt let :me say that 

l want now to refer to ·nzy triend .from Illiri.ols l(Mr. R:Am"EYl, there ne JlJl&n!f «WJtleDJell •Mio la.awe :askml tme for ~ :BD4 
antl I have great respect ·tot him. 'I 'have knoWn. .him ·-a. 1'ong l must ·111ot eoilllDDle~·Y lfm?tiher:-.:Utme. ([Amllani'e;] 
time. He bas been ·a Member <:If t:bfs 'House' for ma.ny "yee:rs, Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 1. ·mgnet ite 
anCI we aU 11dm'ire .him. That gentleman ·bas issued ·more ·wor(ts find mysel!f iin 1emphatfc :disagreement ·.with our rdietingniB.hed 
on this bill, 'J>OSsibly, than ev.a:ybody else in 'the lttnd. He 'bas Cha:i.J:man, for -whom I .amve the 0bigbest 119gatrd. il am ~811so in 
written ·article upon article and deUverell speeCh upon t!peech·; (lieagl'eemen:t rwtth 1lbe .gl!lltleamm. 'fmm .Mi.118om11 1[Mr . .Rrmm-1. 
he has sent out letters ·upon 'letters. Let -me give YoU 'Ml :who ho -preceded me, one of tthe ·n1ost bwable Mep:ibers , jn 1the 
Ulustrat1Dn. Just a few days ago I read in a 'St. Louis paper House. He -made .all J&ppee.L 1to ..Members from other mctlons 
an article written by th~ distinguished -gentleman 'from Ulinois of 1the .co.un.11~ to ·Come and help :him :out lin ·bbl ooun~F • . as .he 
wherein he gave an 1Uustratlon ·a-bout a 'Widow 'Woman with ·a stated it. I d»r 1one balv-e Bllppart.ed e.v6llf :meunre tb.a.t I 
pig. I want to say to you, because I counted them, 1n 't1h8it thogght was for itfb.e ..benefit Dt 11he 1people of ;an sectamm. :N<t 
stor_y a'bout the widow 'WOman and -th~ Jjig 'he used '700 words worthy -.measme ibas .:had my ;opposition -Im! .sedih>nal .reasomi. 
describhlg what -WCYUld happen if She wanted fo :sell ber -pig, I have come inow to '.i:uilp Mr. '.ll'uBE"fl'il -people :by hBl:ping ·sasve 
and yet I want to say -to 'him that if that story were true, then them 'from the traged~" of ttb.e QJJei?ations of ±his nronst!N?lls bill. 
there is not a member of 'the 'Committee on A.,.,"'I'ic'ftlture :that ·mhe bill has a peculiar" .histocy4 . When iit appeaned .bef01".e 
would vdte for fhe l\IcNary~'Haugen bill the two Houses it was ;&e cu:cinus dn :its -.~heonies and rprQvisiOll8 

Misrepresentation has gone abro.ad all over the land 'in tha,t a !llvel~ ;lnte:a:etrt twas 'IWllntfeBted e -to its fatherhood . 
. regard to this -measure from the boartls of -trade, file 'Packers, 'Et •was '.first eallecl rtbe itvi&llace ll:ftll. ·Die ·Secretary ·of .A~ric~ 

and the large1inancial institutions. ture came 'before ttbe. committee·nnd -disowned it. .Jil-e said 1he 
l read an al,"tic1e in an agricultural paper 'this morning, -0r ·a was not for ·!lt .especialliY, but .that !he. w.as_:for any !.'.IIleasure that 

so-called agricultural ·paper, published here in Washington, would !imprgy-e .sgl1ieultru ... lllater !there r.ae.me .forth .1irom . the 
about the McNary-Haugen \?ill. The man who wrote the mult!itude ra ·gentleman ·named tJ!mrlee .J~ iBi:and, whese tflliend­
article evidently had h9t read tt ainee Jt was intronuced in Elhip and :se~ to rt'he . lilig F.hre meat rpacklers were e~posed 
'January last, . by. t:Re Federal. Trade •Ccnmnlukri .and ·~e ma:ttem of common 

Those are the conditions which -confront 'llll. This ·~-ls •indeed knowledge and public discussion. _.:i .Jlli:.. .. (Bnnd •alUl<IDDc.ed ·that 
a new kind of legislation. Nothing exactly like it has been he was the father of this bill and that he wrote it at the 
attempt~d in this country, although !t has been carri~d out instance of the Secretary 9f Agriculture. Later the Secretary 
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of Agriculture came back to the committee and admitted 
fatherhood by proxy and that he had directed Brand to 
create it. 

Later on another gentleman appeared before the committee, a 
~Ir. Peek. of the Moline Plow Co., and he startled us by saying . 
that he originated the idea and it was brought here in 1921. 
According to late reports Mr. Peek's business is in the hands of 
a receiver.· I am not criticizing him, I sympathize with him, 
·but having put his own business in the hands of a receiver I 
wonder if he is a competent man to tell the Congress how to 
legislate on economic questions. 

When the word " scrip " grew into disrepute about the 
Capitol the S 0 S call went forth that " scrip " would kill 
this child of doubtful parentage, and there came rushing to the 
support of the proponents of the bill, among others, a gentle­
man from the Northwest, a Mr. Jewett, who is reputed to be a 
banker and the head of a grain pool or grain corporation in the 
Northwest with which he has made a failure. I am not criticiz­
ing him, but I can readily understand that be would like to have 
the taxpayers recoup him and enable him to reestablish himself 
in the confidence of the wheat growers whose money his man­
agement has lost. He helped change "scrip" to, the euphoni­
ous "equalization certificate," meaning the same thing. So we 
have found the creators to be the Brand-Jewett-Peek combine. 
Our chairman [Mr. HAUGEN] is clearly not the father of this 
bill. · He is the stepfather, · three generations removed. 
[Laughter.] . 

l\Ir. RAKER. Does the Secretary now approve it? 
l\Ir. ASWELL. He did the other day. I do not know what 

he would do now. 
Mr. BLANTON. Where 'ts the "Mary" part of it? 
l\lr. ASWELL. Oh. in the other end of the Capitol. 
Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Ohairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. ·ASWELL. I can not' yield; I shall have to follow. the 

gentleman's example. The majority report ls not a report, but 
Em argument, an appeal. It reveals clearly the weakness of this 
bill. It contains 109 vages, 52 pages of which are devoted to a 
thesis trying to prove that the bill ls eonstltutional, and then on 
page 79 the majority brief concedes that in certain transactions 
the bill would be unconstitutional 

~'be Solicitor. of the Department of AgriC'ulture says, " I am of 
the opinion that in all probability it would be finally sustained 
by the Supreme Court." 

The impression bas been deliberately given to :Members of 
Congress that this is the only chance to vote for farm relief. 
I call the attention of Members to the fact of record that 
there are four other farm-relief bills on which we have had 
hearings before the Committee on Agriculture, and within 24 
hours any one of these bllls can be reported out. It .is not 
true that you have to vote for this bill or none. I call attention 
to another fact, that if one of these other measures after the 
defeat of this bill should not be brought out immediately there 
are Members of Congress on both sides of the Chamber who 
believe in the proper kind of agricultural relief, and they will 
hold this Congress here, if need be, until proper farm legisla­
tion is enacted. [Applause.]' 

A lot has been said here this morning and at other times 
about the condition of the farmer. No man in this House or 
anywhere else is more deeply concerned in the welfare of the 
farmer than I. I represent a great agricultural dietrict and ·1 
have no business in the world outside of my duties here except 
that of farming. r • 

Every Member of Congress knows that agriculture in cer· 
tain lines and in some sections of the country is in grave 
distress. You do not need a book the size of the majority report 
to convince you of that depressing fact. Everyone agrees that 
agriculture, suffering most hea vlly and unfairly from post-war 
deflation, deserves the earnest and sincere consideration, the 
active encouragement, and the fair-handed cooperation of the 
Government. I am eager to see the Congress go every step of 
the way in this direction consistent with sound principles of 
government, but I am not for this fantastic panaeea, which if 
it did not fall of its own weight would disappoint and enslave 
the farmers and disrupt and destroy the financial and eco-
nomic policies of our Government. [Applause.] , 

It would set the precedent of socializing and nationalizing 
the industry of agriculture, which would lead inevitably to the 
nationalization of all industry, . including. the railroads, over­
riding economic laws by . statutory laws and thus place our 
Government squarely in the class. of the bolshevistic Gov· 
ernment of Russia, which has disappointed the Russian people 
and is now collapsing. I, for one, most solemnly protest 
against taking a single step toward , such a calamity for the 
American people. [Applause.) · 

. I , ( . 

.. This hlll :would make th~ farmer the ward of the Nation, as 
are the Indians. It declares the farmer incompetent to handle 
his own business and places hlm under the paternalistic care 
of the Government. It destroys 1ndlvldual initiative, social­
izes and communizes the agricultural industry, and places 
a Government corporation in full control of the farmer and 
his industry. 

The value of the agriculture.I products of the country last 
ye,ar in the hands -of the farmer is reported by the Department 
of Agr,iculture- to have been seven and one-half b1llion dollars, 
while the consumers of the country paid twenty-two and one­
half billion ·dollaFs for the same products. The producer is 
receiving only one-third -of what the consumer is paying for bis 
products. By enabling the cooperatives of the country to or­
ganize nationally and establish direct connection between the 
producer and the consumer the farmer wlll receive two-thirds 
of the amount the consumer pays and thus double the farmer's 
price of agricultural products without taking a penny from the 
Federal Government. It will actually reduce the price to the 
consumer by eliminating one-:tialf of the two and a half mill1on 
food dealers or middlemen. The spread between the price the 
producer receives and that the consumer pays will be i·educed 
to the minimum. The difficulty with the present cooperatives 
is that they are too limited in scope and in finances to control 
the final markets .in reaching the ultimate consumers. 

A marketing bill national in character is pending before. the 
Committees on Agriculture in both Houses. Senator CURTIS 
introduced it ln tbe Senate and I introduced it in the House. 
Vote down the McNary-Haugen bill and you will have a chanc·e 
to consider the marketing bill that enables the farmer himself 
to handle his own business for himself. 

I call attention to another fact. The President of the United 
States, to be consistent, can not be for this bill. He is not 11 
communist, he is not a socialist, he is not a Bolshevik. Let 
me rea<l one sentence fl·om his message to the Congress on 
December 6. Discussing agricultural relief, he says : . 
• ·No complicated scheme of relief, no plan. of Government fixing of 
prices, and no resort to the Publlc Treasury will be of any permanent 
value in establishing agriculture. Simple and t'lirect methods put into 
operation by the far~er himself are the only ways to restore agriculture. 

[Applause.] 
That is the Presi<lent's language to Congress. If i1is language 

means anything, he can not be for this measure. What does 
this bill do? It establishes a corporaJion, a Government coi·­
poration, and puts the Government squarely into business. To 
prove that I shall not give any secondhand evidence, but I shall 
read from the bill. Section 21 reads : 

For the purpose of relieving the emergency decla1·ed in section 1 by 
conducting the busln.ess of trading in basic agricultural commodities. 

That is the object of the corporation. Further, on page 11 of 
the bill, it is provided that "the corporl;\tion shall have such 
powers a& are necessary and proper to conduct the business of 
trading in basic agricultural products." 

This bill puts the Government sqµarely. into business, and it 
will be the biggest Government corporation that was ever pro­
posed in ·tbe history of the world in any country. This bill pro­
poses not a private corporation but governmental control 
strictly, nothing more . . The corporatipn is to be created by the 
Congress. The President of the United States is to appoint tl:).e 
members of the corporation ·and they are .to be confirmed by 
the Senate of the United States. The co1·poration Is to be pre­
sided over by a member of the. Cabinet, The certificates are 
to be printed at the direction of the Secretary of the Treasuty 
and by a Government bureau, the Bureau of Printing and En­
graving. It is from top to bottom gove1:nmental and the Gov­
ernment would be morally bound. Two hundred million dol­
lars is to be appropriated from the Federal Treasury, from the 
taxpayers, and $1,000,000,000 ls to be barrowed. There is not 
a gentleman in this Congress to-day, having voted for this bill, 
who would not later cast his vote in an emergency to. appropriate 
another billion dollars to pay the loss~s of this corporation. The 
Government would be morally bound because it is a Government 
corporation. So it is-the Government invoh"ed from start to 
finish. 
_ It has the most extraordinary powers ever granted any simt~ . 
lar organization. This corporation would be bigger than any 
department of tl~e Government, because· it is specifically. pro­
vided that any department of the Government shall act as the . 
agent of the corporation. . 
. It is bigger than all the executive departments of the Govern­
ment l>ecuuse the bill provides that au · de11artments ae,t as itf) 
agents. U is bigger than the President 1bimself. Why, because 

I "' 
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thti President of the United States bas no authority to declare an 
emergency until the corporation· notifies him. AB far as the 
Comrn.ittee on Ways and l\Itans in the House bas to do with 
tariff~. it abolishes that committee entirely. It would aQollsh 
the Tariff Commission, too. Authority is given upon the recom· 
meHllatiou uf this corporation for the President to ignore ·an ex· 
!sting law and declare an embargo or raise the import duties 
011 nny article, i:tn:r substitute, or derivative. The re<>ords show 
tbat the Big l1'ive packers handle about .400 derivatives and sub­
stitntt-s contained in this bill, including fertilizer for the farmers 
(1f the cirnntr;\·. It gives authority to declare an embargo and 
lnl'rea~e the 1wice on ~11 elements needed by the farmers for fer­
tilizer. 

It is a price-fixing scheme. I do not understand why the pro· 
ponents of this bill try to hide that fact. The proponents of 
the measure ought to know somebody ls liable to read this bill. 
[Laughter.] Why, turn with me to section 4 on page 3 in the 
blll: 

. The corporation shall pul.Jlish, after the issua?ce of a proclamation 
declaring the special emergency,' the price for such commodity, or any 
class or grade thereof. 

\,. 

It must publish the price for that period, and that period can 
be 1 month or 3 months or 12 months. · I wish to say to the 
gentlemen who try to argue that it does not fix prices that if 
anybody reads the bill, all the other things they say will be 
<liscredited. 

Now, as to the ratio price. It wBl be discussed over and over 
again. But, in a word, the proposal ls, for example, that when 
wheat, we will say, is selling in the world's market for a dollnr, 
the ratio price will bring wheat in this country to · $1.50. If 
200.,000,000 bushels are exported, it will produce a loss to the 
wLeat farmers of $100,000,000, a loss of 50 cents a bushel. The 
wLeat growers ·will have to pay that $100,000,000 plus the cost 
of the operation of the corporation. And I made it my business 
to ask every one of the fathers and stepfathers of this bill, 
e:'.\.-perts, lobbyists, and specialists that we had before that 
committee-I asked every one of them this question: How much 
wlll it cost the farmers for this corporation to operate? And 
never have I heard an answer yet hazarded except once, when 
it was said that if corn and wheat were in the emergency, the 
corporation could operate probably for $15,000,000 per year. 
We know that about 50,000 Federal agents would be employed. 
It has been said to-day that tlie ·farmer would be protected by 
this bill as the railroads are protected and as the Steel Corpora· 
tion and other industries are by the high protective tariff. I 
am onposed to the existing discriminatory protection of big 
business and to the railroad guaranty, but not a single one of 
these corporations or special interests ls taxed to bear the cost 
of the increase of its own prices as the farmer is proposed to 
be handled in this case. The comparison is absurd. 

Another point. Gentlemen, I want you to turn with me to 
section 305, on page 27 of the bill, and you will find that this 
corporation has the power to punish by p11tting the farmer into 
a 1''ederal prison for not paying his debts. Here is section 305 : 

Any person "ho, in violation of this· act, wlllfully fails to pay, col­
lect, or account for and pay over any equalization fee, etc., or 
attempts in any manner to evade the payment or the future collection 
of such fee, shall, upon conviction thereof, be fined not more than 
$5,000 or imprisoned for not more than one year, or both. 

It authorizes a Federal corporation to drag men or women 
to a Federal court and put them in a Federal prison for even an 
attempt t~ evaP.e. the payment of the equaliztttion fee. Now, 
let me illustrate that. You will understand when an emergency 
is declared on corn only a small portion of the corn will pay 
the equalization fee and the fee will be high. The corn used 
for feed and seed is exempt, and the corporation may exempt 
purchases between producers to the amount of $100 a year. 
A man, as it happens in all parts of the country, starts to 
market with a load of roasting ears. He gets to the town. You 
a1·e a banker or a merchant or a professional man. You are 
not a producer and therefore you have to pay the equalization 
fee. The producer sells you a half dozen roasting ears. What 
is the situation? You both must know what the equalization 
fee is on corn. The producer sells the corn, say, for 50 cents. 
He is not allowed to take the full amount in cash. You who 
purrl1ased the corn must deduct the equalization fee from the 
payment, and you must send it to the corporation. Now, that 
is literally the situation. But that is not all. You must give 
the producer a receipt printed in Washington by the Bureau of 
Printing and Engraving for the fee deducted, and if you do not 
have a receipt at hand you do not dare buy the roasting ears. 
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.If you attempt to evade the equalization fee or fail to glve 
the receipt, what is the result? It will perhaps be a dime; but 
if you fail to pay that dime or tall to glv& a Government re· 
ceipt, you are subject, both of you, to be hauled into a Federal 
court, perhaps 100 miles away, to be tried, and, if convlcted, 
fined $5,000 or put in prison for a year, or both. That applies 
to butter, milk, and every other food product of cattle, hogs, 
or sheep when it is brought under the eme1·gency. Do you need 
any further proof as to the monstrosity of this bill? I am 
trying to save my good friend RUBEY's people, who grow corn 
principally, from such a calamity as this bill would heap upon 
them. [Applause.] Gentlemen, this bill has been facetiously 
called Mary Haugen's bill. I do not know where that origi· 
nates ; it is not named properly-- -

l\lr. BLANTON. Well, it had to have a mother, did it not? 
Mr. ASWELL. Well, perhaps; yes. 
Gentlemen, this bill should be called the " Big Five bonus 

b111." Why? I would like you to follow me accurately and 
read between some of the lines. The first announced father 
of this bill has reputed connections with the meat packers. 
The b111 provides that when there ls an established exportable 
surplus and the price falls below the ratio price, then that 
product ls to come under the emergency. 

Let us · see. " When there is an established exportable 
surplus." There is no question but that the packers would 
wake the next II\Orning richer by $500,000,000. They wanted 
certain of their food products named in the bill. It does not 
take any argument to prove that. See the letter of Secretary 
Wallace. I hold his letter in my hand. 

The yalue of meats in cold storage was $175,000,000 on the 1st ot 
April. . 

There are 0th.er products in the hands of the packers, ele· 
vators, and terminals that reach into the hundreds of millions. 
This bill increases their value overnight from 60 to 70 per cent. 
In the cold-storage products to-day owned by the five big 
packers the increase overnight will be exactly $122,500,000. 

I said it should be called a packers' bonus bill. There must 
be an exportable surplus. Yet the man who wrote this bill has 
put into it beef. Why? How could beef be included? The re· 
port of the United States Tariff Commission, April 11, 1924, on 
this bill states that last year we imported into this country $65,· 
000,000 worth of_ cattle and cattle products, while we exported 
only $25,000,000. Yet beef is included. Where is your "estab­
lished exportable surplus"? We imported last year 6,000.000 
pounds of mutton and exported only 2,000,000. Last year we 
imported $130,000,000 worth of wool and exported none. Yet in 
the interest of the "Big Five," who are vitally concerned in 
their profits on beef, wool, and mutton, these food products to 
benefit .the "Big Five" are included in the provisions of this 
bill. In the face of these facts of record how can you call this 
a farmers' bill? 

No one knows the cost of operating the corporation. There 
is only one thing well known and established as a certainty, 
and that is, .whatever the cost of operation, whether it be 
$15,000,000 or $150,000,000, it makes· no difference; whatever 
the loss, whether it be $100,000,000 in wheat or by stimulating 
production and piling up the exportable surplus to the point 
where the wheat farmers lose $300,000,000, it makes no differ· 
ence, the farmer pays the cost. Every time you increase produc· 
tion you reduce consumption. Increase the exportable surplus 
and you increase the equalization fee that the farmer has to 
pay. The only thing you know is that whatever happens the 
farmer pays the freight at every point in this bill. 

l\Ir. BLACK of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

l\Ir. ASWEI,L. Yes. 
Mr. DLACK of New York. In the opinion of the gentleman, 

~oulcl it be within the powers of this corporation to destroy 
excess commodities in the handil of the millers and packers, 
}laying for the same after condemnation? 

Mr. ASWELL. Perhal'S that might be done should this bill 
~ver become a law. 

Now, what will be some of the results? The first outstand· 
fng result is that it will destroy the existing cooperatives in 
this country. Why not? The object of the cooperatives is to 
increase prices to the producer through a marketing sy~tem. 
In this .bill it is proposed that the Government do this very 
thing with the Federal Treasury back of it. What inducement 
would the cooperatives have to hold together? Why should 
each member of the cooperatives pay $10 or $15 a year and 
know at the same time that the Government is handling that 
business? The cooperatives would go out of business, and 
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\\'hat coufd: pmvent m oibmlitntDJ aUElilH~ to• the: famn.ers wt tlie · The• remedy tblf· the• :tamnHS 18-
.. , 

end. d flTe year~ wh:eBJ the. law would: 11udl1e1tlyr expire:1 · Fimt. NB:tton-wida· cooperattv.e• ma:t1mtlng · autltorlzed: by: law. 
Mr: BBBTNESS. Mir •. Cbairmerr, will:. the gentleman:! Jitid?' Scicoad~ Th& ereatim. al.' foreip.l marD:eC!s tzy a!dlh.g ·tu estlab-
Mir. .A.SWELL. •;; l can not yield1 llidiing! nmrmal' condi1l1on&• m Jhmpe; !Dr which:- omr Gov-emment 
The CHAIRl\liAN. The gentlemltllt deellnes tn• yield. bu. cton.; :rrothing .• 
Mr: ASWELL Anothe~ thing that. we know1 1tlwlli: thts btll ThlfmL, 'JJha reduction .. ot.·· 1ndefenetbly1 h1gh· tt.Lri1f dutfes on• 

is that it wilD lnerense: tbe• 11.um»e et. Government employees' BODie.! 0f: the• thlBp the. fa'l"lner hlMF to buy; wh1ch1 tl1e COngreBS'­
~ at lmsi. 50,000i. but whd the llltlmate. limit wdU be oo o~ bae.1 flllle<t to d°'. 
knows. Take the- case> o:t th&: roasting ears. l';ou; h8"~ to. have: Feurtb. 'Fha oostor&tl.en ofl normal: fretght' 1"8.tes on agric11I­
w d.etecti~e to see• that y~ d.o not cheat the· Govel'UJllent. oUzt; ef. torab pmtlncfl:G. for · whieh~ durbrg· sir long years- the ©ongress 
that fe.e; The: bill wouldJ &elld throug;tumt th.I.& coon:try. an. arm~ haai retosed to aet. 
of Federal agentsi· dete.otiv.est and Seenet Senice· men belfond Mr:. RAKER: Wfil the gentlema11 yield? 
the comp1rebenswn o:fl"any man •. They• would be: m0re·uumerou Mr. ASWELL. Yes. 
than the income-tax agents.. and1 the; Dro.hibition agenbl. com- Mr .. RAKER~, Outside-rmt. tbif! ol'>jeetiOllSl whtehl the- gentleman 
bined. has i;treeentedi,, la· ttbe bLU1 othe~ all rtgb.U E-1.a.ughter;] 

Why? Because you have- gpt ta· wamh everr tlrmlsa.ctien; Mr;rASW1ll.L.. Jiampt: thatr lit. tm un:ennstttut1onal; unwoi:~ 
~u· ha v& gnt tn See! thatl. the Gevemmenr is mm swJ.ndleQ out ble,J 1mpra.e1Jicable,, s.ooialistlle, cemmun~ belkhev151tle;r and' 
ofi anY.tmng. I believ.e: the .A.merica.n fm."Dli:ttr properly- resent&i would enslave the farmers; otherwise it might be all right... 
11he increasing mtrusi-OJD. of Federalr agents.. He will still mor&1 [Applause.] 
reseirt hllis new armM 0:6 Federal agents.. Mr: TINCHER. Gentlenren ot. the House, of' course. r do. 
N~w, gentlemen,. I : wot to' MT J..o. a:ll cande:r that fen fo.Ul!' not' believe it-fs a convfucing argument on an tmportant' meas­

mo.n.ths. l haive- ea:mestly stud.iefl·. this bW.. I wanted=· tot SUir, ure like this for me to call my opponent, whu tliinks there is · 
port any measure that w.&uld bl'ing reiiet to• the &gl)icnltauail. llQ.· merit in1 the mea!flll!e;. a · BolsllevU!i OD' te srcyo that. a . man 
interests o.f the• eount.Dy. Ji ti:ied· te· hel~ Rmend it so it W6UJ.d who be1ie:ves. as, L dD wat . believe la BOO!heviStli!. L am not. 
be wock:a.hle,. but I was; forced, to eonclude:- that y,ou can t nat surprised;.. howe:ver,. that. men who use. figures· aer. earelessly a&1 
buU<L a. g-ood: meas~ UE).i>IE . an unsound prin<U.ple.. I ha~e beeni 80.me• people do use- tJ:l4m, and. get; :tl8.cts1 so cllstontedi as some-
1ol!~e£l to tihe delibeM.te jwlgJnent that , ·this.. bill ts unsound;_, people do get them distorted are compelled to resort t{f·thB,pra(t.+ 
unwwka.JJle-; , full~ e.f Bolshe,-ism,. I!U~ly. socialistie;. indef.ensibfr . t1ee ~. calling the othe-r_ fell.~ ·names, im orde::r ta make ari 
communistic. It would enoanger thei stabillt~ and the: pe:11- interesting speeczh. [,Atpplause-.1. Iilatead· ot im:gorroing more· 
petuity of the institutions of this. Republic. I have faith in ·meat products than. we: exported la.st. ]'ean, we exyGr.ted 28'). p8JT· 
my country, in ber institutfons, rn her people. Tam not afraid I cent more meat· pnoducta- than. w,e . impol'ted" a sli.gbtA change!. 
that the foundations of the Republic will be shattered by thfs from : the. figures iust. hamledi yau. whieh sa.id. tllati we·importred. 
bill, because l do n.o.t :to.Jr one moment believe' that' it ha-w a 651per cent more tb.aii.,we exvorted.. 1 

shadhw of· a- ehance• o:e being ena<?t~r intbi IB.w ;' lint ii' you1 Mr. ASWELL.. The: gentleman. does.. net want to. mak~ a 
s.hmddJ paSS1 it,. the Pres:idem· of· the 1Jmted· States1 hr ~nfei.tmitiY ; miS.tak.e..; 
witll his straigtttforwflltd proeeedure; eoulct nee, help but vetot The CF.AIRMAN. Does. the. g~ntlema:n y,ield, to the· gj?ntle-
it, and i!l lie_ d1d not de tiliEMI,. I am1 perfectfy» eonvmced~ RS" r mani fr.am Louisiana? 
stand in your pr.esenn&,_ tha-.. wUlb.\n w few' mtJntht!J,. or ffSl soen 'Mi:. TIN.cHER. I . do-.. not;. 
as: it: coullil. be? hnmghil t.ol the Supreme• Ceu.rt ut' 11he l!Jnttedl I want to. announce. now that, I . will jleldt to1 any. gentle-· 
States, it would be deelared.'unC<tnstittition.al. But· your say man. in, this Bo.use,, while., 1 1 am. talking,., who conttals ti.me­
t.he elections wiltl. ~ been ovel!'; and ttte $2.001.000,000 wiU! · !on the Rlll"POSe of asking,. me questions. ~f he 1 w:i.JJ.J :¢el!L me · 
have-beelil1 used: as . a cmmnpa:igm fund. What; at tragedy,. what a such. time as. he u.aes; but. r. do,.. DDt want.. to. yield time fm: 
c:nime: against th&t farmer; agalJJSt the taxpayer,. aga!inet' the ' , speeches Howevei; I w.ant. tor be· 1ru tliia. attitude~ if.: L caru 
Ame.lricaru people. have. the time.:. I want to, lie. i).ble. to au.swen an~ question· 

Geut1enen1 . I for. · one~ aim willing an cl anxd.0'us to1 go ' as1 fil:tt· a~ that iS asked aliout. this. om: or tell. the. MemBers.. of1 tliis 1 lilouse 
bumaney possible! fon farm . Mlief l:egislatf.on, butl on thtis m~ whether I can. answer it or not .. 
ure the institutions , o:f ottr C€>.untey am· in!V'Olv-ed. Gentlemen1 I ~opose. to talk: concerning, the measu~ :fi wan.t to be. 
IE youl vote down thi.11 hill, B0l unS<mIId and urrworltabler yoU1 w1n; tair with the House.. I cfaim that tJie, gJmtleman · from M1~­
hav& a . chaneei hef.o.re this Congress adjourns: to1 consider and: souri' [Mr. Runn;r, the gentleman ftom. rowa [Mr" RAuaENl, 
enaie?t legialatimL for- the , tarmew which. wm not only give nillef1 and the crowd of~ w.ll.o have reportti~ this. bi.II.are. nat. Bo!Sll~ 
bun which w.illl standi throuflh the yeu&; to ' Cllllre:. vis ts. r clafm we belleve in our country just as. firmfy as. anyone. 

The difference between conditions in Europe and condltl!ons· else, and I claim that ~ 42' per cent".. of. tl'le. po:guTu.tiDn. of 
in the United StateSi lies. in1 te fact. thatr the- prlliciples of tliis country wlio to-day are en~ed· ill. agtlcuf~ur-e· a~e · ~ 
our institutions anct oun· G<>Ternment. are. d11Iemnt fr.om~ th~se 1 titled to the same tr~atmen.t' and tlur same. consideration r>y 
of Europe; tlle lawmaking· bodles of· tllis . Nation as anyone- eise.. [,Ap-

Would yeu take a step rowardJ those.i coruill:funS> in- Etxrope· plause.] · 
that hav.e• beeome· the tta.ged;v.i· m! the• warld.? 'flhere:. a11e· tw-0 a:rgumentsi aga'lnst tllls mea'Sure. One" is that 

Consider the <?.Onditl.ona in. Europe :IIor m moment and". com·· it willl raise the cost' of! living a-n'd make- it a burden• on: other' 
pa.re- them withi onrsi Thai eeooomie- Cl!>ndttion:s are. cbxo.tia, people', andt the otlier· is1 tliat· it· wfill mm• tl1e fil:rmer. . How/ con­
ours are good., Much. of theil'I currency; is ~ wonthl:ese, ours1 hv sistenti tb~se two·1al'gumentir are! "YbUJ are• going to' raise labor's ' 
nomnal Thell: government& a.re tottering; ours• ts bene11c.ent cost of living<, 86 that all yuu1 boyS' wH.01 represent' labor- districfs·· 
and s.trong. [Applause.J 'l'heh! wom:ell'. are• ensiaved1 omrs ne· wm vo.te.against it.; and it is not g_oing tor heJ,p . th& :farmer,, it.is 
loved and exalted. 'Jlli~ woi:sllip the god o:f war· we the Go<L Just gping to ruin him,, and in. or.der. tQ make. that. kind at ru.·gur 
of peace. [Applause.] T.ru!Lr tongues, speak hattedi,. ou~s gnodl ment you have to· distort figures •. 
will. 'l'helr people are :mblerab:le and: in tu.rmoU, ours are I. am, frank to say, that had. this bill, come b,e.fore Congress. and1 
happy, for the most part, and living in peace. Their millions1 had. no. emergeney. existed it WQUld not ha.v.a- been. sound as. a1 
are idle and wretched, ours, for the most part, busy atld con- governmental economic pro:po..sitlml. It i&not. a :ges.ce-tlme prop-· 
tente.d. 'JJhein millions are- castr do;wn awl discourage~ ours ositioll, b.ut, we. h&Ne- an. eme:ng~. We-. b..are1 WiL emergf}ncy im 
stand. erect with co.urage.. and l)Urp<i>S.e. ~ agricultun!i th~basie.industr.l"of. eUD Nat1.an.~.and.that.e:me1rgen<?~u 

Reviewing, this· contra.st I wonder:· how any .Ameriean: caw faiL wb.etlleJ'· it was. caused bN the: :Cad. of. w.aD" or; whether it was. 
to be thankful for sueh a Gov.em.men.tr as ours, for such a ca.used by laws per.taining to· tlie· emargeru?Y' of, w.a.11,. ls inn:na ... 
c~,, for such. a people.. ~ADl)le.use.l I~ wonder: Jaow any terial. The . emer.geney. ls· here:. 'l'.alkl aooutL the · $200,000,000, 
Member of Congress could dare take the chance of voting for· that this. bill nippropdates in: an efl'ort. to di» something f().r. 
this. bill, areating- a sentiment: and establishing a precedent a,gricultu_re.; whY'..- by on.a feUJ stroke' of. tlie pen1 at the• White­
W• g_ovemm.ent which; if pursue«. to tho end, wouldJ destroy House: the President of the United States, signed,. m bill during; 
the very faundatron of the· Re-public. . [App1ause1] !the war tho.i; took away from the ·.Amelrl.ca.n. Wiheat owners;. thei 

If. for political reason.a· Y.O:U believe toot ~u must aid. the1 1 £armers of ~erioa, oVternight mone mane~ than1 this.• bllL con;. 
falimen in one section of.. the 1 country,- di1:1.eet~ and immedia.tecy templates appropri0;ting.. 
filiom tile' Federal Treasur:yl' to ·~ their" vote- in. Navemb6; then Mr. RA.;yBlilRN. Will the- gentleman! yielcr.?1 
it would be far bette.L· fo:u the ~rmers themsel.~es- and for. the. Mr . . 'lJIN<illlER. Yea; ]. y.ieltl .. 
country to appropriate. the $200i000;000( and berrow the $1,000;~ l Mn.. .RAYBURN; The! gentleman , BfJeak9{ at the- fb:ing of· the 
000,000, as a gift to. them~ and not saddle unon. the country: 

1 
priea of. wheat.? 

this da.ng~rously vieieUB· form. of na.ternallsIIL. If this . bllif Mn. TlN€1i!ElBL L dOJ 
passes, it will be permanent law or agriculture will collapse Mr. RAYBURN. Which was done at the instance of the 
and bring a national panic at the end of five years. wheat growers. 
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- p 1\fr. TINCHER. I do not care who it was done at the Instance 
of, I was a wheat grower and did not ask for it; _and it was 
done at a time when the farmers of America had 1n the process 
of harvesting an ~00,000,000-bushel wheat ·crop, and it took 
froin the cash price for wheat overnight $1.35 a bushel, and 
now say to that farmer who faces bankruptcy _to-day, but who 
faced that emergency . and took his part of the load without a 
whimper, that when he comes to the American Congress, when 
he is down and out by reason of the war and the emergency, 
that he must not ask for legislation or the proponents, the men 
who wlll speak for him, will be pronounced Bolsheviks. · 

Mr. RAYBURN. Will the gentleman yield further? 
l\Ir. TINCHER. Yes. . 
l\Ir. RAYBURN. I was opposed to that and I tried to protect 

the wheat farmers at that time against their own representa­
tiveR, and that experience with price fixing will justify me 
again in trying to protect them from their representatives. 

l\Ir. TINCHER. 'That was a matter of fixing a price. I am 
not talking about politics. I am not reflecting on anyone and 
I am not even saying it was not justified. Our country was 
at war and our people needed food, and the American farmer 
had wheat and the Government confiscated that wheat to win 
the war, and took it at a fixed price, and 1t was the only con­
fiscation of property that this great Government of ours in-
dulged in during that great conflict. . 

l\Ir. SHALLENBERGER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. TINCHER. . I yield. 
l\fr. SHALLENBERGER. I wlll say for the information of 

the gentleman that I was· a member of the Committee on l\llli­
tary Affairs during the war, as the gentleman knows, and the 
question of fixing the price of the wheat and of the pork and 
of the meat products that the Government would require to 
carry on that war was considered there, and I heard a member 
from Texas state that the hearings before the Committee on 
Agriculture showed that the Government was bound and dete1·­
mined to take the wheat and the pork at prices satisfactory 
to them because the Army had to fight upon bread and upon 
pork, and the price was fixed not to take care of the farmer 
but to take care of the Government in waging the war. [Ap-
plause.] · 

l\fr. TINCHER. I agree with the gentlemen thoroughly. 
I do not want to inject any other issue into this question, but 
I do say that this is an emergency. 

l\1r. RAYBURN. But the price that was set on wheat by the 
Congress was higher than the price at which wheat was selling 
at that time. 

Mr. TINCHER. No; it was $1.35 a bushel less. The price 
went off that much in 12 hours. You can not tell me that. 
There is no use trying to get something like that in the RECORD 
here. 

l\Ir. BURTNESS and Mr. WOODRUFF rose. 
Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield .to me just to 

. read a sentence touching that point from the report of the 
grain corporation? · 

l\f r. TINCHER. I yield first to the gentleman from Michigan. 
Mr. WOODRUFF. This blll contemplates an appropriation 

of $200,000,000 out of the Public Treasury. 
l\lr. TINCHER. Yes; as a revolving fund Jind as capital 

stock. 
Mr. WOODRUFF. Everyone recognizes the fact that the 

farmers of this country have lost their buying power. Do you 
not believe that if we hfid, as a result of this bill, a prosperous 
and happy agriculture that an appropriation of $200,000,000 
each year would be fully returned to the Treasury as a result of 
the ensuing prosperity in this country? · 

Mr. TINCHER. I think so, but that is not possible under 
this bill. This bill puts the burden of paying the losses on the 
farmers. The $200,000,000 is simply the amount of the capital 
stock, and my judgment is-and of course a whole lot in this 
blll, if it passes and becomes a law, depends on the administra­
tion of it-that with the borrowing power they will have they 
will never need to take out of the Treasury any money to speak 
of at all 

Mr. WOODRUFF. Will the gentleman yield for one further 
que~tion on that point? I understand that perfectly, and I be­
lieve that is true, but I want to ask again, if, as a result of 
this measure, agriculture was made prosperous, would not the 
prosperity which would ensue to every other individual in this 
country result in such a condition that the increase in taxes 
would more than: return to the Treasury the $200,000,000 car­
r~ed in this bill? 

l\Ir. TINCHER. It would. There is no question about that. 
Every great war has been followed by a panic. Eighteen hun­

dred nnd seventy-three was nine years after 1864. Nineteen 

hundred and twenty-six or 1927 will Sie a panic in our indus~ 
tries in the United States as a natural"result of this deflation 
unless the people of this great country have advanced since 
1873 in the matter of government so that by man-made laws 
we may avert that. Do not any of you eastern men think that 
this load ·wm be carried by the western farmer forever. Do 
not think that it must not be reflected back . . Look at the con­
(,titions to-day. Then they call us Bolshevists because we. ask 
for a corporation with a capital stock of less than one-quarter 
of the amount of money confiscated by the Government over 
night. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHER. Yes. 
Mr. GARRETT of Texas . . Does ·the gentleman recall that 

in 1914 when cotton went down $25 a bale below cost that no 
provision was made by congressional action? 

Mr. TINCHER. I do not know, I was not in Congress until 
after the war. As a member of the Committee on Agriculture 
for a short time after I came to Congress, I served with a 
distinguished gentleman from Texas, and you have a member 
now, and no member of the Committee on Agriculture will ever 
say that I as a western man ever split hairs with him on 
something he asked for because my district was not affected. 
I voted for every bill with reference to cotton that a man from 
the cotton States asked me to vote for. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield?­
Mr. TINCHER. Yes. 
Mr. BURTNESS. Does the gentleman know whether the 

depression of cotton existed for five or six years? 
l\Ir. TINCHER. I do not know. Now look at the chart on 

page 9204. 
Here we start at 100 and everybody starts together. We had 

a war. Agriculture has got back to where her prices are 118. 
It went up during the war, and look at this drop down here, 
so that prices have come down to 118. Wages of farm em· 
ployees have dropped bflck some, but not down to 100 mark, but 
about 155 against the nrices of farmers' products, 118. Wages 
of railroad employees, every one of them to be paid, and u large 
part by the 42 per cent that are engaged in agricultural pro­
duction. That stands at 186. But look at this: .New York fac­
tory workers, 230. 

Now, that condition can not continue to exist. The products 
of every one of these articles produced by the workers of that 
wage must be sold to all the people. Forty-two per cent of our 
people are on their knees. Forty-two per cent can not · buy your 
goods, so that that condition can not continue. Some man said 
yesterday that we were self-appointed, self-styled representa­
tives of the farmer. Sometimes I feel when I am talking that 
I ought not to be so earnest. I am not a self-appointed repre­
sentative. I was elected a Representative of the farmer, and 
·every dollar I have in the world, every dollar any member of 
my family has a chance to inherit, is invested in agriculture . 
So I am not talking about the matter from pure sentiment, but 
cold facts. 

Now, what do you want to do? What ls your remedy? Are 
you going to bring this down [indicating on chart] to a pre­
-war status? That can not be done. Some people advocate that. 
Some people advocate the passage of laws that would reduce 
our standard of living, our scale of wages to a place where we 
would have to adopt the standard of living of the world and 
the world's scale of wages. If you do that, then we will be in 
the same shape that the countries are the gentleman described 
a little while ago. 

Mr. RAKER. Wlll the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHER. Yes. . 
Ml·. RAKER. The gentleman is familiar with the subject 

and I am trying to get information. Will the gentleman take 
one staple farm product and tell us what would be the result 
of this bill under consideration if enacted? 

l\Ir. TINCHER. Will the gentleman name tlte product? 
Mr. AYRES. Take wheat. 
l\Ir. RAKER. Take hogs. 
Mr. TINCHER. I will take wheat first. Wheat to-day, 

based on the price of the 400 commodities which people have 
to buy, ought to be selling for a little less than $1.60. In other 
words, the wages of these men up here ought to strike an aver­
age, and in coming down to this level strike an average some­
where, and they ought to be willing to pay the farmers $1.59 
for wheat consumed \n America. · 

Now, you ask about hogs. The day the bill was introduced 
and we started t6 have hearings hogs were selling at $9.85, 
and the fair ratio that day was $10.55. That was not much 
difference. To-day hogs are selling fo1· $7, and a fair ratio 
price would be a ~ittle higher. 
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Mr.· RAKEll. NQ1r. at am like tM geirtleman from Kansas; 
What tittle e::irtra eurp"TUB: l ha•e- ts· tm-ested in cattle. Om 
people are llrteirested iii. cattle, and I know tM gentfeman h.a 
gtven a great deal of sttent1-0n te lt, and wm he give llS' tire 
benefit &I. I»~ koowledge· by shoWing hoW' it wlll a1f"ect th.et price 
of cattle? 

Mr. TINCHER. Let me ftnish on hog1t first. T~ gentlema11 
fJ'om Texas EMr. HUDm'E'I'B] wm talk about cattle, and I will 
say l!IOlilething, too. I do n<>t believe that there is a man 
Within the sound of my voice that reallies any dilferenee In 
the price of the pork products from last December to what 
1t is now. 

If that fair ratio price was declared by tbe eorporatfion 
purchasing on any kb.u:t of meat, they wonld not haYe had to 
buy a pound, because that !11lr ratt0o :price would prevail and 
that would apply to cattle as wen al!I h4Jgs, and, Mr. RAKER,. 
the only ma» who has got cattle to--day who le no-t broke-, is 
,llOD'.le fellow who bas some other way of buying than getting 

them m the eattJe. business. There is not a cattle prod11eer 
m America wh~)' is dependent &ft that entirefy but is worth 
less' to-day than befm"e Ole Wl.lr, and 00 per cent ue- bankrupt. 

Mr. RAKER That IS 11bsohrtely trn&;. but Ji.ow are- you 
gofllg to relieve fbat 11y We Ieglslation-1 

Mr. TINCHER. By giving him a ratiO: J>!'lee for hi9 prod­
ucts, an~ I say that any: good bll'Sil'l'eSs · man or cerporation 
can take- that '20Q,000,000 and let the- farmer pay Ms own 
l~S8e9' becall!e' at. the ratW price- a:nd there fs n-Ot a man en­
gaged in labor fn the United' States but who· wJill be happy 
for it and wm be ·contented with it, beeause when thel:r boys . 
and institnttons feel this panfe- we have now In the West, 
then their wages will go crumbling, and instead of having 
tun time they wm llave p.robably less: than halt time. 

Mr. KINDRED. Will Ule gentleman yield? 
Mrr TINCHER. I wm. . 
Mr. KINDRED. The gentleman has stated, and stated 

eorrectly, tbat the- price ot pork· or bogs last fall was 9 cents 
I 
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plus. And yet the cmmumer ia not gettin,; any rellet tn what 
he pays for his pork. .Who ls getting that dltfe.rencel 

Mr. TINCHER. That Jis a queltion clear outside, but my 
opinion is tbat there are nine Gr ten times n many retail 
men ln W ashi.Dgton, perhaps, as tlle tra.cle would bear, but 
that is quite a different proposition. I simply mention it to 
call attention to the fact that we want to be fair with tbe 
farmer and not hurt anyone. These boys working in the 
New York factories are getting good wages and they are 
happy, but they will not be happy it they are working on· 
bal.f time, and if 40- ver cent of the people down here to-day 
are not given relief they will be laid off. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHER. I will. 
lfr. LAGUARDIA. Glancing at the index chart, I find yom 

ngricultural products are down to ll& Now, is it not true that 
by the time tlrose products reach the factory end in New York 
1t wm be necessary to fix the wage up ta 230? N~nv,. if you a.re 
going to bring your line up in accordance with the prO"risions of. 
this bill, this line would necessarily have to go higher; and 
are not we going around in a circle? 

Mr. TINCHER. Oh, no. These men up here to-day with that 
wage-the New York fellows-are prosperous. Th~se men down 

here ·are banbupt--a:re broke-and :vou ha.Te> got to equaliz& 
the thing. If you vote agai'nst this bill on the theory yoor New 
York laOOl'ing man will profit by your defeating :farm l~islat~n. 
you will be doing him a great injustftt_ 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The tnlll!lble- ls tb18 ~ There ls no doubt 
about the condltlon of the fa.Jl"lller down here; but by the time 
his prodttctreaches tf1e New Yowk 1aet@yw<>l'ker his wage must 
be ftx:ed in order to bey these products. 

Mr_ TINCHER.. HM tbe gentleman got a bilJl to- :remedy that 1' 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. TINCHER. What bin ls lt?' 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Take conbol ef all tnmsportatlon <1f the 

country, take all the elevators and storages, and eliminate en­
tirely tile middleman and! banking· industry. [Laughter.] 
Mr~ TINCHER. I was laboring under· a little misapprehen­

sion. I thought Mr. BERGER had tbe sole honor or repre8enting 
his puty in Congress. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. That is not any more socialh;tic- than this. 
Mr: TINCHER. There is oothing soelalistic aooht this. 

The farmer blmseU! pays. the equaJ.iza:ticm fee. 
· M.r~ AYRES. Is U not a fact that bread now in New YoTk 

City is about the same price as when wheat was at $3 a 
busb.el1. 
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Mr. 'IINCHER. Yes. , , 
,;I\lr. t.A.Ul.E8. And ,bread .w11s not reduced :whell,.;wheat 1wellt 

down? · 
Mr. TINCHER Right 1in Waehington it :1s ti1e same ·price 

a:s when wheat was worth $2.85. ' 
Mr. AYRElS. ABd there is no ·reason wb7 it ihould .cost 

more if wheat w.as 1$1!00~ 
:l1r . .TAOOBS.TEIN. Will 'the •gentleman ·:-7ield1 ~ 
1\lr. !I!INGHER. I wlll. 

. :M.r. ,JACOBST.EIN. According to the cha.rt--! on not de· 
tect the color here, but I suppose it .is the faet:Dry 1 w.orkers 
in N~ iYork-the wages have dropped about ,SO ·points from 
1000 to 1922. 

11.f'l·. TIN.CHER. a: remember Congre11B lnet flnd we lf>B.SSed a 
law, nGt ~ socialistic law, •but ' 8. lftw that:.opeMd 'Your ·factories. 

1\fr. JACOilSTEIN. The questkm •ls-- ' 
'Mr. TINCHER. •I would like to .get 11i part,of 'my 8peech1as 

I go along. 
Mr. !TAOOBSTEIN. Wages came down. We know it came 

down because the manufacturers could not ·Jreep toose lfac· 
tories going. There had been overproduction, but e'7en in that 
time farm products were rising, were going up even when 
wages in the East were gomg down. I -am wondering if that 
does not teach us a l~son, that overproduction will 'cause 
wages to fall in 'the faetories, and whether that ls- not also 
the cause of the low purchasing price of the farm product's, 
anu that you are not attacking the i>roblem from the right 
end? 

Mr. TINCHER. You started there for the rocks because 
you did not have the price any more based on blood, and you 
start.ed for the rocks because you had no protection, and the 
American Congress met and gave a protective tariff and said 
that you could have the American .standard of wages and the 
American standard of living when you at that time were 
going on the rocks. But now, when we come here and aSk 
for a law that will give us a little fair ,chance we are called 
Bolshevists. I do not believe in a ,foreign standard o! living. 
I do not believe in any 'foreign level of wages. As one of the 
western Republicans I want to say that I want to hold people 
up and am not willing to kick anybody else down. [Ap.Plause.] 

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Did you not have at the .same time a 
tariff protecting agriculture? 

1\Ir. TINCHER. Oh, you can not protect agricultural prod­
ucts as you can ·manufactured products. -We export .agticul­
tural products. 

Mr. JA.C0BSTEIN. Did we not have an emergency tariff 
t.o ,protect agricultural products? . 

Mr. 'lJINCHER . . I will have a Denwcrat answer your emer-
gency tariff .questions. 

Mr. :BURTNESS. Mr. Obait·man., will .the .gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHER. Yes. 
Mr. BURTNESS. The gentleman flfom New York [Mr. 

JacoBsTEIN] assumed plainly ·something that is ·not a -fact, that 
the wages of manufacturing workingmen began 'to ·fall ·while 
agricultural prioes were rising. Agricultural ;prl-ees began to 
fall 1one year before the ,wages of .industrial factories fell. 

1\Ir. TINCHER. Yes. 
.Mr. SU1M0NS . . Mr. ChalJ:man, ,w.m ·the .gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHER. Yes. , 
Mr. SIMMONS. ,I think it would be .a 1benefit to all of us 

if the gentleman would take as an example .hogs, and illustrate 
how this legifilation wlll relieve the 1farmer on that particular 
piodw::t, and carry lit ·on through. 

Mr. TINCHER. We have passed a ·bill, and a •corporation 
is organized, and we .got ·otto Kahn, the biggest 1inanoier in 
America, to come down 1'.rom New iYork .and 1JJ1anage ·it. He 
says this is ·not what is called sound economics, but it is 
model'Il economics. We are foreed ;to resort -to wodern ·eeo· 
nomics. Be goes to Chicago end se:~s to the five 1paekers, 
".Al·e :you going to pay the ratio .price? The consumer will 
have to ;puy it. You will not buy a hoof. ~hat Tatlo price· 
will be fixed. They will pay it. ilt will not 1burt .anyone." 
They say, "We will not do it." You know what a surplus is 
of pork. We do .not export 6 per cent ,of our pork. It will 
not take anything to illandle that. 

Mr. iRA.KEJR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. TINCHER. In a moment. 
I believe this bill ·should give the President all the power he 

wants, to use it as he wants to, and not to use it when it is 
not required. ilt should not be a _permanent proposition. It 
should .apply only when there is an emergeney .. 

Why, my friends, who is ·it that ;would say that rthe iDawes 
report was sound economics a .few years , ago. The Dawes 
report is sound economics to·day ·because it •is to cle8.Jl 1up .a 

~tng brougtit -.a..Dont by the greatest ,emergency of the world 
The Dawes . .rewrt ,:t.B sound .eoofJ')mics. 

frbis ,question im&y,11ot1be..settled-now. but it is~ live Amerl· 
can '<lae!tlon.. .The ·12uestlen is wheth.er by a man-made .law 
we 1 will harDess •this tJll.9g ·and -avert the experience of 1878 
or go on and treat the tanner lightly and :not wake up to 1it 
until tevery iodost.rJ' ·ID tlte country is down to where the 
farmer is to-day. I say we have progressed since the Oivil 
War. 1l ·say tbe.re ·is acllanceIDY' a .man-made law to manipulate 
the thing«> that~ will not -suffer the natural consequences 
tbat1alwnys go with war. 

iMr. ill.AKER. Mr. Obai.nnan, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHER. Yes. 
iU:r. R.Ai.KlllR. This is~llml,lOrtant matter. 'F-0r 'the last two 

years our stockmen have got from 4 to 4! cents per pound for 
cows and from 5 to16! ~centis per pound for prime ·steers. IDdes 
are down t.o ·a dollar or ieven less. 
. Mr. TINCHER. Oh, Irknow these facts. You need not state 
them to rme. 

Mr. RA.KER. Will ·tile gentleman illustrate how he will 
help the stock~ising farmers BO ithat :they wlll get a fair price 
for their uttle ·under , .this project? · 

Mr. IDINOHER. :The tC.Orporation will fix a fair ratio price, 
and the fair nitio prke will be the ·prlC!e they have to ·pay for 
the meat .consumed ·there. They are to ·enforce that law. They 
ha~ a ·right. . if the people who handle the product will not 
do it, to do it themselves. But the pa.dkers, with 00 per cent 
of their lfactomes ·empty to-day, will be glad when Uncle Sam 
goes 1down and says, " We have established a .ratio price for 
the products." 

That is not "ITL""famm in 00~ howling about the way 
things are going." That is somebody who has power, and the 
only justification for using that power ls that an emergency 
exists by reason ·of a law act, and one class ' of people in this 
country are -smiering from that emergency. 

Mr. RAKER. If our cattle go to 4 and 5 cents a pound, 
how ls that •when 1we come to Washington we must pay 60 or 
65 cents for beef per pound? 

'.Mr.. irlNOHIUR. l have not been here as long as you he:ve. 
Wbtv have you not fixed .it? You :have 1been here a long time. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHER. Yes. 
Mr. McKENZIEl. The gentleman fPOm Kansas is really 

making a good speech. 
Mr. TINCHER. ,J thank you. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 'from Kansas 

has expired. 
Mr. TINCHER. May I have a little more time? 
l\Ir. V-OlG~. Mr. Ohairman, l yield tn the gentleman ljlve 

minutes. 
-Tbe •CHAIRM:AN. The gentleman from .Kansas is irecognized 

for five minutes more. 
1Mr. McK!ENZ.IID. Of collr8e, the condition of the 1country 

to.day is due· tto some cause. ~t ls 18dmltted. I want ·to 
ask the gentleman what he thinks ,about this ilegislatlon a.s a 
remedy for remedying the cause. Or is it simply -emergency 
legislation for a time, rand when :the limitation .expires the 
same old causefJD..RY·be •back again, and -wemay1ftnd ourselves •in 
the same situation? 

Mr. TINCHER. No; the same old ·cause wm [not be back. 
The condition was brought 1about by an emergency, .either by 
the war itself, alone ·and uninterr.upted, or by the war e.nd the 
laws ·that we :passed 1for running lQUr .icountry durtng the .wnr. 
But the farmer's condition .is an emergency, and we propose to 
relieve him from the emergeney ·the smne as ·we ·relieve every· 
body else. I do not rbelieve the ,game conditions ·can 'cmne about 
again. • . 

Of course, •l 1thlnk the emergency, pE<rhaps, <Wll1. have to be 
declared foo- this year :and :next. I th.ink 'this bill runs three 
years, and I think ·it ought to. · 

Mr. LOZIER. Will the :gentleman ~eld? 
Mr. TINCHER. Yes. 
Mr. LOZIER. Contrary 1to numerous expressions on the floor 

of this House, is 1it not trne that by reason of the packing in­
dustries being concentrated in five great •companies, that feature 
of the act will be mo.:re easily and more colllpletely adminis­
tered tban an:.v other fea.ture •of .this bill.? 

Mr. TINCHER. 'Yes; I think it will be~ to administer it. 
Now, let me say this: :r ·have been here 1on]ly 'five years. I have 
been on the Agricultural Committee ever since I came, and I 
have worked with ~some · of the:most genial and high-class gentle­
men any man ever had the privilege of workhtg with. [ •never 
impugn the motives of any man ~ho ls on that committee, and 
I do ·not .to-day. iI unde:rstarui .. how I could have a lot of fun 
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here talking about the gentleman from New York [Mr. OL.uxEJ 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. VorGT]-both oppos­
ing this bill-and about as much fun as I could have 1n talking 
about Mr. AswELL's roasting ears. They do not generally 
agree on matters of economics, and they are opposing this blll, 
I believe, for directly opposite reasons. 

:\fr. CLAH.KE of New York. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. TINCHER. Yes. 
Mr. CLARKE of New York: Is it not true that when the 

filled milk measure was before the House I supported that blll 
because I believed it would do something to aid the dairy 
interests · of this country, so that when you are challenging 
other men's motiYes you are challenging mine. 

Mr. TINCHER. I did not challenge the gentleman's mo­
tives. 

l\lr. CLARKE of New York. I thought you did. 
Mr. TINCHER. All I said was that ordinarily you and 

Mr. VOIGT do not travel together on matters of economics. 
I did not impugn your motives at all and never had such a 
thought at all. I was criticizing another man for doing the 
same thiug. But it is all wrong to draw a picture of some one 
selling roasting ears, and then, an emergency having been 
declared on roasting ears, say, " Who is going to administer 
this thing in order to give any weight and e:tl'ect to it? " If 
you listen to such ridicule you must imagine that good men 
like Mr. RUBEY or Mr. CI.ARKE or some other Members of this 
House, men of good judgment, are not going to administer 
it, but you have got to imagine that they are going out to find 
the craziest man in the world to administer it, and that he 
will declare an emerency on roasting ears, and that sugges­
tion is made in order to heap some ridicule upon the bill. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. TINCHER. Yes. 
Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman please advise us 

whether there is any exportable surplus of roasting ears? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. TINCHER. There is no idea of exporting roasting 
ears. That illustration was simply used for the purpose of 
heaping ridicule on the bill, because the idea never would be 
to oeclare an emergency on them. As I say, that was just 
simply mentioned for the purpose of putting ridicule on the 
bill. 

Mr. 1\1..lcLAFFERTY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TINCHER. Yes. 
Mr. l\1AcLAFFERTY. Is not the low price of farm com­

modities due to the fact that there is an overproduction? 
Mr. TINCHER. No. 
Mr. MAcLAFFERTY. Then my second qu~stion is not neces­

sary. 
Mr. TINCHER. The low price of farm commodities is due 

to an emergency which arose during the war or due to the laws 
attendant upon the war, the disproportionate prices. However, 
the prices are not lower than they were before the war. The 
prices of farm commodities are now a little higher than at the 
time of the starting of the war, but the proportion or ratio to 
the other 400 articles is making a bankrupt out of every farmer 
in America. 

Mr. MAcLAFFERTY. I am not opposed to this bill, but does 
the gentleman understand that the law of supply and demand 
bas nothing to do with prices? 

Mr. TINCHER. Oh, yes. 
Mr. MAcLAFFERTY. If there was a scarcity of wheat ln 

the country, would not the price of wheat go up? 
Mr. TINCHER. The law of supply and demand applies ex­

cept when an emergency exists, and we have an emergency 
to-day. You do not want your American wheat grower to pro­
duce 200,000,000 bushels less wheat than will be consumed in 
America, but I have heard that suggestion made-that the 
wheat grow~s produce less than enough and then charge a high 
price for it and starve a f~w. But that is not the kind of people 
we have in the American farmer. But we ought to do some­
thing along the lines proposed. in this bill in order to avoid a 
repetition of the days of 1873. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ·expired. 
Mr. MacLAFFERTY. Will not the gentleman get one more 

minute, in order to permit me to ask him a question? 
. Mr. TINCHER. I have used all the time I can. 

Mr. MAcLAFFERTY. I am a mourner at the bench seeking 
light, but the gentleman has not given it to me. 

l\fr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gentle­
man from New York [l\fr. CLARKE]. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Chairman, venerating as I 
do, GILBERT N. HAUGEN, the chairman of the great Agriculture 
Committee, who for 26 years has faithfully represented an agri­
cultural district from Iowa, and has rendered signal service 

everywhere to the general cause of agriculture, and fond as I 
am of the members · of that great committee, individually and 
collectively, it has been a difficult matter for me, with a pre­
disposition toward " going along," to di:trer with the majority 
of this committee O'Il this bill, but after months of hearings, 
where all the facts regarding the present serious agricultural 
situation were carefully gone into and analyzed, I felt my 
greater duty was to .oppose this proposed experiment, believing 
that it is not alone unworkable, but that even if it could be 
made to work it would ultimately bring di~aster to agriculture, 
far greater than the present " slough of despond." . , 

1. No session of Congress has gone so far as the Sixty­
seventh Congress did in enacting legislation to give the farmers 
tpat equality of opportunity that is fundamentally the right of 
every great industry, as well as of the individual himself, under: 
the Anglo-Saxon theory of government. 

(a) The bill for allowing the farmers' . cooperatives to en­
gage in interstate business so ~s to orderly market their prod­
ucts was a vastly helpful law in its practical aspects, as well 
as in the e:n,couragement it offered to those cooperative organi­
zations trying to help themselves. 

(b) The Voigt filled milk bill to prevent the interstate shiP:. 
ment of a nonnutritive, fraudulently marketed product, in com­
petition with a wholesome, whole-milk product, met squarely 
the duty of the Congress to the dairy industry of the Unite4 
States. . 

(c) The Capper-Tincher bill, compelling those speculating 
in our great national agriculture commodities, such as the 
grains, and so forth, to keep a record tha.t would be available 
to the Government in case of alleged cornering of these neces­
sities of the people, for personal enrichment. 

( d) A splendid, fair, moderate tariff to properly protect the 
products of our farms. 

(e) Appropriations for increasing in many ways and supple­
menting the service of the Agriculture Department to those en­
gaged in agriculture. 

(f) Extensions of the life of the War Finance Corporation 
that have been most helpful to agriculture, especially in assist­
ing with the "frozen-credit" situation of many banks in par­
ticular, and in assisting other ways in the orderly marketing 
of agricultural products. . 

(g) The agricultural credits bill extending the Federal farm 
loan act and setting up-

( 1) Federal intermediate credit banks. 
(2) National agriculture credit associations. 
While all these measures have b_een helpful, prevented, or 

made unlawful unfair competition and enabled us to more 
orderly market our products, at the same time giving that 
equality to agriculture that is its due, we have found that 
agriculture like many of our other great industries~farm ma­
chinery companies, copper and zinc mines, the great packing 
plants, and so forth-have not escaped hardships, bankruptcy, 
and trying situations following the World War; so, if none of 
these private, better-managed enterprises can finally escape the 
application of the law of supply and demand, how, I ask you, 
in all seriousness, can a law be a success that has for its ob­
jective trying to get around that law of supply and demand 
under Government auspices? 

I feel, in common with every other member of our commit­
tee, that the Government has a moral obligation to aid the 
wheat farmer because the Government went into the price­
fixing business 1n 1917. When it fixed the price of wheat at 
$2.20 per bushel at the primary markets this price then was 
unsatisfactory to the wheat growers, even though lt was sup­
posed to be the cost of production plus a reasonable profit 
for a bushel of wheat iil 1917. When this price was fixed by 
the fair-price committee wheat was selling at $2.72 and had 
been up to $3.45 per bushel. September 1, 1917, President 
Wilson issued a proclamation fixing the maximum price ot 
wheat at $2.20 per bushel, and wheat that day fell 52 cents 
per bushel in all the primary markets. It was and is my 
understanding that $2.20 was the minimum price that was to 
be charged ; and this ~oard arbitrarily fixed the minimum 
price as the maximum, which was eminently unfair-unfair 
because, after establishing that price wages on railroads were 
increased 146 per cent, freight rates 78 per cent, and the cost 
of producing that same bushel of wheat increased over 100 
per cent. 1.'his was far from fair in comparison with the 
cost-plus shipbuilding program and other profiteering enter­
prises launched thereafter, and it is for that reason that { 
claim the Government has a moral obligation to meet ; but 
this bill does not meet it. In addition to all this there was 
the patriotic slogan, under Government inspiration, " Feed 
the world," and the farmers of the Northwest heeded the 
call and increased their acreage in two years by over 18,000,000 



OONGRESSION A'L JIBCORD~llOUSE 

aer~s in wheat alone. The :farmms -were loaned more money 
to buy seed wheat, to pur.dhue imodern fa:rm fliloobiner~, itrao­
t~11s, ao.d so forth ; and then came i().eftation and All its conse­
quent chaiin of hardships and failure. l WWil aud am pe.r­
f~tly willing to meet that moral obllgatloo, ae I see .U, in 
ac-couuunoo with the plans so .carefully rWo.rked out by P~o­
iffisor Coruter and his splendid organiutlon !Umt 1ca~ ti.ere 
from .the No:vtbweat in tllt.e rbili they backed that .failed iJl the 
SE-nate, .maybe bee.e:nse the McNaey-Haucen ·'bm ·WftB iD the 
offing. I am rwilling to meet it in ·any ·tru.r, w.onkable law i 
lmt I um unwilling ito wish onto 1Utns •Govermnent, ihroogb Jaw. 
this bi:U tha:t ma·y open the ·door tf«r 115PeCial 1prlv.ilege und~r 
t1he Inw; rtha..t makes great additions to our alnea.dy .enor­
mously large burooue~scy, an.d the ·people · ta~, then ·taig:_ed 
irome more, to support and keep mp ·tllis .great 1extre:vapnce 
and added •burden. [ must enter my prob!~ as .a tB.eprE¥Senta­
th·e -Of •the farmers on the hills fmm wbeooe. I sprung, ~t 
ad-Oe<.1 taxes, for these farmers .ru:e ialeo suffering a •&erioUil. 
depueiiSLon beea12sie -0:t the mir:p.lus Bll'1k now :flooding .our ma-r­
kets, wltll ()i"ices down to :less ·tban cost of iproductio.n, with 
labor jnefficient 8!1'.ld a!lmost impoastble to gEJt: ~on .our farms 
aud at prices that are p-rohlbitl~e. •We are ttl'y.i:ng to aneet our 
problems, not uy oomlng to Congress but by getiting iall :the 
mHk-produeing organizations 1together •and trying ;t.o work nut 
O-lll' own salvation. 1 ., 

1,et •ns analyze .some of ,the cfeatu11es· of 1h8 bill '.DOW 1t111.der 
com;i de:re!tit>n. 

i. Pl'l~e 'fixi.ng: The proponents claim the MeNai-y-Haugen 
hill is not .a price.Jfi~ng bill. !Let l'lle quoie y-0u .fl1@m the lan· 
gu:.tf?e Qf the \Jill -itself : · '.;. 1 1 

The corporatfon (United States agricui'ture export ~ljPOt"l\-tion) 
t:mnll dc.s1a~ate ;1 J>rl.ce for sucl:J. i::omm.odities1 11 

• , , 

.Aud the blll tIJl"OiVidas tbe ·mat~tlcttl :1011.lllµla lfor aucb 
p1Jice fu:ing. ·Whnt lurtliler QJ!gumen.t 1ls ,~ary 'to PfQi"\J'e 
11hat this iis a pr((re,fuaing 1bUl? · , 1 • , 

:Wba1 doos this 'U.lliOOd ~te.tes agr~lturel 1e:JiPQi't ~C?IU)OJ'atiol:r 
intend io fix priws on? & Whatew6r 181&\flcultur;e.l llU'oduoUI 
t:Uere may be an iemer.gency ·decl~d 'Jl'fMda:r it .is -lVhe&.t,; 
to.movrow it ,is corn; the =n~t da¥ jJt is, @Ule • .'4' ut any food 
prouuct .teeveof " -; next iweek lt is ·hQoij ~- ~ · any :eQod p,OOut.'t 
thereof"; aud iso .on tad :inflnitum.· , Tim~ twe -will, .00.~e fQiJlteQ 
mi ·this country tby laiw t1.ot ta tempocary· b~t 1U. . iperm~nent 
price-fixing policy until the grand blo-m·UP .and the :ftnai .-eale.nh 
ity 1(]ay urives, when "this "pe!.·petuai.,motio~ pr~fi;ting :Jlla­
cbine, 1made JSO by law, runs on .its iinglf)I!i.()llls 1. 'COU?Se to its 
i-neivitable ~. and :that old, mlftVero;faili:ug,· '}ll()rl6..:wide 1aw ,ctf 
sup.[My iand demand goes .inko ·deotJ " ;allltG1: : tbe1tlast1days ·sball 
be warse than the !former tla.ys.,1 : and ~the 1 voor · fa1')1&e;l's ugain 
taking ;up a 1bu1ttden ra blmdi;ed times.o•mome b~e&.'0198 a-•<l'o.ngresa 
e\le:t enacMd such :a short-sighted iaw. ·.. 1 .. • 1 

..&ga'in the -proponents of"" the bill poop680 that this . United 
States agricu\ture -e.xpoot col'potation tis to l:ake 1cane •Of e!Kptlrt.s 
of a great •number -Of agrlcultul'Ul ,pooduats-whee.t, 11.om; Tine, 
corn, wool, ieattle, •sheep, swine, or ·any food pl'6duct of eattle, 
~eep, or swine. 'Let us .see' what tbese proftlgate ·~omtB<Ja 
promise. Sheep, !for !instance, a.re 1mentio:ned. • Wkat t.s -the 
good of setting up itbe •export machinery, "bol6.lng '°ut thifl 
tainbow of promi-se 100 the sheepmen, w.h.en, .sfnoe 1.91•,- 'the 
United States has been on a-n !mpO?'ting -basis as -tu •mutton· iand 
lamb. In 1920 to 1923, inclusive, the Bureau of Animal (lndug.. 
try reports that we eXJ)Ortad but '171000,000 pounds ofl m11ltton 
apll imported '97,000,000 pounds. • 'In 1923 ·we exported .2,Q)();OOO 
pounds and imported 16,000;000 pounds. .clljow 'inetif.ectiive, thetie!­
fore, ts sueh a gesture. Imp.lire bUllk to itihe sheepmen, and 
ti;ixes 'to 'the people. · 

A,galn let us look at ·beef. ·In Ul23 our rtotal beef produotion 
wt\s 6,916,000,000 pan• ,s: Bur home oonsampti0n ·Woll '6,918,.. 
000,000 pounds. It 1ld therefoce •semn lwe aye .on. 'SD ·import-
ing instead of an ,rt;ing 'bams. Why; theoof 01.10, lnd'Dlge i tn 
these fruitless pr- ;es and set ·up :an expensive 1~port !ma-
chinery whep. it , Jnnecessacy- and adds mo1~ te.x:es to the 
people. 'I coulll c _you other ~xamples in the 1blll, 1:f ·I had 
the ti-me, of promJ. and bunk. 

If the proponeni of •the bill, 'therefore, only intended it for 
tl>e wheat grower, why do they not frankly state 'it and pl'&-
11are 'a bill ··on thut -'basis exclusi-rely'l 'I'hey al'e il.ooking 'for 
votes, -and under the dire.ct primary law the poor ·Congr.es11>­
man must feed up his ipeople .on lpromls011, and lflhey have ·;been 
buncved eo much ·by politieal promi-ses lOf 'laws to lead them 
into the promised land that you would think they would be 
tally awake by nGw. Some are, ithe.nk God; but the rest are 
berating a:nd beseeching the Congr.ees for ·some1ftling that, -in lits 
l~st analysis, is class legislation, whleh, even if It JOQQld "eoome 

• I • J 

effeottm, mould 1tnarease the .oost &f. lh!lng tf> ·mlltlons upon. 
millions, taxed 1both di:reetly and in<linectly fo-r vicious -legis­
~~ -

:.Suppose this :law goos 111100 .effect and an emergency -ls de­
clal".ed on only two or rthree &f tttie 1commodities, so that it 
beeomee 1 o_perati~e onty as to those commodities. The ad­
ditions to the buretmcmcy, already rov:erey manned, in Wash­
it1gton..--altbouch we ha:ve gotten rid of over 110,000 on the 
<:lvil list awne 18ince !Karch 1, 19il-,..and the multitude of ad­
ditional ·employees lXWlde necessary ito attend to the details, 
~h at home and a'broad, will be something utoun.ding. 
'Xa.~es and more tP.Ds put on tbe pe&ple. and I can hear the 
people ·eiciaiming i1l itbe lftnguage •of the Declaration of Inde­
pendenne, "He hu elected a multitude of new -0fil.ces and 
sent !hither :s.warms ..of ·-Offiee:rs ito hanu1s eur people and eat 
up our substance." I want to go back to my people to render 
my r~port .as .their r~pi:es~ntative that I bave beep. .no p~rty 
to .aey seiQeme .w b~µig a ,ret-qrn .to sucb 1cond.i.ti0ns. · 
, Ji ap emerg~n<;y iB .d~~d on .cattle, It also includes " any 

food ~rod1Mlts of ,-cattle.'' ~a~ a community .of 2,000 people, 
w;ltiQ. at -least 500 ~~s in tlwee products each day. Ho..w m~uy 
ageDts ,Q;f. ·tbe Gove.rn:yient would .have to J)e there to ,see to 
it •that ~ ·Goveri,un~t·s tnter~ttl are protected, to · pass ,the 
eq.µaµ.zation t~ ~ .scrJ,p, aDd w.b.at a .mult~~wie of .employees 
would be ..nec~&l7 .in Ute .larger -eomm.unit'ies. -

Let us, take t~ anima,l, ~ hog, . .Blld $00 wb,at is possible 
to ®p~ ~o .Mm ~r this bill, as weU as to u.s. lWllions 
of :Pogs will ~e qtrer~a that the export <;<>ip.ora.tion will .be 
compelled to bJIY at ,t4e .ra,tio .prices in the .v;ariolli9 stpckya.ras 
~ ·tl;>.e coUD,tr;v.. It is un;Cprtunate~ but 1t is true that ,.PQgs 
can ,p.ot ;be ~~orted as~' tb,er~r.e t~y must ~ sla{lgtitar~d 
anq rPrQce~d. The ~ort corporaJ;ian ~Jlll not buUd p,a.ckiJ:\i 
P~:ts. J;h~y F.8!l ,not ey.,e~ le.~~ a p'Ja.nt -i.t J;ij.e exlstl:og .a~n~es 
arf! adequ,a,t;e 1'.0r the han<l't.tt\g aµd .I>r~cesst.ng .<>f tbia .h<;>g , " -on 
:i;~s~l~ tre~nis/' Tl1t~ ~oratton cw ll~~ .eo~~l ~nyo~ 
t;o le11~e , his ,p1Jint. . S~ ,.Pf\Cker~ Of. C~Uf,9~, ,CRJ;l not h~dl~' 
~e ~UJ'&e YQiwpe, &n'1 l10~ :u:mst l>e niov'e<l quj,ck1y. T~~r~ 
is · bµt o.oie answe;r ~nd tl;liit ruis)Ver ifl~ tJJ.ls ~ort corpora­
fl.~~ if ~ver, an em~q~enc,Y ;is (leclar~ . ~:\I. .bogs wtU find i~e~~ 
e.t W.e p:ief~Y of tli~ ;:6ig ;Five p~ck~ra. . Wbat :way happeµ_ 
to t.lw 1 ~iijm11· the .11.og, Jn~r .also 'happen to .cattle a.lid sheep .. 
f;l.t least ol;l _hose

1 
pmt w~ ~;x'_port. Now~ $pppp~ tl;le p~u;k.era" 

apd ~e. e;i:;p rt . co:q:>01.'p.t1qn ' ,get ~to a disagreement r.eg~rdi~ 
~e l .tefJAS~ a~Q , ~. j~rtbt of the .co~tract.. aµd rflgu:ce ()Ut 'the 
tWp 'J\o;ws Pi th~ J~t~e~. eitlle~. <>n the o~e .llatj..a, t\le e:rpor:t 
c_o.p>p.ratioµ loses .,41na ,l)RSs~s . bfi.ck ·t.Q ;the ';v~dllcer m,tlliqns 
v.~on 1.niUliops in -'los~e$~ o~ else the ,;vack:ers wax fat ·J.Woll a con-
tract ~afi: upon th¢.~ own, \e~~· , . ·· , 1 " 

.Ji1 ml$ co'unt.ry' to-day {there are b1eiii~ ·~. ullt ';uP. g~at; co­
operatlYe 'soctetle!f a-j;d otj;finizli.tioris. ~hat' lfn've proven heiPfttI 
i,n the marketing of 1 B;gricu~ural .p'fddli~1l3· · The Mc'.Nuy-' 
~iS:en i>1l1;- if 'it ~¢om~ eff:~ctive, wciu~~ rend to wea:Ken 
BP:d u'.It.tmiii:el,Y r1bi'efl'k I i!O\V.Il . t:tt¢se 1wlenditl -(>rganizati·ons for 
t;I:iere' ~s llQ Ibng& ' a, 1ne~ ,-tor such -Organliations. 'Unc,Ie 
S~m ts' ~g ' td ;l>roteet ·1;hem, ail'1t ·when," 'the ftnal colmps~ 
comes we· ~tij h,ttv~ to' stat-t' anew tv 1build' -them up again.' . 
4 tra~dy,J Indeed: to blU'. ·fR'rme~S'. ', · • 

,._ ' 1! f I 

~pMPlllTITlQN OF '.I:~ "'PBLD 

It is axiomatic that high ;yi~lds teJ;l,d -t9 u:mke- lqw costs. 
.and that low yields tend to make high costs. -The Canadian· 
farmer is now producing praeti:eal1y four times as much wheat 
aJ- be- prQduceo bef.o~ the war, and ..pi~ 5.1.eW avru.·~g~ ,tlb.Qut 
~ ln~!f~el~ per, , ac~ :rlle J.an~, . p~ca~ JleW 1 ~.Jld 13trol\g_er, 
produ¢es , ~ b.ette+ q"IW.11.ty of w.J;leat t¥n umeh ,of ~ ;1anA 
p.rpdUC~; mooed, ~~ I)! thi$ Qan~an .W~t d.~ J¥>W i~ 
por~d, .even uo.oor ~ur ,p,i;e~t 1;atiff, i;µ -.Qr~ .tQ bleµd ;w~ 
tp~ wpea.t WPduced m. the Nprtlnv~t. ~ ·ii.gA1nst :this, .take 
tue vBBt /lAl°e~g~ o.f.Nqr h ·o~¥pta • .fqr e~ani:n~ • . witll ~ .aver­
age ,LVwld o.:t: .\lbout l2 b~els per acre . . 'l;~e t~ .adped cost, 
~l;efor.e, o,f u,.e woouction ,of each I busbel , ,of wheat ihem 
~md l!ow ,is it 1to co:rppe.te ~. how ~f~ the f~l':lll&S prpducing 
Wheat.,i.n ~qdh . Dakp,ta tq COU\P0te ,O.U aµ reqµality with .. th~k 
Canadian neighbor, who produces at le~s cost Qver -twice ~~ 
much per acre and of a better quality? 

The McNary-Haugen 'trt'tl'says,· '"We ·will set up an embargo 
Ol' a ·Chinese prohibitlveolt:fll'iff 1JVall .or lrtw. We lW!hll not !I.et 
the iOanadi-an wheat in." Under sncfil a policy wbnti £.an rw.e 
e:rpeet Great Britain to • :do wben ll'Ve propose to dump lOllr 
2001600,000 lbtlshels ,of smipllus. mhea:t. as against "the Oanadlan, 
the .Aust:r.aUa.n, wad the ln.dian competit.ors. 4n the Li;verpo.oi 
maflkeU ·"Tbeee eountmi011 ·ue Jail !part aoo pareel of the rUn.lted 
Kingdom, and you can ·-!'Mt NJ&wed ·Gl!etlt Britain wLll protect 
her own. !Bo 'i'Jllll .e1j)eet rthete · COllilttles -or other 1eountmes to 
elt' .lid~ ;bf' lrith folded iamu it ·this .ilumplng po1icy i:s ·J)Ut 

.-")J 
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through under Government sanction? The chain of involve­
ments is endless. Canada will at once set up an embargo 
prohibiting the exportation of wood pulp, and so forth, from 
Canada into the United States, with authority already granted 
its Government so to do. Other countries will start in with 
their policies of retaliation, and our great markets for large 
surpluses in other lines of agriculture, already built up at 
great expense and through painstaking effort, will be utterly 
destroyed. If for no other reason, this bill should be defeated. 

Agriculture is indeed in a great depression. The farmer is 
not only sutrering from the relatively low price for what he 
sells, but he is also paying the penalty in the high price his 
farm machinery costs. Freight rates either on the machinery 
he brings · to the farm or the products he ships from the farm 
are very high, owing largely to the increases ln the cost of labor 
on the railroads. 

Another burden that is becoming intolerable is the great in­
crease in taxation, whether local, State, or National. There 
is no one answer to this very difficult situation, but it does 
mean there must be retrenchment in all governmental expendi­
tures, whether they be local, State, or Federal, in order that 
taxes may be reduced. Reductions in the tariff in order to 
reduce the cost of what the farmer has to buy, and finally the 
restoration of Europe to its intensive manufacturfng activity, 
are splendid, helpful steps. ·Taxation is breaking the backs of 
the people, and when this Congress or any other goes cheer­
fully along its care-free way, voting· bonuses and other costly 
legislation, it is working directly against the farmer, whose 
land is always in sight anl: is always soaked by high taxes. . 
. We need more diversified farming, and instead of ·added 
capital that flows easily toward the extension of loans in order 
to increase agriculture in its overly expanded state, we need 
capital that will only aid in a national diversification program. 
Private enterprise is trying to help meet the situation. Many 
of these little banks that spring up overnight in the inflation 
period in the overly extended and overly expanded Northwest 
should not have gone in there at all, and it will take time for 
them to liquidate without losses to depositors. The strong 
banks of the great cities, like New York, Chicago, Minneapolis, 
and so forth, have gone to the . rescue, along with certain busi­
ness interests and the railroads, and subscribed $10,000,000 fo­
ward the capitalization of a corporation which is authorized to 
borrow $40,000,000 toward helping to liquidate these frozen 
assets, and, as I said before, it is not alone the wheat producer, 
cattle, or hog growers that suffer, but our copper and zinc 
miners also. The fertilizer and agriculture-machinery inter­
ests and other great enterprises are hard pressed as well, but 
most of all, beloved colleagues, let us not be' so foolish · as to 
think th;rough wishing we can add to our stature or that we 
can raise ourselves by our · own boot straps. 

The law of supply and demand has been running longer than 
any of us. Stimulants and artificial methods may temporarily 
overcome economics, but it is the aftermath I am thinking of, 
when our great cooperatives shall have ·become weakened or 
disappeared, when " the cold, gray dawn of the mor.ning after" 
shall arrive after the Haugen-McNary bill shall have run its 
course and agriculture shall have to build again. I can wish 
no such prospect on tlie tillers of the so1i of to-morrow and 
shall accordingly vote against this · bill. · · · · 

TABll'I' 

It is not my purpose to discus8 the effects, · directly or indi­
rectly, of setting up this tariff ·or embargo.· If you will read 
the evidence of Mr. T. 0. Marvin, chairman Of the United 
~tates Tariff Commission, testifying before the Ways and Means 
Committee regarding the tariff features of this blll, on April 
2, 1924, you will find that the delegation of power in this bill 
means that, when 1t is in operation, a tarifr adjustment in at 
least a hundred items, possibly ·a great many more · will be 
involved, as it is not alone the items themselves that' are run­
ning into competition with our own that we have to protect 
ourselves against, but substitutes, derivatives, chemical com-
binations, and so forth. · 
,. CONST!'l'UTIONALITY 

I do not intend to submit to you a single argument on the 
constitutionality, much as I might desire to, for if you can not 
be convinced upon the economic features alone that this bill 
ls · not a proper one to pass at this time. I for one shall 
not argue further, but leave the legal complications involved 
in this bill to the lawyers, the United States Supreme Court, 
and Father Time for answer. [Applause.] 
, I yield back the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman. 
. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CLARKE] yields back eight minutes. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gen­
tleman from Oklahoma [Mr. SWANK]. 

Mr. SWANK. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com­
mittee, many bills for the relief of the farmers are pending 
before the Committee on Agriculture. I am glad to be a mem­
ber of that great committee, one or tne most important in 
Congress, for it deals with the · most important legislation. 
Agriculture is otir basic industry and the one upon which all 
others depend. There can not be any general prosperity in this 
country unless agriculture is in a prosperous condition. When 
the farmer receives a fair price for the products of his toil 
and raises a good crop, ·all lines of business enjoy his pros­
perity. Therefore,· when we deal with that great industry in 
a beneficial way we are assisting business in general. 

The Committee on · Agriculture has been holding hearings 
almost every day since its organization after the holidays last 
January, and most of this time has been on the bill now under 
consideration. The committee was patient and heard every 
person who expressed a desire to . be heard, for we knew that 
this was an important bill, dealing with an important in­
dustry. No member of that committee would do anything 
that would injure or cripple any legitimate business. We want 
to see all lines of · business prosper and succeed. In the Sixty­
seventh Congress I introduced my farmers' warehouse bill, 
spoke on the floor of the House several times in support of the 
bill, and argued it before the Committee on Agriculture in that 
Congress. I also spoke . before the committee during this Con­
gress on the bill. It is a good bill an<l would undoubtedly bene­
fit agriculture. ·Then there is the Norris-Sinclair bill, which is a 
good bill and the same in principle as the McNary-Haugen bill. 
I voted to report that bill from the committee as a substitute 
fer this bill. · ' 

I believe every member of that committee would like to do 
something beneficial for agriculture. I think this bill will bring 
great relief. Some of my colleagues do not agree with me, but 
that is their business. This is not a political blll. Agricultural 
legislation should not be political, nor should any other legis­
lation for the good of the people. What is good for one political 
party ls go<>d for all. Some opposed the Sinclair bill, for they 
feared it. would entail a loss upon the Treasury of the .United 
States. '.rhe McNary-Haugen bill eliminates that objection and 
places the expense of operation and any losses that may occur 
on the ,Producer of the particular product or the person who 
benefits by the legislation. 

Ah, but some say that it is socialistic. Well, I have often 
heard that cry used, and so have you, against certain legisla­
tion that will benefit the people. That charge does not 
frighten me, and I am as far from wanting to see the Govern­
ment engage in business as any of you. This bill is to meet 
a great emergency. Farmers are leaving the country: and drift­
ing to the cities for the reason that they can not longer con­
tinue· to produce the necessities of . life at a loss. Something 
must be done arid done now. It we are going to do anything 
for the farmers of America, now is the time to act. Harvest 
w111 soon be here, and a month's delay wlll not help the wheat 
grower this season. Why delay longer? To those who oppose 
this blll I will ask, · What have you to offer? [Applause.} 
Have you appeared before the committee for any other bill? 
It is easy to object, but difficult to construct. This bill is not 
perfect, just as nothing is perfect devised by the hand or mind 
of man. 

Mr. Chairman, all . products of · the farm couid . not be 
included, but the leading grain crops are provided for in the 
bill. When one leading crop brings a good price, it naturally 
helps all -other crops. If wheat is at a fair price, it enables 
the wheat farmer to buy more cotton goods with which to 
clothe his ·family and thereby helps the cotton farmer. It 
causes a larger consumption of cotton. It is also a fact that 
when cotton is at a fair price it helps the price of wheat and 
all other farm products, for the cotton farmer -has more money 
with which to buy wheat products. If you increase the price 
of hogs you likewise increase the price of corn. If this meas­
ure is as successful as we hope it will be, other leading crops 
of the country can be included later, fo·r we all realize that the 
prosperity of this Nation depends upQn the prosperity of the 
farmer. [Applause.] 

In addition to the assistance this McNary-Haugen bill will 
give to cotton by stimulating the price of other products of 
the farm, Senate bill 2112, identical with House bill 5842, which 
I introduced, is now the law and discontinues acreage reports 
based upon farmers' intentions to plant cotton. These reports 
on intentions to plant cotton were first issued in 1923. That 
law provides for semimonthly reports on cotton by the Depart­
ment of Agriculture instead of monthly reports, as heretofore, 
to be issued at the same time as the ginning reports by the 
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Bureau of the Census. That law also requires that a majority 
of the cotton-crop reporting board shall be familiar with the 
methods and practices of prQducing cotton. Weather and 
other conditions often make a great change in the cotton crop 
within a period of two weeks. For instance, the Department 
of Agriculture estimated July 2, 1923, that there would be 
11,412,000 bales of cotton produced in the United States; the 
estimate December 12, 192~, . was · 10,081,000 bales and the 
actual production 10,159,498 bales. · Tp.ese reports greatly 
affected the price. The purpose of the. law will prevent such a 
wide variance in estimate hereafter and will be a great help 
to the cotton farmer. , It is all nonsense to say :that there is 
great prosperity in this country . with tlie depression in agricul­
ture that we now have . . 

The l\lcNary-Haugen bill is indorsed by most of the great 
farm organizations, such ai;; the American Farm Bureau Feder­
ation, the National Grange, the Farmers' Union, and. other gre~t 
organizations. Under date of April 15, 1924, I received. the fol­
lowing telegram : 

Oklahoma economic conference, composed of Federation of Labor and 
all organized labor, farmers' unions, and all other farm class o,rganiza. 
tions in Oklahoma. Ten State organizations at their quarterly meet­
ings ·to-day unanimously indorsed the McNary-Haugen bill pending and 
ask our delegotion in Congress to supr>ort same. 

C. H. HYDlll, 
O~airman Farm Labor Economic Oonferenoe. 

IRA M~ FINLEY .• 

Vice Ohairman and President Oklahoma State lt'cdcration of Labor: 
VICTOR S. PURDY, . 

Secretary and Treasurer Oklahoma .state Federation of Labor. 

On March 5, 1924, I received the follow°ing t~legram: 
Oklahoma Federation of Labor requests >ypu to support McNary· 

Haugen bill as the best opportunl.ty to give farmei:s relief sorely 
')leetled. 

IRA M. FINLEY, 

President. 
VICTOR S. PUI!DY, 

. Secretary-Treasurer. 

Under date of March 4, 1924, I received. the following tele-
~m: -

1· have read the Mc~ary-Haugen bill and personally I am very 
strong for · the measure. I believe I am expressing the sentiment of 
a large majority of .the farmers when I ·say we hope this will pass ·at 
this session. John Simpson out of city: He wrote HAnnEr.n, Okla­
h.oma farmers were 100 per cent ~or this bill. 

OKI.AROMA FAnMmns' UNION. 

Z. H. L.,. WTER. 

On March 5, 1924, I received the following telegram: 
The Oklahoma State Board of A~icultu.re in regular session to-day 

unanimously indo11sed the McNary-Haugen blll and urge its immediate 
passage. 

A. T. WHITWORTH, 
.Member of th.~ Board. 

Mr. Edgar Wallace, Washington, D. C., representing ·the 
American Federation of J .. abor, appeared before the Committee 
on Agriculture in favor of the McNary-Haugen bill and said 
that he represented possibly 5,000,000 workers. Mr. Wallace 
further said that he wished to go on record as representing 
the only articulate expression o_f the workers, to the effect that 
we are in favor of comprehensive actio]l i.n order to help the 
farmers out of their present condition, and to place them on an 
equality with others. . 

ivfr. J. P. Russell, president of the Farm-Lab~r . Union of 
Oklahoma, appeared before the committee in behalf of the 
Sinclair bill, and, among other statements, said, that he be­
lieved through the Norris-Sinclair bill~ or something similar 
to it, they would be helped to a great ext~nt in marketing their 
products, and that they were asking the Government to help 
them to do that through some kind of marketing organization. 

Mr. Arthur J. Lovell, vice president and legislative repre­
sentative, Brotl:}.erhood of Locomotive Firemen and Engine­
I.Ilen; Mr. W; M. Clark, vice president and national legisla­
tive representative, Order of Railway Conductors; also repre­
senting the Brotherhopd of Railroad Trainmen, Mr. E. H. 
Kruse, assistant to the legislative representative, Brotherhood 
of Lo<'omotive . Engineers, and Mr. James C. Noonan, inter­
national . president, International Brotherhood of Electrical 
Workers, appeared before the committee during the hearings 
.on ·the Norris-Sinclair bill and in support of the bill. Mr. 
Lovell said that the organization which he represented was in 
favor of some measure to bring abo-gt better condit_ions for the 
farmer. Mr. Clark said that the organization which he repre-

sented is on ·record as favoring some bill, whether the Norris­
Sinclair bill or some other bill that is satisfactory to the 
farmers of this country. Mr. Clark further said: 

.As far as we are concerned, we are not wedded to any particular 
bill or . language, if it benefits the farmer, because that is what we 
are trying to do. 

I wish to congratulate and compliment these great railway 
brotherhoods and· the American Federation of Labor for exert­
ing their energies in behalf of the farmers of this country. 
They want to see the farmer prosper and to receive a reason­
able price for his products. I am glad that their honored repre­
sentatives appeared before the committee in behalf of the 
farmers of this Nation. 

The farmers need help now. This bill will help them, and 
unless a Member who is opposed to the bill can point out some 
way ill which it will not · help them or which will endanger the. 
Government, then it seems to me · that he should support the 
·bm. The cost of these products to ·the consumer need not be 
increased, for the price of bread and flour now is out of all 
proportion to the price paid the farmer for his wheat, as the 
hearings on this bill will show. 

Subdivision ( c) of section 42, substantially the same as the 
amendment I offered, was adopted and is as follows: 

Inasmuch as operntions under this act will not continue for more 
than five years, the corporntion shall cooperate with and encourage 
formation of associntions of· producers of agricultural commodities, so 
that during such -period producers may perfect marketing associations 
for procm·ing the objects to be accomplished by · operations under this 
act, and after the termination of the general emergency such associa· 
tious of producers will be prepared to assist b;l producing ord::irly and 
efficient production, distribution, and marketing of agricultural com· 
modi ties. 

- I also offered subdivi~ons ( b), ( c), and ( d) of section 53, 
which provide that the books of the corporation shall be open 
to inspection to any person or governmental agency of the 
United States designated for the purpose by Executive orde1· 
of the President, any governmental agency authorized by con­
current resolution· of the . Congress, and any committee of the 
Senate or the House of Representatives when authorized by 
resolution of the Senate or the House of Representatives, re-
spectively. . ~ 
- The provisions of the bill relating to the cooperatives will be 
a great stimulus to their further organization, and the transac­
tions of the corporation will naturally be through these asso­
ciations, when possible, for the best interests of the producers 
of the agricultural commodities bought and sold under the 
provisions of tl1is measure. These cooperative associations 
have done and .are now. doing a great work tor agriculture, but, 
in the i~terest of ·the farmers of the country, need encourage­
ment and assistance until they are able to handle their products 
effectively themselves. 

Another good ai;nendment adopte~ was the one . 9:trered by the 
gentleman from Missom1 [Mr. RUBEY]. This is subdivision 
( b) of sectio.n 203, and eliminates scrip: This will be a ·great 
~aving, as the handling ·of scrip would put an additional burden 
on the postmasters and would cause another heavy outlay in 
additional help in the post offices. The scrip would have caused 
a great deal of inconvenience to the producers. Under this bill 
as it is now written the purchaser of the agricultural commod­
ity gives a receipt to the producer, who may keep this receipt, 
and if ther~ is any balance in the treasury of the corporation 
after the payment of all ·expenses and losses ~ay receive his 
pro rata part. I believe that the corporation will be able to 
figure out just about the expense of handling the business ; but 
if there should be anything left from the equalization or expense 
fund, the farmer is entitled to his part of what is left. 

The· bill provides that if there is .a surplus for export of wheat, 
ffour, rice, corn, wool, ('attle, sheep, swine, or any food product 
of cattle, sheep, or . swine, and that the ratio price in respect 
to such commodity would be in excess of the domestic price the 
board shall immediately notify the President, whose duty it. 
shall be to declare that a special emergency exists as to such 
agricultural commodity. · Further provision is made that as 
soon as practicable after the issuance of such proclamation 
declaring a special emergency in respect of a basic agricultural 
commodity- the Secretary Qf Agriculture and the Secretary of 
Labor f)hall jointly · prepare the average price for such com· 
modity during -the period 1905 to 1914, inclusJve. · 

The corporation is composed of the Secretary of Agriculture 
and four persons appointed by the President, by and with the ad­
vice and consent of · the Senate, from the States within each of 
the following groups of Federal land-bank districts : One from 
districts 1, 2, and 4 ; one from districts 3, 5, and 10 ; one from 
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·districts 6, 7, and 8; and one frpm districts 9, 111, and 12. These 
persons constitute tbe board of direetors, and the President 
designates one of the directors as managing director. The bUl 
further provides that not more than two of the appQinted 
directors shall be members of the same political party. 

Un<ler the terms of the bill all purchasers of the basic agri­
cultural commodity by the corporation must be at the ratio 
pnice, and when the producer sells such produ_ct b:e will receive 
therefor such ratio price. At the present time the market price 
of wheat is about $1 per bushel; and the ratio price ·is aibout 
$1.57 pei: bushel. If it should take W cents per bushel to 
handle the- ~orporation in regard to wheat, the farme11 woultl 
receive $1.47 per bushel and would: receive a receipt for 10 cents 
per bushel. At the end of the year if it did not take 10 ~ts 
per bushel to handle his wheat, he wonld recelv& back his pro­
portionate part of the 10 cents per bushel. Of coul!Se, the 
f.arme!l would prefer the $L47 per bushel and whatever part ot 
tbe balanee at the equalization fund to which he would be 
entitled. If be did not receive anything for his receipt, he 
would be· 47 cents per bushel better off than without. tbe opera­
tion Qf thls bUl. Why aot do as much for him as for our other 
citizens? Many want to help the !.armer if it will not cost any­
thing. He pay;s all operation expenses of this measure ; he 
wants to try it, arul why not PftBS the bill? The Government 
can not lose anything. Objections have bee:Q made to other bills 
for his relief for the reason that it might cost the Government 
something. Here is a bill that costs the Government nothing. 
.All costg ate paid by the.producer whos·e products are sold under 
the terms of the bill ' ' 

r,. 

[Costs as given by the Agdoultoral College of North Dakotal 

eonstdera~on by this Honse. Our exports have fallen from 
$8,100,000,000 in 1920 to $4,000,000,000 in 1923. {Applause.] 

•Some have argued that the enactment of this bill will cause 
a greater production <1f wheat. In answer to that argument ·1 
state that the greatest production of wheat was in 1915, when 
we produced in the United States. 1,025,801,000 bushels ; in 1918 
we p1•odnced 921,438,000 bushels; in 1919, 967',979,000 bushels ; 
and ln 1928, 786,000,000 bushels. Then the farmer I>nows 
that lt- the production of wheat ls greatly increased that the 
price. will decrease and with additional acreage to wheat, 
the price of his other crops will be increased. Those conditions 
will keep the producti-On fo about normal. 

Mr. Chairman, if the farmer eould exchange a part of his 
products in foreign markets for goods and articles needed on 
the farm, a long step would be taken for his assistance, and I 
supported the following amendm.ent offered to the bill: 

The corporation shall h,ive power to an amount or amounts n~t ex .. 
ceedlng its sales in foreign markets ·to purchase ill such tore~ 
markets any goods, except farm products, and to enter such goods 
into the United States free ot tax or duty tor sale or disposition 
in t~e domestic market at the best price obtainable, and shall give 
preference 1n the sale of such goods to cooperative marketing asso-
ciations. -

That is a good amendment and should be adopted, for it 
would b& a great help to the fumers whom we propose to 

' assist under the terms of this bill. However, just because 
the J;>ill is not just as I would have it is no i·eason for my, op­
posing the measure. 
~e bill authorizes, it is true, ' an. appropriation of $!.W0,-

000,000 from the. Federal Treasury, anQ.. is empowere!l t-o issue 
its notes, ·bonds, and other evidence of indebtedness in the 
sum of five times its capital stock. This appropriation will 

Average cost- be returned to the Government. 
_. A;r~Je Mr. Chairman, under the guaranty provisions of the trans-

per acre , p Per portation act of 1920 the Government has paid to the rail-
{bU.Shels) 1 aC:, bushel roads of the country the enormous sum of $551,000,000 cash, 

...;....;.~-~~-:._;..~.......,.,;..o..,,;.;.:.;..;~.....,.;.~::.;._-~----t---~ ____ not including the large amounts paid the railroads for use, 
upkeep, and operation during the period of Federal control. 

1919 _ - _ 'f .. ,! _ --- - - - - - - --- - - - -- -- -- --- -- ---- -- -- ---- - -
wa>~--~-~-------------------------------
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'f:_g Tlle lnterstllte Conimerce. CommJ.ssion i3eeS !that the railroads 
l. 43 , make a good profit, but nothing is done for the farmer. 'L'he 
103 net revenue from railway operations iJl 1~1, as giy~n b~ the 1

• 
49 

Interstate Co:i;nm~rce OommissiQn, wa~ $96~.346,2~6; .. ~ 1922, 
---------------, -l-----=---.-~1-:-1 - ,77r1,- $1,162,77~,249; and. $i,~1~196~1592 j.Q. :\923. · . 

, 1 r · ' .Corn p.r-o~uclipn c~at., t~l anfi ~fs 
1 

i . ' ~he last Congress ~ppro,Priated $20,0oo,® ~or, RllSSia. anti; 
[.C4mputed on,avemg~ etat;e mI<U>~ ~. J)Tll)>rlll!kai. Ji<ma, Illin.ois, and Indiana] ' the 'House ~ th ls Congress VQted to ~ye $1-Q;ppQ,opo to G;~l'm!-UlY 

1 I I voted 41gamst these appro,\);nations. Congress is very generous 
Average ooat- with the people's ~pµey fo;r these purposes: and then I ask, 

A:i:r~r . why turn a deaf ear ·to our OWJ:l farmers and our own people, 
1 raere Per 1 • Per that they may. enjoy a little- prosperity'l I 'want 11.IJ legitimate 

i lpushels) , aont : bushel business to pro13p~r ancJ ,receive ~ :fpir
11 
retu~ on Jovest:J;i:u~nt 

____ ..:..:...:.:..:......:..:...:..:~.:.;...:.--_...;.~---~.,--_.._1 _ _._-i and work. . I also . want the far10ter b.J.'c;>ugnf to th,ts level 
, Among opponents of' the bill are such business institutions, 

~~=:·:::~::::: :::::~:::::::::::::::!:::::::::::: . 1! $ii~ .; . $0:ri great a"1d pow~r.ful, as the National City Bank of New York, 
which .i$ s~ndin,g its "Analysis of the McNary-Haugen bill" to 

, , 11 • Mero bers of Congress. This institutiop. devotes more than one 
Mr. Chai~man. these figuree .on cost .of production of wheat page -0f its booklet to the scrip provii;;ioo of the blll, and tfiis 

a.nd .oorn. are for the Wbea.t and Cor.n Belt~ of the United , provision. 'has been eliminated. It then 'devotes more thatt 
States,. and the cost of production will, of coui;se, ·be greater ' another• page as to h<Jw the btll wlll injure the cottorl farmers, 
where the productiQn per acre is less. It will -thus be seen, and cotton is not 1n the bill. These seem to be its two principal 
that farmers can not eontinue to produce these indispensable objections. With these two provisions 'eliminated, what ' does 
products at less than eost. No buslnesa man can eontinua his this. great bankirtg tnlrtltution ha~ to say?• J presume it 'Will 
b.W!liness at that raite and the farmer · ean. not much. l<mge~ , find oilier obleetlons. It tries . to show that '' Metals and metal 
cqntinue t-0 produce tnese . products unless sometbirlg- is done prod'Ucts '' are more depressed than agrleulture. Well, no doubt 
to help him. A man can not raise wheat that costs him froIDt 1 this bank knows more about "metal" than 1t does about 
$1.03 to $2.47 per _bushel to raise. on<l sell it for less than a I agrieultiu.t·e arld qares a great d~al tnore! Note that this bank 
dollar per buslle11 The same is also tzu'> •of corn and other ' does not condemn the- present proteetive tal'itr law, hut says' 
products of the fal•m. . u A protective tariff _has the merit of sini})I.ielty> as -compared 

The first products that will lik~y· be· handled hy this bill 1 with this mea.-sttre." Such Institutions as the Illinois M'anu-
if it -becomes a law are whea:t and pork antl theb products. 1 facturers' Asseciation of Cht:eago, the Wasliiugton: Post, the 

With the increased eost of everything the farmer is com- large exporters', and the New York and Chicago boe.1•ds of trade 
palled t:Q buy, caused largely by the outrageous Fordney-Mc- oppose the bill, but these will not deter me 'from supporting the 
Oumber tari1f law enacted by the last Congress, it is about· time bill. 1!or l am more f.nterested1 ln helping the farmer than in 
that something walil done for the farmer who has to contribute listenjng t<> these ' " Wall Street'' nrgUments. It seems i to 
under that tariff law ta t~ pockets of the manufacturers for worry the Nati.onal ·City Bank of New York beeause the- work­
the necessities that he must buy to feed and clothe his family ing people of the counn·y are for a 'bill to assist ~ farmers.­
and make his crop.1 With our agricultural exports falling from These workers know that agriculture needs some, helpful 
the enormous 8tlfil o1l $3,466,619,819 in 19'20 to $1,883,315,000 in legislation. 
1922 and . $1,820,000,000 1n 1923 after the present tariff law This bill p-l'ovides that the ratio prlee bf any basic agrlcul­
began to work, it is evident that something must be done: tnral commodity shall bear the same retation to the pre-war 
There is no chance to repeal that unfair and unequal law in basic commodity price as the cturent p.11-commodities price 
this Congress, and the only opportunity we have t:o put tbe bears to the pre-war all-commodity price. · Below is a table' 
farmer on an equal basis with these beneficiaries ot that tariff prepared by the Bureau of Labor Statistics, showing- how the 
law is by tile passage -0f the McNary-Haugen bHl now undel! bill will affect the prices of certain agrleultural commodities: 

l -
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Market prices of commotUUes , ~ --""'- .. ---- --- -· 

Index of all commodities, 1905-1914...:----------------------- 100. 0 
Index of all commodities, year 1923------------------------ -162. 8 
Index of all commodities, December, 1928------------------- 159. 8 

Average market price Ratio price 

Individual commodities 
1905-1914 1923 December, 1923 December, 

1923 1923 

Corn: Contract grades, 
cash, Chicago ____________ $0. 602 $0. 821 $0. 730 $0. 977 $0.962 

Wheat: Range of No. 1 
northern spring and No. 
2 red winter, Chlcago ____ 1.000 1.163 1.097 1.6~ 1.698 

Cattle: Good to choice, steers, Chicago ___________ 6.853 9.952 9. 785 11.123 . 10.949 
Hogs: Heavy, Chi~o _____ 7.099 7.690 7.050 11. 522 ll.M2 
Sheep: Wethers, Chicago __ 5.379 7.648 8.000 8. 731 8. 594 
Flour: Patents _____________ 5.127 6.365 6.100 8.322 8.192 
Wool: One-fourth and three-

eighths grades, scoured basis _____________________ 
.•92 .979 .964 • 700 • 787 

l\1r. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SWANK. I would like to finish my statement, and then 

I will yield if I have time. 
Mr. TINCHER. I know the gentleman does not want to 

mislead the House. The gentleman does not say anything 
about the price o~ wheat when the Fordney-McCumber Act was 
passed. 

l\fr. SWANK. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield just now. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Okla-. 

homa has expired. . 
Mr. SWANK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from Mis­

souri giv.e me five more minutes? 
Mr. RUBEY. I yield the gentleman five more minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oklahoma is recog-

nize(} for five minutes more .• 
l\'.Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman. yield? 
Mr. SWANK. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Oklahoma is the fourth largest cotton State 

in the Union. The main crop in my State is cotton. The main 
crop in lots of other States is cotton. The farmers who need 
help rnoi;e than anybody else are the cotton farmers. Yet this 
bill uoes not help them at all. 

Mr. SWANK. Cotton was originally in this bill, and the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AswELL] called all the Mem­
bers together from the cotton-producing States; did you not, 
Mr. ASWELL? 

l\1r. ASWELL. Yes. 
Mr. SWANK. And it was the unanimous opinion of that 

meeting that cotton should be eliminated. As I stated before, 
an increase in the price of the products covered by this bill 
will help the cotton farmer and all other farmers. 

If this bill had been in operation last December, instead of 
receiving $1 per bushel for his wheat the farmer would have 
received $1.59 per bushel; instead of receiving 73 cents per 
bushel for his corn he would have received 96 cents per bushel. 
These are the prices he would have received at that time, less 
the expense of operation. The ratio price for wheat last 
January was $1.50 per bushel, the same for February, and 
$1.48 pe+ bushel for March for No. 2 hard winter wheat. The 
average market price last December for good to choice steers 
in Chicago was $9.78, and the ratio price was $10.94, and the 
average market price for hogs, heavy, in Chicago was $7.05 and 
the ratio price was $11.34. The ratio price for hogs in' this 
market for last January was $11.35; February, $11.37; arid 
l\larch, $11.25. 

Mr. Chairman, some object to the tariff provision of the bill. 
I do not believe in the theory of a high protective tariff, and 
opposed the present Fordney-McCumber law, but everyone 
knows that if this bill is put into operation on wheat, for in­
stance, that it is necessary to put an embargo on wheat and 
not permit auy to be shipped into the United States, for if im­
portations were permitted it would destroy the operations of 
the bill. But little wheat is now imported, yet much would, 
of course, be imported if the bill increased the price of wheat 
from $1 per bushel to from $1.50 tQ $1.60 per bushel, as it will 
do. To those who object to that provision, let me call your 
attention to the food control act, approved August 10, 1917 
which contained a similar provision, and in fact the provision i~ 
this bill was taken from the food control act, which act gave the 
President at that time the power to fix the price of wheat. That 
power to fix the import duty was necessary then while the 
price of wheat was fixed, and it wlll be necessary under the 
provisions of this bill. A vote for this bill with that provision 

Is no l.ndlcatlon that a l\fember of Congress believes in a high 
tar11f any more than it was an indication In 1917 under our 
Democratic administration. 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, arguments against 
~s bill can not stand when confronted with the facts. The 
question before us now ls this: Do you want to help the farmer 
in whose behalf many talk and few act? This bill will greatly 
assist him in recovering from the depression of his prlce8 dur­
ing the past four years, and will show him that we are interested 
in his welfare and the welfare of his family. I hope the bill 
will become a law, and would like to see it pass this House 
without a dissenting vote. I am not so anxious to see a few 
pile up huge fortunes as I am to see the masses of the people 
reasonably prosperous. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. . The time of the gentleman from Okla­
homa bas again expired. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Mr. Chairman, I suggest the 
absence of a quorum at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. SANDERS of Indiana). The gentleman 
fr?m New York suggests the absence of a quorum. The Chair 
will count. [After counting.] One hundred and eight gentle­
men are present-a quorum. 

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas· [Mr. JONES]. 
T~e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 

for 30 minutes. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 

gentleman from Indiana [Mr. PURNELL]. 
:Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com­

mittee, my good friend the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JONES]. 
who has just conclud~d, prefaced his remarks, as have many of 
those who oppose this bill, with the statement that he would 
be glad to be for it if he thought it would work. He would 
be glad to support it in the interest of the American farmer if 
be thought it a practical measure. Now, gentlemen, as you all 
well know, the work of the Congress, with which you are as 
familiar as I, has become so complex and so comprehensive that 
of necessity we conduct it very largely through committees 
W-!1en this bill came to this House it bore the indorsement ot 
14 members of the Committee on Agriculture without regard to 
politics. This bill not only has the indorse~ent of 14 members 
of the Committee on Agriculture who have given it unlimited 
study but it has the indorsement of the Secretary of AO'ricul­
ture, the statement of my good friend from Louisiana:,, [Mr. 
AswELL] to the contrary notwithstanding. It has the -indorse­
ment of over 200 farm organizations, a list of which ls set out in 
the printed report and which includes almost every farm organi­
zation in this country. I am not one of those Members who are 
stampeded Q.v petitions, telegrams, or propaganda, because I 
have been here now just about long enough to recognize propa­
ganda when it comes µi, but I am impressed with the almost 
univers~l demand for this legislation coming from our farmers. 
I hold m my hand a petition from my own State of Indiana 
signed by from 60,000 to 70,000 farmers, bankers, doctors, law­
y~rs, :;ind .business men, who believe that the McNai:y-Haugen 
bill will give ~ome relief to the American farmer. I have not 
counted them all, however. This great Committee on Agricul­
ture, of whi~h I have the honor to be a member, has not re­
ported this bill without due and careful consideration. For two 
long months we sat in session day after day listening to men 
from every part of the country, in every kind of business, both 
for and against this plan. For one month the Committee on 
Agriculture sat in executive session and considered line by line 
this proposed legislation. One month more was consumed in 
the consideration and discussion, informally, of the bill so that 
it is not a hastily prepared bill. The Secretary of Agriculture 
for whose ability, honesty, and fairness I have the highest 
regard, in a letter addressed to Senator NORRIS a short time 
ago, said, among other things, in discussing this bill : 

As I have previously testified both before the Senate and House 
Committees on Agriculture, I believe that the principles embodied in 
this bill are fair and :Just to farmers and to other groups of citizens, 
and that this bill is the most practical measure yet suggested for the 
purpose of overcoming some of the economic injustices under which the 
farmers of this country have been working for three years. 

0

I shall not read all of Secretary Wallace's letter, but this 
extract from it will clearly show the Secretary's attitude to­
ward the bill. The Secretary of Agriculture is in favor of this 
bill as are 14 members of the Committee on Agriculture who 
after careful deliberation and study, recognizing that pe~·haps 
it is not perfect, and that perhaps it lays itself open to some 
criticism, yet believe it to be the only constructive thing pre­
sented to this House that offers the American farmer im-
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m~ate relief, .and God knows he lil.eeds i;ellet .an,d 1-.ee~ ~t ,iww; 
. as these lines on this chart cl.early, .demOD.$Gr~ 

· 'Let -me suggest to some of you gen~ JJJSt what ;w;e wen 
" up against " when we .began. th~ consi®~ti.ou Qf t;b.is. bill 
We had a choice between two courses. lam as.sumi.Dg ,tlµlt :Qq 
1'Iember of th.is Flouse ~tnsays the propositlOil that t;la.e MI1ed.­
can farmer ts at the lowest ebb ,in h!J) exist~nce.. I aIJl. assum .. 
ing that :ho Member o! th'i$ House would :un.der.take tq refute 
the sfutement that tf.le .American farmer is pas~ th;tP~h the 
n:>Pst serious depression that has ~ver com~ u,pQll. blln, m t~ 
history of this Government, With that tbougbt in mind. and 
with the thought in m1nd further that J.mrue~ Delie.f, not .J?e­
ltef in tbe distant f\Itu.re., ls :oecessar_y; to save not' ~n)y the 
farmer bnt the banirer and the 'business :Ql8.P. who. hav.e e:x;:­
tencled him credit, we ;found ourselves oo.nirontedr with a 
choice, as 1 say, between two courses. We coµld eilh~r seek 
th.rou~h legislation ~o drag these lines [indicating 011 ch~rt] 
downward until they meet this line [iudi,catiµg] represent~ 
by the farmer's condition to-day or .else seek to Uft that line 
to meet the others. '':pie latter seemed ea.$i.er., and it wae wita 
th.at thought m mind that we drafted t;his hill. 

And I want to impress upon the membership of this House, 
especially upon those who may have beep afl'ected by the state­
ment that this is bolshevistic, that tt is sociall~tic-I want to 
impress upon them. that this is not a permanent .Policy of this 
Government if enacted into 'law, but that it is a temporary 
piece of emergency legislation. It is a .pnlmoto.r which .this 
OollgTess is Reek.m.g t-o apply not only to the American farmer 
but to those who are dependent upon btm. 

~'Ir. McKENZIE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PUR:NEii.L. I ·wm yieltl to my :friend from Illinois. 
Mi'. MoKENZ'IE. l' understand trom the statement of the 

gentleman from Indlana that the proi:>osition was presented to 
the <Jommitt-ee on Agriculture to make a choice between. a eon­
structive ~licy and a destructl'\"e policy, and the committee 
toek the eoostructive policy. 

MT. PURNEI!JL. The gentleman bas stated the .fact exactly 
as it i~. If we had chosen the former, the Tesult would have 
been to '('lra-g down wag~. to drag down the price of ev.ery other 
commodity in this country mrtil' it reached a level that would 
be on n pe.rity with the ·price of the things, that the farmer 
raised ; aal!, as I said a moment ago~ tbe latter eourse seemed 
easier. · 

This plane [indlcating on chartJ represents tlle things that 
the farmer has to- buy, '8.nd th!~ one {indicating) represents the 
t'hings he bas to sell. They are entirely too far apart. It was 
the duty of the Oommlttee Wt Agrlcnlture to present something 
eoostrnetti..v-e to this Congress that wonld tend t-o bJ,ing those 
two planes closer togeth~. .And so we went back to the 19.05-
1914 period ()f m years, dming which time thel'e was prac­
ti~al1y a normal, rat1()'Jl'al, and equitable parley between. the 
price that the farmer ?eeeives 'fox: 'hts products and the price ot 
tftle things that he has to buy; and we are Q.sking by thl~ l>r~s­
ent -emergeney legislatio.rt to lift the farmer out of his present 
dilemma and to transplant 1ln(j transport him ta~ to that pre­
Wlll1 normal 1905-1914 period, when he got a reasonab1.e r~ 
upon his investment as well as a reaS011able return upon ~is 
labor. 

It iB neeessary to keep a fmv facts in mind wh~ you co;nsrder 
this bill. One is that the farnier during ttle Inst four :yea~s 'has 
passed through the most dlsa-strous panic agriculture has sut­
fered in the history of the Nation. Although 40 per .cent of 
our people, or to be exact 42,4136,776, 11.ve in nnineoi:porated 
places, mostly on the fai'TBS, and nearly half of our population 
is dll"ectly deQendent upon agriculture, we find that the prod­
uets of the farm are at such a wide vurianee with other com­
moditi-es that farming has not only ceased to be a gainfUl occa­
pation but it is a'Ctualiy being carried on at a loss. 

Now, what ts the reason for it? Oons~der wheat, for in.: 
stance beca\lse that is more easilJ.y understood. .And I want 
to say' .t;hat I am not on.e ot those that think th;&t 'YQ.eat is ~he 
only tb..ing that can be favor.ably, .aft'ected, by this bill. I thin.k 
we a1l mention. wheat because it is ewer for everybody to 
Ullderstand. But if you can make it workable for wheat, you 
can in the same w.ay make it workable for all other products. 

Let us not flippantly deal with the situa~n .thait is so seri­
ous to the American farmer, when we might look profitably at 
the principle that is involved. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chakman, will the gentleman yield for 
a short question? 

Mr. PURNELL. Yes; for a short questf.0n. 
Mr. RAKER. Wlll the gent~man tell us how it will affiect 

the farmer who raises stock and cattle '1 That ls what I am 
directly interested in. 

l\fr. PURNELL. Yes·; tlte igentleman ·has asked that que_s­
tion .four or five times to-day. 
Ml-.~. And I ltave .n.<M: had a.a answer yetJ 
Kr. PURNELL. If ~u 'Will take m,- 'friend fr0m KMsa.s 

f Mr. ~NeH-EB:J--o-ttt- into the cloakroom, he wtll gl-ve you the 
lnfoi:m11rtion ·desined. , 

Mr RAKER [lie admitted that he~~m not. 
.Mr. fURNELL. No, sir ; he never admttted that he could 

not. allswer anything. [Lamghter.} 
Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, wlll the. gentleman yield? 
Mr. PURNELL. Yes. 
Mr. KETCHAM~ I think ;t. can answer It. I! the ratio price 

will increase the price of your beef animals 2.6 eents per 
pound that woul<I be the ~lution. 

'Mr. WOODRUFF. ' I suggest to the gentleman from Indiana 
that he ask the gentleman from Califorwa fMr. fu.x:n] 
to .take hlis friend! from Te:x:as [Mr. lluns:PETHJ into the cloak­
room and have hiw,. answer. 
- Mr. PURNELL. I am sure the answer that would 'be giv-en 
on the question by my good friend and Democratic colleague 
from Texas [Mr. HUDSPETH] would be worth more than any­
thing-that 1: coutd say. 

The price of wheat is· not ' controTI-ed by the :flow o! wheat 
oo the •domestic marlret, but ts and always has been controlled 
by the price at Liverpool, less the cost of transportation. The 
Liverpool pl'ice m· fixed by competition from ttte Argentina,. 
'.from India, Rnssia, Hungn:ry, -and other parts of the de­
morallzed1 a1t<l strlclre:u worl<l. .t\11. of the commodities except 
agricultural commodities have advanced 60 per cent on the 
average, while crops a:nd ll'vestock hs:re. advanced. only 17 per 
cen1: from l 913 to 1923, 

Clothing bas gone UJ? 101 per cent, met3fs and metal prod­
uets have g6ne 1lP 41 'per cent, building materials have gone 
up 81 per cent, house furnishings have gone up 76 per cent, 
while crops and livestock have ·gone up only 17 per cent. 
.From the :figures r have just given you it will. be -seen that 
if the farmer was getting his sbdre-and by sh.a.re I mean a 
reasonable ·return upon 'his investment and a reasonable price 
for his labor-he would be getting about 43 per cent more 
for his products than he now receives. But he is not getting 
his 43 per cent becam;e his expo.rtable surplus comes in con­
tact and competition with other countries that are stricken 
and demoral'ize'd. 

Now, some ot our otb,er lurlustries are aJ.ded li>y our tarlft 
and by our immigrntiqu pollc1es. In reality thIB ls a tariff 
measure, This bill ~eks to give tart.ff protection. to agriculture. 
I'f- we are willing to pass a tariff law and an immigr.a.tlon law 
to protect .American labor and the prod.nets of .the- American 
lab:Qrer~ fi:o:ui. coill,Petition witl;l the underpajd laoorers and their 
product$ in the old countries, then. we ought;, in simple j.ustice 
to the American tarmer, to be wllling to pass a bill that will 
apply the tariff principle. to h1.mj and his products. [.Applause.] 
~his bill I,s not couq>licated and unworkable.., as some of its 

9pponen~ ,bav;~ sugg.e~tell. On ifu; otJ;ier .hand, I oog~d it as 
fairly siinple. The. pur]i)ose ot this bill ia clear. This whole 
qli3cnssion ~ be stil,pped .oJ: 75. pei; cent of the extraneous 
matter that ¥-s been. Qro.ugbt into it, an~ it .can all be boiled 
down into this clellJI'., succiD.Ct statement.: ~:Qe purpose of this 
bUI is to segrega.te the. e~l'ta-ble sur~us fnm the domestic 
s:u.pply, to sell ~h~t su.rplus 41 tbe WQl"ld market at the world 
price, and to ~n Uie normal. , domestic lj!Upply Gn a reasonable 
parity with iall other <:OmDJ.Odities. 
· Xhe ~tio.yed pureh~i:og .PQ~er of tlae :furn.er is the rea,J 

basis of his present, unfortuii.a.te eondlti.011. The restorati-0n of 
th& purchfl;Sing power- o:t ftr f,ew g:reat fa.11~ pr.oducts to an 
equality in purchasing power with the average enjoyed dlll"ing 
tpe 10-year period~ 1905r-1914, 1$ ,the renaedy we a11e see~ing 
to apply in th1s. bill. · And certainly, gentlemen. this is a very 
modest and .a. vei:y re~a.ble ~d. 
Mr~ R.A.Kml,l. Will the, gentJein81J, yielq? r 
;Mr. PUB.NELL. For. a, lnie;( qµestion. 
M~. RAKE;Il.. l bo_pe the gentleman will not quit me or 

claim ~ question has been answereu. I will nepeat it again, 
al\d I woul<l like mi answer from thls gentleromi because I 
lmow. he knows. 

Mr. PURNELL. Yon are going to ask about your steers? 
, .Mir. RAKER. Yes. 

Mr. PURNELL. I am going to get to ttia.t in a few minutes. 
Mr\ RAKER. Oue gentl-eman suggested to me that it did n-0t 

apply tJo stags. 
Mr. PURNELL. Steers, I said. The farmer sorn his wheat 

In November, 1923, for 92 cents per bushel. With the aid of 
this bill he WOUld have sold it at $1.52, and· hall M 'SOli! ft at 
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$-1.52 be would have gotten a reasonable return on his In-vest- continue t0< do the meat~packing business· better than the Gov­
ment in I.and and upon his labor. emmen~ and that they will readily and wllllngly cooperate 

Nobody for or against this bill questions the right of· the with the GoTernment. 
American farmer-and I use the word ":right" advieedly-to It has been suggested that this bill may produce some foreign 
have received last November $1~52 for his. wheat rather than entanglements and that other countries may retaliate, because 
92 cents; and this bill, bad it been in operation tbe~ would have the American farmer gets an American price for that portion 
given him just that amount. In otheir words, our farmers of his crop consumed in this country, and because foreign 
would have received something like $36,000,000 more for their countries contiDoo to buy onr surplus at the world price as 
wheat last November tban they did receive. they have been doing in the past. The fact is, they would go 

Now, I want to call attention to. a few of the suggestions on getting their wheat and other products at the same old 
whieh have been made here by some of the gentlemen who price, and would ha~e no cause or desire for retaliation. 
oppose this bill. One of the principal indictments that have , If the bill ls un~orkable, it is a matter bf concern to the 
been brouaht against it is that it IS' a · price-:flxing bill. If I 1 farmers rather than any other elass, because he pays the great 
had thought the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. AswELL] had ' bulk of the bill. It is true this proposed legislation may result 
seri<>Uscy meant what he said this morning about this being 

1 
in a slight inerense in the cost of living, but the farmer, who 

Bolshevistie legislation and communistic, I should have «sented ' represents abo11t 40- per cent of the population of the country, 
it because if I know myself,. I do· not believe there is a drop. of bears hfs part of that increase. In my judgment this ls the 
that sort df blood in my veins. and I am against the principle of only legislatfon now pending befo1-e Congress which o:l'fers that 
price fixing as a permanent policy of this Government. I am immediaie relief which is necessary to save our farmers from 
against the Government's interference in private busine&J, and complete ruin. The farmers can no longer continue to ope:rate 
I am against the Government goillg into business than can be their farms and produce the foo<J. for the Nation at a loss. 
done by private individuals. But I am saying to you gientlemen J1Jvery man wh~ tills the soil is entitled to a fair return upon 
that which you already know, namely, that unusual conditions his investment and a profit for his labor. He is not reeeiv­
demand heroic remedies. 1 do not admit; in making that state-- Ing such a return at this time. This hill may have some 
ment, that this is a price-fixing bill. objectionable features, but it ts the on:ly constructive plan 

A price that fluctuates with all other commodities Blld that before us. I am willing to give it a trial in the hope that we 
only protects the farmer in. the same ratio that the manufae- may thus restore the purchasing P<J1Ver of the farmer's dollar. 
turer and laborer are protected b.y the tariff e.nd restricted im- This Nation can not exfst iruiustrially free and agriculturally 
migration can hardly be called "fixed." But H it .Oe price In bondage my more- than· ~1t could exist half slave and half' 
fixing pure and simple, I undertake to say that as emergency free during' the days of the Civil War. [Applause.] 
legislation needed to. save America's basie industry we had The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
better indulge in price fixing rather thanr see it destiroyed. has expired. 
[Applause.] . Mr. PURNELL. May I have two or thre'e minutes more, l\Ir. 

I do not agree with the gentlemen who- say it will cause Chairman? 
overproduction. If it does cause overproduction, and if it en- Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. I ask that the gentleman be 
courages it, then that is a matter of concern. for the farmers given additional time. Maybe he will yield to me then. 
themselves rather than for the opponents of this bill, because it l\fr. PTIRNELL. I thank the gentleman. 
must be borne in mind that the tanner is the man who pays Mr. HAUGEN. I am sorry I can not yield further time. 
this bill in the end 8llyway. [Applause.} Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to tl'le gentle-

The farmei-s of the country want thb legislation. If produc- man from Massachusetts [Mr. LUCE]. 
tion is excessive, then the e:ft'ect will be heavier assessments Mr. LUCE. It ls manifestly impossible in the time at my 
and lower prices for farm products. Assessments increase as command to analyze this complfcated bill and discuss al! Its 
production increases, hence this bill, m my judgment, will, after features. Perhaps most wisely I may address myself to that 
it has come into operation, guarantee against overproduction phase of it which particularly concerns tfle people wbom I am 
rather than encourage it. T~ere may be a tendency in the supposed to represent. Not alone for the people of my own 
beginning, before 1t is thoroughly understood and befoire it is district would I speak, however, but for the consumers of all 
working as well as we hope to have it work, that overproduc- the United States. 
tion will be encouraged, but whenever the farmers of this Four years ago the President, diverting his attention from 
country realize. that overproduction penalizes them they will t:fle League of Nat1onS', besought us to stay here and attack. the 
use the machinery of thi~ Gevemment that. ls provided: in this high cost of li'vtng. The chairman of the Committee on Agri­
bill and that is already m existence t<> avoid that overprodu~ cul'ture will recall that sizzling August when we faced the 
ti on. problem of reducing the price of food. By the way, he will 

Objection has been made to this bill because of the amount also recall that the remedy suggested was a bill i:elating to 
of surplus that will be in the dealers' hands in this1 country. cold storage, .of which we never heard . more. I wish the 
The statement has. been made that if this bill goes into effect chair.man would tell me where is the grave of that bill that 
there wlll be something like $252,000,000 WO!'th of meat products I may visit it and drop a tear and pray that its soul may rest 
.in the hands of the packers that wlll be enhanced greatly in in peace. (Laughter.] · 
value overnight. That may be true,. but I do not agree with the '11.rnes change. Four years ago we roosted here du.ring the 
gentleman who prel'eded me tbat there will be anything like summer that we might reduce the cost of food. This year the 
$100,00<MlOO pr?fit, because that ~ not a fact. . , newspapers tell us we may be compelled to roast i:ato another 

On . five Oi" ~ix of the cammod1ties affected by this bill the August that we may raise the price of food .. 
total mcrease m the hands of the dealers on all of the products The way here proposed to do it is to ~ompel the American 
is but $121,000,000. On meat produets alone $54,000,000, as 1 consumer to pay higher prices for certain staple articles of 
recall;, but what of tha~?" Suppose w-; do pass this bill and food-for example. half as much again for wheat. A Govern­
suppose to-morrow mormng the men with wheat-and, by the ment corporation, with lr200,000,000 of t.he taxpayers." money 
way, 20 per ce!1t of that whe,at is in the hands of. eooperative as working capital and the right to borrow a billion more, is 
elevators and in the farmers hanWr-suppose in the morning to buy all the stap!es that may be offered, at the price deter­
we do wake up and find that those who have the wheat and mined, which will automatically establish the price the Ameri­
the wheat produe~s, the meat and llve cattle, have proftted by can conslUiler will pay in turn. It is to sell in foreign markets 
the ~ssage of this bill to the extent of $121,~000? Is that the surplus, the excess not consumable here, at whatever pl"ice 
anythrng u.nusual? Is not that exa.ctly what happ~s when we it will bring, a price surely far below the cost of production. 
pass a tariff law? Do not the ships of. all ~ountnes rushing This means that what the farmer and the foreign consumer 
under full. steam head for o~r ~rts, the.u- ships loaded to the gain the American consumer loses. What will be the result 
gu~wal~s, man.effort to get ms1de of our borders before a new from the point of view of the American consumer, 80,000,000 
tarif! bill goes mto effect? of him .. 80,000,000 of the people.of the United States? 

Is there anything unusual about that, a"D.d even though it is I wish my friends from the far West would consent for one 
unusual, I undertake to say that lt ls worth ten times $121,- minute to recognize that a man from New England no longer 
000,000 if we cmn restore the purchasing power ~f the farmer's represents only half a dozen States when he. speaks for the 
dollar. [Applause.] consumer. New England is now the taiL of the industrial dog. 

This bill provides specificaUy for the ntfUzation of existing It has, to be sure, 1,200,000 persons engaged in manufacture, 
agencies, and any suggestion that the pack~rs will adopt any but in Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, l:Ilchigan, and Wisconsin there 
policies other than those which now control their operation's' are more than 2,000,000 persons engaged in manufacture. The 
is far-fetched a:nd urged only for the · purpose of discrediting value of the product in New England is. about $5,000~000,000. 
the bill Everybody knows that the packers can and· wm The value of the product in these east North Central States, 
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as they are called, is more than $12,000,000,000. And this takes 
no account of the industries of the Middle and Southern States. 

I am not speaking for a small section of the country nor a 
small fraction of the p~ople. I am speaking for all those whe> 
toil in the factory, who work on the railroads or in the mines, 
for all those wherever they may be, other than on the farms, 
who earn a daily living in the sweat of their brow, 80,000,000 
of them. What will this bill do to 80,000,000 of the people of 
the United States? 

The weekly letter of the American Federation of Farm 
Bureaus, the body supposed to 1>e the µiost powerful influence 
behind this meas11re, on the 28th of last February said the 
McNary-Haugen bill would mean $1,000,000,000 to the farmers 
of this country. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. VOIGT], 
in that most remarkable and effective speech night before last, 
put the possible cost, direct and indirect, at $2,000,000,000 or 
possibly more; but let us take the figure put forward by the 
proponents of the bill, its dearest and warmest friends, $1,000,-
000,000, and see what it means to the 80,000,000 consumers of 
the United States. 

Everybody agrees that this program will increase the 
price of a barrel of flour by $2.50. The average annual con­
&umption of flour in this country is a little more than one 
barrel to each person. You have simply to multiply the num­
ber of people in your own city or town . by the figure $2.50 
to find out how much it will co~t your neighbors on wheat 
flour alone. It will cost the city of New York $14,000,000 a 
year. It will cost the city of Boston $2,000,000 a year. I 
come from a small city, having but 32,000 people. It will 
cost my neighbors in that city $80,000 in one year .on wheat 
flour alone. 

l\fr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. LUCE. Not as yet. 
You tell me the West is in distress and we out of our 

abundance ought to make such sacrifices. There came to my 
desk this morning the bulletin for April as to activity in the 
cotton-spinning industry. By the official figures here it ap­
pears that almost 6,000,000 spindles in this country are idle. 
This does not take into account other millions of spindles run­
ning on part time. Two weeks ago one of the oldest mills 
in the land, within half a mile of my house, cut down its work­
ing time from six to four days in a week. 

Mr. "FULMER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LUCE. No; not now. 
Nonproduction and unemployment are found on e'"ery hand. 

in my neighborhood. You are bringing to us this bill at a 
time when we have just as much ground for turning the 
proposal upon you. I know some gentlemen will say that we 
will have prosperity again for all these textile mills and shoe 
factories if we but restore the farmer to pros11 ~rity. Speed 
the day when prosperity comes to him, but do not bring him 
prosperity at a cost that may in the end ruin him and destroy 
us. 

Go further into this matter of the cost. I have spoken to 
you only of wheat and told you it will cost the people of 
my city $80,000. According to the figures of the American 
Federation of Farm Bureaus, those who advocate this bill, 
that is only one-fifth of the cost. Multiply $80,000 by 5 and 
you have $400,000 that you ask my little city in this time of 
distress to turn over to one group of the people in one part 
of the country. 

Why, the whole tax levied on the property in my city is 
only about a million dollars a year. You ask us by this sales 
tax, the most burdensome of all forms of taxation, to add 
$400,000 to the million dollars of property tax in my city. Is 
there a Representative of the farming district here who has not 
proclaimed loudly against a sales tax? Have you as Repre­
sentatives of the agricultural interests not fought it first, 
Jast, and all the time, because you know that it is a tax on 
the consumer? Now, here you urge a tax that is the most 
iniquitous of all forms of the sales tax because it bears on 
bread, the staff of life. 

l\Ir. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. LUCE. Not now. You who have traveled, you who have 

seen the countries of the world, know that everywhere bread 
is the staff of life for the poor. The rich man eats little, if any, 
more bread than the poor man. Indeed, the diversity of his 
diet makes it probable that he eats less wheat than the poor 
man. So you are going to impose a tax that will be practically 
the same whether paid by those who are in the greatest dis­
tress or those who hardly feel the depression at all. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LUOE. Not now. Yesterday our conferees reached an 

agreement cm a revenue bill in which we all hope we can take 
some measure of pride. One feature of it to which every Mem-

ber will point with satisfaction is that we put a heavier tax 
on the rich man than we put on the poor man. You have 
graduated the tax. Gentlemen on one side rejoice because the 
conferees have put the maximum at 40 per cent; most gentle­
men on ·the other side would have preferred the maximum to 
be lower, but all l\Iembers on both sides believe in a graduated 
tax, and that the greater burden should be on the stronget· 
shoulders. 

To-day you present a proposition under which you will put a 
level sales tax alike on the weakest shoulders, those of the 
unfortunates who are near the door of the poorhouse, and those 
of the wealthy man ln his palace on the hill. How can you 
justify yourselves by making such a demand as this on the 
working people, the tolling masses of the land? • 

Ah, but you say that agriculture ls necessary for the pros­
perity of the country; you say it is the ba~ic industry, funda­
mentally important. Well, so it is. You remember somebody 
asked Andrew Carnegie which was the most important:__labor, 
capital, or brains. He retorted: " Which ls the most important 
leg of a three-legged stool? " Will you gentlemen tell me which 
is the most important leg of the three-legged stool on which 
the Nation rests-agriculture, manufacture, or commerce? 
[Applause.] Are not all three necessary to the prosperity of 
the land? We do want agriculture to prosper; we will help it 
in every reai:;onable way; but what we say ls that its prosperity 
should be in the main left to the working of laws of economics, 
that are never defied without disaster. 

What is the situation? Why,. it is thls: On one-fifth of the 
wheatlands of this country, lands the most remote or of the 
poorest quality, lands that can not produce wheat except at a 
loss, farmers persist in continuing to raise crops. You are dis­
tressed because the farmers operating the worst lands or those 
in the worst situation can no longer make a living. And you 
are asking us, 80,000,000 of the consumers of the country, to 
pay for the cost of cultivating the worst lands. 

You say that about one-fifth of the crop, equal to that grown 
on the unprofitable lands, is sm·plus and you desire to sell it 
abroad. You want to tax the masses of the people of the 
United States in order that one-fifth of the wheat crop, grown 
at a loss, may be put into the mouths of our competitors in 
Leeds, Manchester, the Ruhr, Lyon, Milan, and all the other 
manufacturing cities of Europe. You are asking us to feed 
the people of Europe at a lower · price to them than you will 
accept from the consumers in the United States. · 

You are asking that as an inevjtable result of an inc1·ease in 
the cost of living our employers be forced to pay still higher 
wages, while employers in I~urope, as an inevitable result of a 
lowered cost of living, can pay still smaller wages. As the sure 
sequence, you are asking that the prices of all American-made 
articles shall be raised, wWle the prices of all foreign-made arti­
cles are lowered. So you are asking us to help those against 
whom we raise the tariff wall. 

:Mr. EV ANS of Montana. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LUCE. Not just now. In order to feed the people of the 

rest of the worlu, you are asking us to put this enormous· sales 
tax on the people of this country. 

What is our remedy't Why, the natural remedy, the remedy. 
of nature herself, the remedy of the competitive system, the 
remedy of the laws of economics. Out down the products. You 
say that is cruel; you say it is hard. Well, it was hard on the 
manufacturers of this country to close down after the Great 
War some of the factories they had built. It is hard for them 
to-day to lay off the men and shut the doors. It is the cruel law 
of the competitive system, but it ls the just law; it is the law 
under which we have become prosperous, and the only law 
under which we can survive. 

l\Ir. SUMMERS of Washington. How about the tariff? 
l\Ir. LUCE. I shall come to the tariff if the gentleman will 

wait until I reach it in the orderly course of my remarks. 
Economic law says when agriculture is ovcrproducti'"e lessen 

Hs production. 
Only the other day we passed an agricultural appr<>priation 

uill here. We brought the total of what we had spent to de­
\elop agriculture up to $600,000,000 since 1881-all expended in 
order that on the farms fewer men may do more work. By the 
invention of agricultural machinery we have made it possible 
for one mau to do that which it took 15 men to do a century 
ago. Within a few years we have put upon the farms 450,000 
tractors, between 350,000 and 400,000 trucks, and more than 
4,000,000 automobi1es-all presumed, and I think properly so, 
to lessen the labor of the farmer; to make it possible for fewer 
men to feeu the rest of the country. 

Now, having done this thing, why do you, the moment after 
you pass these huge. appropriations for good roads and all the 
other things that help agriculture, come here and complain of 
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the very result that you · meant to a(.'(!ompllsh by t11ose app~ · Mr. CONNALLY of Te-xas. Mr . . Chairman, will the gentle-
priations? · 11 ~ • ' tnan yi.eld? 

You have made it possible- for many fewer people to live on Mr. LUCE. Not just now. The protective tari1f was de-
the farm. Half a century ago it took the labor of one famllr vised to· help the wru;>Je country. Its only justlftcatlon is that 
1n this country to feed It.self and one other. Presently the ma~ it ls of natlon-wlile: value to have the industries and the occupa­
labor wns brought down so . that one family could feed two ti-0ns of our people so diverslfied that we may be self-sufficient 
others. To-day you have reached the point where one family in time of war, and that 1n time of peace we may produce the 
can feed three others, and only one-quarter of the people reinnin greater part ot what fabrtcated articles we need. Now you say, 
on too farms. The change goeg on. Why, according to your call this new thing a tariff and set it to work produc:ing more 
own Department of Agriculture in 1922 more than a million than we need. Oh, if time permitted I might go on, showing 
people left the farms and went to the cities in excess of those you the absurdity of suggesting that this 'ls anything llk:e a tarll? 
who went the other way. Accordinirto the Sears-Roebuck A.gr!- proposition, but of what avail? It is in fact a bonns proposi­
cultural Foundation ln 1923 another ··mlilitm left the farms and tiou-oh, I ought not to have used that word '~bonus," because 
went to the cities. In •two years more than 2,000,000 people bonuses seem just now to be popular-it is & subsidy proposi­
were taken away from the farm, where almost every speaker tion; it. is a grant to one part of the people at tbe expense of 
h-ere intimates it is- not an attractive plaoe to llve. I donbt that. the rest. If it complied with any economi~ law, if it met the 
I would rather llve on a farm than anywhere e.Ise, but every demands of the very A B 0 of economics, if it would in any way 
man who speaks for the farmer feels it necessary to deplore make it possible for us to a~eom:pllsb the results you desire, 
the lot of the farmer. Assuming that you gentlemen who speak without outraging all OW' instincts and principles, then you 
for the farmer are telling the truth, assuming that it is an. un- might have support from all over the land. 
d~irable life, you have seen as a result of peace and of what Somebody said not, long ago that there was doubt as: ' to 
has been done to make farm labor more productive 2,000 000 w:Qether this thing would work. I think. I am justified in 
people in two years returning to the joys and comfort& of ~ity. PflUBing for a moment to- recall that I enga~d our colleague, 
lite. I say that with Irony, because r hold life on the f,arm to SYDNEY ANDERSON, in conversation on thi& subject earlY' in 
be ba-ppier than anywhere else; but you, evidently think it is the session. In view of his. deep interest in the matter it 
desirable to have 2,000,000 people go from. the farm to the city may be permlttetl me to interpolate here an. ex:.pi-esslon of my 
or else you would not continue to make appi:opriatio~ and personal regret that he is not wi~h us to take part in tile 
encourage lnvmitlon that this very thin~ may result The pro- I debate, and I think I voice the hope of every man ln the House 
gram is going to keep on t:t you wi.Il let economic ·law& work that he may be speedily restored to health, [Applause.] 
out their natural ends. ' , I remember the :subi:;tance of his repl;r though· not the words, 

You want another remedy? Find it in diversifying your because it was four months .~ more ago • . He said thait it 
crops. Find it 11:1 other suggestions put 'be(ore you ~Y the De- would ~ork far a time and then, would come. ~Bf1;'8t.ei'. I grant 
partment of Agriculture. Do not. for Eea.ven's sake look: f~ you this wlll work. I grant you that for 8i time you may 
it in legislation. · ' per.suade the farmers to centinue the , dangerous e.ndi costly 

You suggest, howev~, that in the shape of the tariff, there practice of wasting their , energies in wrong .directions. ~\lt 
has been legisJatic;m to ' he~p, some parts of. the country. You when YO'\l have once 1l;lrough~ tbem into the ~bit of , defymg 
want to krlow why you can not have a prc;>tectton for agricul~ the laws of supply, an~ dell!11n~. yo~ hav,e invited catastrophe. 
ture ot the same nature that you say ~anufacture bas fot Wha1; do you do firet. m t~1s direction? You set g;rou_p a~nst 
itself. · group and class. agamst .class and section against, section. 

The gentleman who preceded me qeclared that this is a tariff You come hare and de~and public almS\ because. you a.re in 
bill; that it is a proposal to apply the tariff principle. If dist:ess., and so you invite every other group and ev-ery {)ther 
that be true, it ls applying the tariff by turning it upside down. section m the Ian~ ·to crone he~·e for the same purwse. 
Tbe taritr was made to develop industry Yon do not ask this Mr. BURTNESS. Wllat portion of the_bUl is that in'l 
to develop agriculture. Do .you want ~ore farms? ·Do YOU! Mr. LUCE. You demand in t~e blll that .1on shall at the 
want more wheat produced? Why, thls morning's paper has expense of 80,000,0Q<;l fellow citizens be relieved from your 
a ca.blegram from Paris where at the very moment there is in distress. If that is .not charity, what 1a it! , . · 
session the Academy of Agriculture. Let me read from this Mr. BURTNE~S~ Has t~e gentleman finished and eventually 
cablegram : gotten to the pomt wher~ lie can yield--, · , . 

Mr. LUCE. I would like to finisll my speech. 
Joseph Hitler, a , member of the academy, pointed out that there were Mr. BURTNE,S'S. The. gentleman has suggested a diversifica· 

140,000,0~ qulntu.19 of wheat now available in tlte ' maTket, furnished tion of crops, for instance. Now, does the gentleman feel the 
by the United States, Canada:, Auetra.lla, India,. and Argentina. Of Government is under any obligation-- , . 
this quantity he assumed only 65,000,000 qulntall! would be absorbed M LUCE I d cl' b th ld' r. . e lJle to yield. · . " , 

Y e wor s consumption, leaVing JD()re than half left over at the The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman declines to yield. ; 
time of the next harvest. Mr. LUQE. If the gentleman bad observed closely, he would 

Right at the time when you have' this cablegram befo~e yoUy have observed I was 1n the very ~ginning -Of a magnificent 
you are imploring us to add to the overproduction of wheat peroration that wou].d have ~ought my· !!peech to a fitting 
in the world. . . conclusion. [Applause.} I think I will now tlwow the perora­

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman,. will the. gentleman yield? tion to the winds, as too iorce of it has been, destroyed by the-
Mr. LUOE. Not now. ' ' , interruption of my friend .. , Pexhaps, though, I can recall one 
Mr. BURTNESS. If not now, eventually? [Laughter.] or t\yo fragment~. I had mean.t to follow my deprecation of 
Mr. LUCE. 1 hope so, if gentiemen are consfderate enough the class prejudice and sectional hostillt~ aroused with ex-

to give me the opportunity. · pression of regret that you, are trying to put the Goverllment 
We are asked t? meet the situation with so~thing that~ in stm further into business witb the longest step that bns ever 

fact, fs not a tariff at all What is the right name for this been proposed seriously ;witllln t~ walls of thls body. I meant 
thinl?? It is a bounty, a subsidy. You are asked to give a to ask you to allow the aituation to cure itself~ The prices of 
subsidy to the wheat industry in order that more wheat may manufactured commodities are falling, the prices ct farm 
be poured into the markets across the seas. products are rising,, and sooner or later you are going to see 

The CHAIRMAN. The ttme of the gentleman from Massa- their lines cross once more. Let these · things work them-
chusetts has expired. · , selves out naturally. Kee~ yov hands Qif. If you do t.hat, the 

Mr. LUCE. May I have a little more time? . people of every class and every group and every section of the 
Mr. VOIGT. · Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes more to land will save themselves. [Applause.] . 

the gentleman. Now, Mr. Chairman, if there is any part of my.10 minutes 
Mr. LUOE. I thank the gentleman. Yon are aslred to im- left, I shall be delighted to yield to. anyone. 

pose this tax in order that unprofltable land in the Northwest Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. W111 the gentleman yield? 
may produce· wheat to be sent abroad, and you defend .it upon Mr.'LUCE. I will yield to- the gentleman from Washington. 
the ground that it is a tariff. Why,, great heavens, a tarttr was Mr . . s~RS of Washington. The gentle;ma.n had a go~d 
meant to develop industry, and you will Instantly deny a desire deal to say about supply and demand. and economic- forces and 
to develop or extend agriculture,' A tarUf was designed ,, to all that sort of thing. Does that apply ~ this knife which cost 
keel> for our own people our own markets. Was there ever any · me 75 cen,ts, but which I believe could be made to sell at 30 
tariff advocate from my own neighborhood so crazy as to sug- cents, but it would have bee:Q manufactured in Japan 01· Ger· 
gest that the protective tarllf ought to be or could be designed many instead of PeJ;lllsylvanla or-OonnecilcuU , 
to ~able American manufacturers t.o protect themselves ~ Mr. LUCE . . I am a Yankee, and it is i18ld to be the ,p:re-
fore1gn markets against foreign· competttion? ' rogative of a Yankee to answer one question by asking another. 
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Did the gentleman vote for the tariff which pr9duced _ that 
price? [Laughter and applause.] . And if he voted fo~ the 
tariff, why? . · · · 

l\Ir. SUMMERS of . Washington. It is the first time I have 
had the opportunity of saying I will never vote · for a taril'f 
that does not give its benefits to all classes and all parts of the 
country. [Applause.] . 

Mr. LUOE. My friend from Kansas, I think, now has the 
right of vay. . 

l\Ir. TINCHER. I understand the gentleman from Massa­
chusetts is opposed to the bill or opposed to the farme:i; adding 
the ratio price to his products? 

Mr. LUCE. I meant to consent to yield to fair questions, 
and I think I should have put in the word "fair." 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. LUCE. I will. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. The gentleman from Massa­

chusetts asked the gentleman from Washington if he voted 
for the tariff act that did that. The gentleman from Massa.: 
chusetts voted for it, did he not? 

Mr. LUCE. I voted against the tariff on food--
. l\Ir. CONNALLY of Texas. I am talking about the general 
tariff law, the Fordney-McCumber bill. Did not the gentle­
man vote for that? 

l\Ir. LUCE. I have the impression I did; yes. 
l\:lr. CONNALLY of Texas. And is it not true and does 

not the gentleman know that the reason that agriculture can 
not be pulled up by its boot straps to an equality with manu­
factured goods and the prosperity of industry lies in that 
very taritr bill for which the gentleman voted? 

Mr. LUCE. I do · not know any such thing. [Applause.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa­

chusetts has expired. 
Mr. RUBEY. l.Jr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the 

gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCSWEENEY]. . · 
Mr. McSWEENEY. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 

committee, as one of the younger members of the Agricultural 
Committee, I brought my slender torch of knowledge on this 
subject to be lighted at the redundant light of those who had 
more experience in this great work. . · 

lf you will indulge me for a moment, I wlll mention some 
of the men who were there and the work · they have done on 
this bill, and let' me give some credit to the opposition of this 
piece of legislation. 

There ls no legislation before the House th~t has had the 
strong opposition that this bill has ha<l. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr; VOIGT], I will say, has not been an iconoclast. 
Mr. VOIGT in voicing his opposition has been constructive, and 
if this bill were to pass the House, I will say, in a commenda­
tory way of him, that the bill is in better form than it would 
have been without his opposition. But, nevertheless, he is 
the strongest opponent the bill has had. 

But first of all, being the opponent he is, he made two 
acknowledgments. First of ·all, that agriculture was passing 
through a crisis, a crisis probably unprecedented in the his­
tory of the agnculture of the world. He also made ano.ther 
acknowledgment. That legislation would help. Now, these 
are the two precedents he has established: First, that there 
is a crisis, and then that legislation will help it. 

We have had numbers of bills brought before us, and, as 
one of the younger Members, new in this work, I acknowledge 
frankly that the McNary-Haugen bill is the best bill that has 
been brought before us. If Mr. VoIGT acknowledges the two 
things that I have suggested, that an emergency exists and 
that legislation will help it, ·then it seems to me the obliga­
tion devolves upon the House of Representatives to accept 
the bill which the majority of the members of the Agricultural 
Committee have deemed to be the best legislation upon this 
subject. [Applause.] 

The speaker who just preceded me spoke about the fact that 
great obligations would fall upon the great consuming public. 
This will probably be agreed with, but let me call the attention 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LucE] to the, fact 
that wheat, when it sold at 97 cents back in 1908, allowed a 
manure spreader and a binder to be respectively purchased at. 
~97 and $142. That same wheat, which is now hringing 97 
cents, must pay for a manure spreader $140 in the State of 
Ohio and $227.5<> for a binder. The purchasing power of the 
wheat has remained the same, and yet the thing that the wheat 
has to purchase in many cases has more than doubled. 

We have had the statement from a man who is very favorable 
toward this measure-Mr. Wallace--who represents that great 
body, the American Federation of Labor, t~at it would un-

doubtedly raise the cost ()f living. We realize the f~ct that 1t 
may, but you must all i·eallze · that. the fa'rmer has had tO' bear 
the burden of increased living; he has had to bear the burden 
of increased price of labor, and he has had to bear the burden 
of increased prices for all the commodities he has to buy, and 
1t only seems reasonable that at this tiine we do something to 
protect him. · -

I was very glad as a Democrat to hear the gentleman from 
Iowa acknowledge that a tariff has :µever _been be_neficial to the 
farmer. I am probably the worst Democrat in the House with 
regard to tariffs, but I am \villlng at this tinie to vote, not a 
discriminatory taritr,, not a tai.iiI. for · Pevenue, not a tariff for 
protection, but an embargo br order tbat ti1e men who ai;e pro­
ducing th~ agricultural products of Aiperica may be protected 
during this crisis. I do not want . anyone to accuse me of giv­
ing up my democracy, because I feel that many of the great 
evils of the world will be rectified in 300 or 400 .years, when· the 
nations of the world are producing the · things they are best 
fitted to produce. We see a movement in that direction wheri 
we find that the producers of the country are trying to fit men 
for the work they are best fitted to do. . They are trying to get 
men who are best fitted for work at the lathes to work at the 
lathes; they are trying to get the men who are fitted for work 
at the forge to work at the forge; and it will not be long until 
the great will of the Almighty will be worked out, and 
each nation will produce that which it can most economically 
produce. Until that time I swear I will always vote, if I have 
the opportunity, against- a merchants marine which can not ex"­
ist in the face of a tariff, but at this time I will vote an em­
bargo on wheat in order to help the· great producing masses of 
America, who ar.e now going through the greatest crisis that any 
group of people in America has ever gone through. · 

I only hope you will all reallze 1t ls temporary. We can go 
through the history of America for the past few years and we 
find that under . the protective system we can go along for 
about eight years of production and then there has to be a 
depression. From 1873 we were able to jump to 1893 without 
depression ; then from 1893 to 1907 without depression. But 
the overproduction must be taken care of, and alw_ays after 
those periods of overproduction we have a period of depression. 

Now, if this bill were to call for a 10-year period of emer­
gency, I would vote against it, because under the protective 
system we are now in there must be a depression. There must 
be a depression following this overproduction which may come, 
but we realize that with a five-year emergency period the 
farmer will be on his feet before the depression really comes 
upon us in other lines of work, and so I am in favor of it for 
that reason. 

I only hope that in some way I can bring to you the spirit 
of the West. I feel that the farmers of Ohio- are in pretty good 
condition now, and I feel that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
THOMPSON] and myself, who are serving on the Committee on 
Agriculture, are in reality asking the farmers of Ohio to be 
missionaries and to be really chal'itable. They have diversi­
fied and they are in . the midst of the .finest markets ih the 
country and are probably in the best condition of any farmers 
in the country, but, nevertheless, I shall go before them this 
fall and say that I, in behalf · of them, have allowed them to 
be missionaries and to .send their surpluses and to send their 
encouragement and to send their help to the stricken sections 
of our country in the West and the Northwest, arid I am sure 
that the magnanimity of soul that has usually prompted the 
Ohio farmer will allow me to make that request of him, and 
he will grant it. I know he is in need in some respects, but 
is better off than most, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
THOMPSON] and I, I am sure, will have the indorsement of 
those men whom we are trying to represent. 

I only ask that each of you go as did our Christ into Geth­
semane and, considering the things that are confronting our 
country, let not your personal or your local prejudices guide 
you, but realize that the whole world depends upon food which 

·we should produce as economically as possible. Go into your 
Gethsemane, consider the things th.at confront you, consider 
the struggling nations abroad, consider the farmer who to­
night does not know the condition that confronts him to-mor­
row. He in reality is the ·greatest gambler that America has, 
not voluntarily, · but from the nature of his occupation. As 
some of the speakers have said to-day, he has to depeud lipon 
the rain in its due season and upon the sun in its due season, 
and he depends upon the Almighty to send him the blessings 
his ground can produce. Therefore when he is passing through 
a very .stringent crisis, it seem~ well for ·us to give hii:n aµ, 
opportunity to be placed on an equality' wit~ the great manufuc-, 
turers, ""with the great bodies of labor~rs in other fields of en-
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deavor, and allow him to again be that independent, splendid, 
intelligent citizen that has graced America from the very incep­
tion of her existence. 

I thank you. [Applause.] 
I yield back the balance of my time, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio yields back 10 

minutes. 
Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen­

tleman from South Carolin·a [Mr. STEVENSON]. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, it is always popular to 

talk about the nee<ls of the farmer and what we ·propose to do 
for him. I am a little given to that myself. Farming is my 
principal occupation at the present time because if I should 
lose my place in Congress-I have lost my law practice-­
I have nothing but farms left. 

I want to call attention to the fact that we have been doing 
everything the farmer has asked us ever 'since 1920. What 
was the first thing that came about when the slump came in 
1920? 'l'hey came here and asked that the . War Finance Cor- . 
poration be rehabilitated and be directed to lend money to take 
care of the farmer; and what did we do? After a struggle 
in the Committee on Banking and Currency we reported the 
measure out here. We put it through Congress and put at the 
beck and call of the agricultural interests of this country the 
$500,000,000 of capital which the Government furnished and the 
power of floating bonds to the extent of $1,500,000,000, or three 
times the .capital, making $2,000,000,000 of capital we put to 
the service of the agricultural interests of this country. We 
limited this for a certain length of time, and they came back 
here in 1923 and wanted the time extended, and we extended 
it another year ; and they came back in 1924, and on February 
20, 1924, we extended it for another year, and they have had 
access to the greatest source of credit this Government has 
ever established for any class of people anywhere, amounting 
to $2,000,000,000. How much have they borrowed? I am 
going to speak just for a minute as to those States .that are 
embraced within the wheat territory that are in such dire 
distress. I will give you the States: Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, 
l\finnesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ore­
gon, South Dakota, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. They 
borrowed $144,614,000, which left the dlfference between that 
amount and $2,000,000,000 which could be loaned by the War 
Finance Corporation untouched. Therefore we should assume 
at least that in so far as they have credit they have bad the 
capital and have had it at a rate below the rate they could 
get it anywhere else, and the bonds that have been issued are 
nontaxable and the notes which they gave did not even have 
to have revenue stamps because we took care of them to that 
extent. 

Mr. AYRES. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; I yield. 

· Mr. AYRES. Do you not think that the farmers of the 
country at this time realize it was not credit they needed but 
a market? 

Mr. STEVENSON. The farmers now realize it was not 
credit they needed, and they are not providl.ng for a market 
now. What they are providing for is to get their bands into 
the Treasury and get the cash straight out, and out of the 
pockets of the consumers. That is what they are providing 
for, and they are providing to take it out of the Treasury and 
out of the pockets of those of us who buy flour and meat. 

Let us see whether they are broke or not out there. Taking 
the bunch of States I have just named, that borrowed from 
the War Finance Corporation $144,000,000, how much do they 
owe to-day? Only $40,000,000. They have paid back $104,-
000,000, and they have paid that back when we have directed 
the War Finance Corporation, presided over by Mr. Meyer 
and directed by Mr. Mondell, who lives in the very heart of 
this country, and whose State has more of it than any other, 
$10,000,000-

1\fr. SHALLENBERGER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. S'l'EVENSON. In just a moment. They have pa.id 

back $104,000,000 of it when we have directed them to continue 
to advance this money, and they are ready to advance it on 
anything that is reasonably sound. I have a table showing 
these figures, as follows : 

' 
State 

' 

Idaho ______ ---~_-------_------- ______________ ------------
Iowa. ____ -----------------------------------------------Kansas ___ ---- __ ------ __________________ ------_----------
Minnesota. _____ ----- ___________ ------- ___ ---------------

. LXV-581 

Loaned 

$5, 0'26, 000 
24,002,000 

4, 768,000 
12, 551, (°()() 

Outstand­
ing 

$1, 244, 000 
3,617,000 
1, 125,000 
4,804,000 

State J,oaned 

Missoun.. _____________ :---------------------------- ------ $7, 918, 000 Montana _______________________________________ ------___ 12, 524, 000 
Nebraska _____________________________________ ----------- 12, 090, 000 
North Dakota___________________________________________ 20, 621, 000 
Oregon_------------------------------------------------_ 6, 437, 000 
South Dakota------------------------------------------- 14, 648, 000 
Utah·--------------------------------------------------- 12, 921, 000 Washington_____________________________________________ 1, 054, 000 
Wyoming_· __ --------------------------------------------- 10, 054, 000 

Outstand 
ill6 

-$'361, 000 
4, 994, ()()() 

861, ()()() 
10, 987, ()()() 
l, 231, ()()() 
7,020, 000 

231, roo 
395, ooo· 

3,610, 000 
·-~~~-•-~~~ 

Total______________________________________________ 144, 614, 000 40, 780, ()()() 

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I simply desire to call attention 
to the fact that those figures simply show that while we are 
poor out there we are honest. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; I do not question that, and we are 
poor but honest down South, but I do not propose to have the 
right of taxation given to your people to tax my people be­
cause you happen to raise something that is not selling for a 
good price. 

Now, what else did they do? The Farm Bureau Federation 
came here a little over a year ago and said that this was not 
enough, that they wanted something that was permanent, and 
what did we do'l We labored day and night. and the gentle­
man from l\1assa.chusetts [Mr. LucE] was one of the subcom­
mittee, I believe, that finally recast the law that established 
the intermediate credit banks and put $60,000,000 of Govern­
ment money at their control and provided for $60,000,000 more, 
making $1.20,000,00Q, and in addition to that we gave them tbe 
power of issuing additional bonds to ten times that amount, 
making $1,200,000,000, which makes a total of $1,320,000,000 
of capital in the intermediate credit banks, put there for the 
purpose of discounting farm paper, and no other kind could be 
discounted at all. 

We also increased from $10,000 to $25,000 the amount that 
one man could borrow from the farm land banks and increased 
the discount privilege for farm paper in the Federal reserve 
system. All of these measures I assisted in framing in the 
Banking and Currency Committee a:e.d in passing through the 
House. 

So do not come here talking about Congress not doing any­
thing for the farmers. What is the next proposition? They 
come around here, and if this bill means anything it means 
adding 30 or 40 per cent to the cost of flour and bread and 
30 to 40 per cent vn the price of meat. That is what it 
means. Go down to our country. I am a little ditrerent from 
the gentleman from :Massachusetts. ·I am against his tariff, 
and I did not vote for it. I did not vote to make a 32-cent 
knife cost 75 cents. I am glad to see that the gentleman from 
Washington [1\Ir. SuMi.rn:&s] has got on the mourner's bench. 

What do we find? We find that in the Fordney-McCumber 
tariff bill they have laid the hand of the manufacturer in the 
taxing power on every man in my country who raises cotton 
and has to buy manufactured goods; they have taxed him for 
the benefit of protecting the manufacturer ; and there they 
get us once, and then under the Esch-Cummins law they give 
the taxing power to the railroads that manage your trans­
portation business and say " put in all you need, take out all 
your expenses, no matter what they are, and levy a rate on 
these people who have to pay the freight on goods that come 
to them, pay the freight on cotton that goes out, then levy a 
rate that will give you 6 per cent, and you can get away with 
it." There is another tax on us for the benefit of a class. 

Now, what is this proposition? This proposition is one that 
says here are the packers and the elevator men and the wheat 
farmers of the West who are not getting enough ; they need 
more, and we are going to go down South and give them a law 
that will Jay a tax on us, put a tax on the bread we eat, put a 
tax on the meat we eat, put a tax on everything else on earth 
that we buy that is covered by this bill, and then come here 
and talk to us about not being the friend of the farmer because 
we would not vote to take away the small profit that is now 
left under the present condition in the raising of cotton in our 
country. 

Mr. FULMER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STEVENSON. I will yield. 
Mr. FULMER. I want to state to the gentleman that every 

witness that came from the Northwest, when we asked if we 
could not reduce the freight rates and the tariff, said, " No; 
we do not want to disturb that." 
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'Mr. STEVF.N80N. Ne; ef OOlli'se not . . They want to- keep 

the tax for the henefi.t of the Massachusetts manufacturer, put 
a tax on that "ill pay the railroads, and put this tax on bread 
an<l meat, all for tile benefit of the people out West. We me.y 
not be in tlle majority, but we can raise the devil from the 
time you start that, .and I do not believe you can put it across. 
[Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is another thing about that prop­
cisition ; we are asked to submit ourselves to another iniquitous 
torm of taxatiou, a tax OR the breakfast table, the dinner table, 
·and evei:y time we sit down to eat. It takes money from the 
consumers all over the country, especially when we can not 
rni ·e wheat an<l <lo n()t raise hogs. We are asked to embark 
on tuts p:r.oposition, which has a direct teooeney to destroy the 
mai·ket on which we depend. You can not' put an embargo on 
goods from every other country while 60 per cent of the cotton 
goe:-; abroad awl is sol<l at a reasonable price and continue tD 
sell our cotton to them. You are trying right now to desti:oy 
the export market, upon '\\rhicb the prosperity of our country 
depe11ds; and it this bill becomes law, you will succeed; but 
you will never be able to get that across with the people who 
ha.Ye heard it properly presented and understand it, because 
the pocket ner--re is the " talking nerve," and they will never 
sub1nit to that scheme of legal extortion from one cla~'S for the 
benefit of another class, as this bill provides. {.Applause.] 

Tl1e CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
!\lr. HAUGEN. Mr. Cb.airman, I yield 20 minutes to the 

gt-ntleman from l\.fiehiga.n [Mr KETCHAM]. 
:air. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com­

mittee-, there have been many measures be!-Ore the House in 
whkh I have been v~ry greatly interested and' to which I have 
tried to give very careful thought, but to none that have been 
presented since my membership has there been given so mttch 
thought an.d sympathetic consideration, so far as I am per­
SOI.l..4. lly concerned, as to the one that we now have before us. 

Before proceeding with the ta-rmal discussien which I had 
planned I want to take just a moment to pay my tribute to 
the di.stingui.shed gentleman. f'.rom Massachusetts [l\ir. LvO:I!:]. 
1 have waited nearly three yea~ for a proper situation t~ de· 
velop t-0 tell a N~ Englund story, and this is the ehance. 
Whoever visits- those splendid New En.gland States comes 
away feeling that there resides a wonderful people. 'Fhe rocep.­
tion I have received as I hn:ve visited them lacks nothing in the 
wny of cordiality and .all other Ulre tbings that go along with 
the fine spirit they have in that co\lntcy. The only wish I ha"te 
for the people of New Illnglarul is that they come to recognize 
wllat the United States really is. Their couception of wh-at 
the country is, is well illusti:a.ted by a story that is an old 
one in New England, upon wlli.ch I was checked. up vei·y 
sharply when I first told it. Coming tO' tbnt section for the 
first time, I said that the story was current in our section to­
the effect that the school-teachers o:f New England when they 
were teaching the bo:rs and girls of New Enghrnrl to bound 
the United States taught them that it was bounded on the 
north by the Dominion of Canada, on the east by the .Atlantic 
Ocenn, on the south by Long Island Sound, and on the west by 
the Hudson River. There wel·e some E1miles, but I noticed one 
splendid, good, old New Englander sitting .down about halfway 
in the crowd, who kept smiling all the way through. l sus­
pected that I had something coming to me at the end of my 
address, and it proved to be the fact. 'He came to the front 
and he said, " l\Ir. KETCRAM, I want only to check you up on 
one fact. You are a bit wrong in your geography." I said 
that I was sorry about that and asked him to teU me in what 
way. He said, that in bounding the United States I said that 
it ""·as bounded, according to tlle conception of the New Eng­
lander, urion the north by the Dominion of Canada., on the east 
by the Atlantie Ocean, on the south by Long Island Sound, and 
on the west by t11e Hudson River. He said, "You are wrong 
in yoor western oound'a.ey, it is the Connecticut instead of the 
Hudson River." [Laughter.] 

With all due deference to the distinguished Representative 
from New England, who has so ably pleaded' for that section 
of' tt1e country, as I listened to him I was moved to wish that 
they c0uld ~ the need' ot such a bill as the one bGfore us, 
whi-eh wonl<1 give the same degree of protective benefits to the 
farmera as the- p1"0teetive• tariff' has given New England for 
mn.ny rears. l\Iy best wish for the royal people of New E'ug­
Iand is that they may learn something b-:t personal inspection 
and \isits to this great country <Yf ours about it!!t trµe extent 
and resoorees. Did they know them nnd did they- clearly com­
pl'ftl1end them, then r think tb~re would have been no such 
tul"ful pleading fOr a putkttlar sectfOn of the country as we 
Irn ve listened to from their distinguished Repte~entative. tre· 
has made an able presentation of a narrow and sectional view-

point. But this ls a . time when I believe our vtewoolnt should 
be a national one. We are not here advocating legislation that 
has for its sole purpose the benefit of one group of our citizens 
at the expense of the rest, but we are here with conviction in 
our hearts that when we do something to benefit agriculture we 
do something that wm do good for the whole people of the 
United States. The very statement that the gentleman made 
with reference to the 6,000,000 idle spindles is proof of the fact 
that already New England has some evidence of the very su'f>. 
stantial results. of the dreadful situation that has been brought 
upon the American farmer.. [Applause.] When you turn yom 
back deliberately upon the f.act that the farmer of the coontry 
constitutes 35 per cent of the buying power, and you put him 
out of the market, then. you haTe no good reason to complain 
about the 6,000,000 idle spindles. I am not a prophet nor the 
son. of a prnph~t, but L do believe this from the bottom of my 
heart, and that is the reason that l am so heartily ad'V'ocating 
this bill If it becomes a laW, not only will tbe psycbologi-cal 
eff-ect be immediat.ely apparent upon the farmers and the whole 
0f the rest of the ,Country but something more substantial 'Will 
happen.. The farmers of the country will appen.r in the buying 
market, and you will find that some of your idle- spindles Will 
then begin to hum. On thft other band, yo\l can not :ruthlessly 
n~le~~t and, laugh aside this legislation, 'D()l' by opprobrium, 
calling it class legislation and other dert'>gato'ry terms, C'8.n you 
l>~little it. You must face it' squarely, not as a. localized meas­
ure, oot a,s cblss legislfrtion, but as n national problem. 

Perhaps the best answer to the plea that is made for tile 
laboring men. of New England is to let the men speak f.or them­
Selves. We hav~ had here a v-ery .eloqtt-ent piea in their behalf. 
H~wever, I think we ought to get back fu th·ose who are sup­
posed to know aoout it, and therefot·e I desire to present to 
the committee now just a few statements trom the offiCial rep­
resentatives of these groups of people for whom the gentleman 
claims to speak. First, I shall read from the statement of 
Edgar Wallace, representing before the Committee on .Agricul­
ture the. millions 01 · members of the .American Federation of 
La1'or. and I shall take time only' t<> give you just one sentence. 
Speaking in commenuation of tlie bill, I quote a very Yital 
sentence·,. which goes directly to tbe point. He says: 

What does it profit us if we can get ineat for 10 cents a p·ound if we 
<ID not have the 10 cents? 

It seems to me that is a very striking answer. Further : 
The farmers are our customer&, and when they have no money we 

cau not work. We are tlle farmers• cust\:>mers, and when we can not 
buy their foodstuffs pile· up and lose in valne. 

Tha.t demonstrates the Yery intimate relationship tbat exists 
between those who labor in the great centei.·s of population in 
the East and the men out upon the western farms. . 

I quote now from the statement of. Mr, Robert Fechner, rup­
r~sentlng the International Association of Machinf~ts. Giving 
his indorsement of the bill, be closed with these words: 

We did so., and a.ft.ex giving due consiciera.tion. to the entir'e matter 
we b.ave officially .re~rded ourse.lveii as supporting, ln principle at l~ust, 
tlle provisions of thi.s pell.ding legislation. 

He followed that up with this further sentence: 
I' t!ertaJ.nly hope Congress will not stand stilL That is wbat I am 

he:re for-to m.·ge that something be done; and I am sure that the c<>m· 
mittee- ean formulate some plan. 

I call n.ow as my next witness Mr. Lovell, vice president 
and legislative representative of the Brotherhood of Locomo­
tive Firemen and Engineme~ who soid: 

Mr. C'hairmsn and gentlemen of the committee, I have the honor 
to rep.resent the Br"Otberhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen. 

You wm lind in· your rect>rd that our organization, representing 
118,000' rain·ood ruen througfrout the United States, went on rec«>rd 
in favor of some measure to bettei: the condition of the farm~r. 

I might go on and quote the testimony of' Mr. Clark, who 
is the vice president and national legislatiYe representative 
Order of Railwa3f Conducto:rs, au to the same effect. I eon"' 
grutulate these men upon their statements before the commit­
tee. They recognize very clearly that their welfare is insepa~ 
rably .bollnd uir with the welfare ~ the men and women upon 
the land. Mr. Chairman, I deem this a good and sufficient 
answer to the plea that has been made on behalf of these men 
who work in the factories of the East, and I shall nuw-proc~ed 
directly to the formal discussion of the measure befo1·e us. 

As a preface to the discussio.n of this bill I shall quote from 
s9me remarks I niade- when the agricultura.I bill was under 
consideratio"n 'in the House. rn those remarks I stated that 
the program for the rehabilitation of agriculture bad fiye 
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parts : First, reducing production costs ; second, orderly and 
economical marketing of farm crops; third, legislative enact­
ments ; fourth, better organization ; and last, the personal 
qualities of the individual farmer. 

Under legislation I made the following statement: 
The third step in a rehabilitation program for agriculture ls a 

general Federal legislative one. Here two extremes must be· avoided. 
One, the cry for Congress or State legislatures to " do something 
about it" in the way of legislation whenever -a disagreeable situation 
arises; the other that classic of the conservative, "economic ills can 
not be cured by legislation." What is the plain truth 'l Many unhappy 
conditions can not be improved by legislation. Climate, seasons, soils, 
iocation, and management are outside the law. On the other hand, 
it is foolish to assert that legislation has not affected our economic 
situation. The echoes have scarcely ceased in this Chamber from the 
discussion of one such piece of legislation. No laboring man needs 
anyone to tell him the effects of millions of immigrants on his wage 
scale and his standard of living. No railroad man needs to be told 
of the economic effect of the Adam'Son or the Esch-Cummins laws. 
The tariff is possibly our oldest illustration. In short, these laws 
have affected our economic life. World conditio~ have made them 
necessary. We have built up a standard of living that leads the 
world. We are all •for it and propose to maintain it. It c9sts more, 
but it ls worth it. Because the farmer is not able to pass on the 
added costs which increased transportation rates impose on him and 
that higher wage scales dem'and of him, much of the new legislation 
has affected him unfavorably, however. The tariff is not fully effective 
in raising price levels on his export surplus. He produces a surplus 
of a number of the basic commodities which must find a market under 
world conditions from which much of our legislation has been designed 
to protect us. He buys by the American Ol'arket and sells by the 
world market. If he ls to survive he must be put on an American 
basis in his selling as well as his buying. To put him on such a 
basis is not doing him a fayor. It is simply putting him on a par 
with the rest. It ls plain justice. To acclaim the virtues of these 
higher standards of Am'erican life in one breath and in another to deny 
their practical application to all our people alike is a strange . per­
formance. It recalls some stirring references to "intellectual integ­
rity'' in other debates. The McNary-Haugen bill, so widely discussed, 
Is directed straight at this price inequality which the farmer suffers 
under because of his production of a surplus which must be exported. 
The widespread demand for this legislation is based on our American 
goRpel of the " square deal." 

The farll\.er In supporting it is simply asking that be be put on 
equal terms with the r~t of. the country who have been III'llde the 
beneficiaries of Federal legislatlon. IDs attitude is well summed up 
In the words of Henry Van Dyke: 

" In the game of life, as we play it here in America, the rules 
must be the same for all; the penalties must be the same for all· 
the prizes. of life, so far as we Ca.n JD'ake them so, must be th~ 
same for all-and may the best man win." 

In the histoi·ic language of this Chamber, the farmer wants to 
" go along " on equal terms with the rest and not tralllng along 
in the rear. [.Applause:] 

l\I~. Chairman, the McNary-Haugen bill is an emergency meas­
ure .mtend~d to make the farmers' commodity dollar equal to 
the mdustr1al dollar and the labor dollar. It is grounded upon 
tbe theory that farm commodities are entitled to a fair ex­
change value with other commodities. It recognizes that 
American standards of living are higher than world standards. 
It acknowledges that the surplus of farm products -over the 
needs of domestic consumption is sold in the world market 
and that this world ·price determines the price on the whole. 
It affirms that other Federal legislation has lifted price levels in 
industry and labor, and it proposes to give agriculture the 
same advantage. 

Mr. PAIGE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KETCHAM. In just a moment. I am sorry to say to 

my colleague from Massachusetts that I have only a limited 
'time, and when I have finished my statement I shall be glad to 
yield. Now, we all recognize, Mr. Chairman and g~tlemen 
this bill covers a very broad field and that no one individuai 
can begin to compass a discussion that should be given upon 
all the phases of it in . the limited time. This idea was recog­
nized by the committee, and so various sections of the bill were 
given to each Member for discussion. To me there was as­
signed the discussion in reference to the influence of this legis­
lation upon the cooperative movements. Now, I would like to 
have this distinction very clearly kept in mind. The thought 
was presented in the very brilliant and able presentation of 
the distinguished leader of the minority on our Committee on 
Agriculture [Mr. AS\VELL] when he indicated that it would be 
wise for us to substitute some legislation with reference to co­
operative marketing in place of this bill. 

So far as I am personally concerned, and I think that is 
the mind of the committee, we are agreed that cooperative 
marketing when it can finally be fully organized in a nation­
wide manner will be a proper step to be taken, but the very 
best and the most hopeful view that can be taken of the situa• 
tion is that cooperative marketing can not be brought into 
full operation within a considerable period of years. In the 
meantime the American farmer is in the situation which has 
been so well depicted before you this afternoon. As a friend 
of cooperation, I shall be glad to do everything I can to work 
out a plan for cooperative marketing, but I say again that 
this measure is not intended in any way to affect adversely 
the work of cooperation. I think I shall be able to show in 
the next few moments that it is not intended in any way 
to endanger, as has been held up before you this afternoon, 
the success of this great movement. The Curtis-Aswell bill 
and the Capper-Williams bill, two constructive efforts, have 
been worked out by distinguished Members of this House 
and the other body in order that a nation-wide system o:t 
cooperation may be considered. One has had. no hearings, 
and one but a few hours, so that a substitution is absolutelY, 
out of the que~tion. The great difficulty to-day in our market­
ing system, so far as the farmers are concerned, is this : That 
wide :fluctuations in prices sometimes occur during the market­
ing seasons, and these wide fluctuations in price--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I yield 10 additional minutes to the gen­

tleman. 
Mr. KETCH.AM. These wide fluctuations in price are the 

things . which particularly cause the difficulties in the agri­
cultural situation. We must devise a plan that will provide 
for a seasonal flow, for a normal rate at which products shall 
be placed upon the market. We must avoid those great gluts 
at certain seasons when tremendous quantities of . farm prod­
ucts are put upon the market. Some plan must be devised 
for accomplishing that particular thing. Now, I maintain 
the McNary-Haugen bill will contribute to that very end. 

Why? Because the wide fluctuations in prices will not occur 
under the operation of the 1\lcNary-Haugen bill; and therefore 
the farmer will not need to worry, as he does to-day about the 
uncertainty in price. He may give his time to the ~ther prop­
osition, namely, that of feeding his stock to the best adv.antage. 
He can then so arrange his feeding operations that his stock 
will come to proper maturity and will be marketed in an orderly 
fashion. The same may be said in reference to wheat. There 
will be no inducement to rush it in at certain times, particularly 
when there is ~ full market. This will be greatly to his advan­
tage and will accomplish what we desire to accomplish ulti­
mately by cooperative marketing. 

Some oppon~nt's of the McNary-Haugen bill profess to see in 
it elements detrimental to the continuation and growth of co­
operative marketing. In answer it can be said that the progress 
the McNary-Haugen bill has made before the people is largely 
through the activities of cooperative-marketing associations 
themselves, whose members have instructed their associations 
to use every legitimate eft'.ort possible to secure enactment of 
this legislation. 

Let us analyze and study the cooperative-marketing situation 
nnd see just what there is to the argument that the McNary­
Haugen bill endangers ft. There are mainly three types of 
cooperative-marketing organizations now handling the commod­
ities specified in the McNary-Haugen bill, namely: First, the 
cooperative-shipping associations, handling livestock· second the 
cooperative elevators, acting as primary marketing ~gencies 'and 
handlers of grains for the farmers of their respective commu­
nities; third, the cooperative wheat-marketing associations 
organized on the so-called commodity plan or pooling plan and 
acting solely in behalf of their members in,. marketing in an 
orderly way the wheat their membership produces. 

Livestock-shipping associations would not come in contact 
with the operations of the McNary-Haugen bill until their 
activities reached the terminal market. At that time the only 
effect that would be apparent would be that they would find in 
that terminal market an additional and powerful buyer ready 
to buy their product at a price that would rees_tablish its pre­
war purchasing power. They would not be compelled to sell to 
this new buyer unless it was found advantageous to do so; 
therefore it is quite obvious to the fair-thinking person that the 
bill provides a real and substantial benefit to this class of co­
operntive~marketing associations. 

The second class, the local cooperative elevator and coopera­
tive-marketing organizations of this type, have never done 
more, nor have ever attempted to do more, with but few excep­
tions, than purchase the grain of their community and deliver 
it to a commission house at the terminal market for sale to 

• 
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t.he. large- ~rminal gr.;i..in doolers1 or: the miUers thein#>(;)lv.es. 
I.nasmucll as the acU:v.itie.~ of tb.e McNar.y-Baugen bUl dQ ~ot 
propo~ to e;x:tend beyond n few basic mai:kets, &g~in it is quit~ 
obvious that their activities would only be too :grGviding ot an 
add1tional buyer at the. ratei price. This wo'Qld assure ~ 
country elev.ato~ of $ substantial market. and obv.iat& to a vei:1 
high degree tbe neceuity for hedging. 

Under the Mc.Nary~Haugen bill the eountry elevator will be 
n.ble to operate witlwut the ex.pensive> and uncei:tain hedge, 
whicll .. wm permit it to operate to a. much bett~ adv1U1.tag,e 
than heretofore and on a very. small m"rgin o! profit. BY, giv­
ing_ a larg& net return to memOO!'s the eooperatives will· b~ 
strengtben"d... 

In my. own State- of Michigan Ji believe we bave one of the 
most succe~aful cooperative - organizations. thnt tbe United 
States knows, namely, ou:i: Miehigan Potato Growers' Asso-­
clatipn. Before oul· '!ammittee there· eame officials of that 
Qrganization who said, that COQpe:rative marketing was. a fine 
system so far as It bad to d<> with collecting.,, with standartii:a­
ing,. anU. with the grading. of the products,, possibly eoUectiug 
them in as J~u;ge an organization as a state-wide organizaition; 
but that when Y-OU went aero~s State boundary "lines, tben JOU 
tan into diffictlltY~ The McNary-Haugen bill would obviat-e 
that difficulty by making the market tile same :foi:. all cor 
operative organizations the country over. It would. obviate 
tp.e. jeulot1,S1e~, .which sometime~ develop bet.weea coope:i:atl:ve 
organiz"tiol!ls when their p-.rQducts get into interstate commexce 
antl come into competition. 

Mr. VOIGT. Will tbei geptle.IQan y.ield? r will' Y.ield the 
gentleman some time tf he will answer a f-e;w questions .• 

Mr. K]lTQI!AM. 1 will be glad to. do that. ti! the gentleman 
will Just allow me-to jjnishi these- paragnaphs. 

'llhe third type ot cooperatives enumerated1 the pooling &$SO· 
cU.t.Uons, hn ve been in operation foUl' years, . and theJI will 
ba:o.<lle from tbe 1923,. Cl?OP less than 4 , per cent of. the total 
}U'OCl.uction. The. purpose o:fi a.i pool. is orderly. muketmgi that 
a better pri~~ level Wl:l!l be sustained~ When the-price is made 
i,Q. LiverpoQl, the im:Jj)Ossibilltyr to develDpi a pool sufficient in 
volume and cohesi v.enesa ma.tQr-illil~ to. affect that price is 
i-eadily n.pparaut. 'lilJ.1s fact is, well understood by tb@· farmerB 
~mselves, and the1·~fore they. lla.ve been. uiuihle to sea the 
full aclvanta,ge of tb.e pooling m~vement. an.cl! have not joined 
in l,'l;llY considerable nUlllber~ . 

It is the pooling Ol'gani!i'lations . that ha.ve- first realized this 
ll,nd have. therefore i1lter~ted 1 themselves in legislation such 
as tb.e M.QNar~-H~ugen bill pitovides· with , the biopa that there 
U\ig)lt be· a seg,negation of! the surplus from tbe dt>mestic supply 
aqd tbe~eby an oppurtunit~ provided for looneficia1, operation~ 
which is the one thing that will b,ving al>Qut, tbeir re<[ui!red 
gro,wth. 

There ar.e :L4 Stat~ ·DO<>lin8 assodati~ handling wheat. 
Nine Qf these are memb~~ of the Americim W.beail G:irow&s' 
Associatjon, an.d these nine ba ve devoted t.heii: attention fair 
the past six months in a , v~y. material "may to the enaetment 
ot. . the legU;lation the McNary.-Baugen bill prQv·itle,&· Of tbe 
1·ema.i.ning, five tlle o:flic01:s of one and tllt\' farm organizati@n 
that sponsors it, namely, the Kansas State Flll'-me.rs~ Uni&n, 
aire devoting their atten,tion to . the tu.rtherance Qf, this l~gis­
latio:n. Twu othe,r~ namelY,, Ute Kaasa-s Wheat Grow:erSi' Asso· 
ciation and the Oklahoma Wheat Gro.wers' Association aH 
btvorable t-o the. bill. It is further known. that the present 
board ot directoJ,"s- of the Oklahom~ W.heat Growers' A.ssociar 
t,ton refused to acquiesce in t.he action. o.t thair. predecessors in 
opposing the bill. It is. fui.:1;11.er intereaUng to note that, at 
~O. meeting~ lleld in Oklahoma a.ttended by fanners, man:yi of 
whom were members of the Okla.llomia Wheat Grawe-rs' 
A.ssociation, in 18- of the meetings the bill wa.s indorsed and 
in 16 of the 18 without a dissenting vote. The, two remaining 
associations, the ~exas Wheat Growers' Association and the 
New Mex,ico Wheat G1·owers' Associat,ion, have to-da.y in­
dorsed the bill. 

Qooperati'v.e mal'l~ting OTierates in a field aside fr0m that 
in which the corp(}r3itiou created by the MeNary-Haugen bill 
wouJ,d <>pe~te. The principal function for cooperative market­
ing, in its present. state o:f organization and for tbe ' five-year 
period at least, is to provide more direct and more economieal 
distribution from the farm to the terminal markets, and there­
fore, inasmuch as o.peration of the McNary-Haugen bill would 
extend beyond terminal ma.;rkets, there is no conflict with co­
operative marketing. The opp.ortuniUes. for benencial service 
with the s.mplus taken. care of through an export corporation 
woold be' much greater than at present, and it would cause. co­
operative marketing associations tQ prosper and grow in ~ way 
that they have neve1~ been able t<i> heretofone. 

It is uuhol:r airgument to sa.y that <Ji.stress, mu.st· p:itevaU to 
make the farmer inte.i'ested in <loopc11atien. It is unjust and 
highly. erroneous. to state that low ni·ices must prevail to permit 
cooperative marketing to develop. The f&cts are the fulancla.lly 
independent farmer i~ the only. one· wba can devel<>p the co­
operative movement. 

The cooperative mu,rketlng. associ~tions themselves handling 
the commodities specified' · in the bill are the ones. who are 
largely responsible fo,; the bill a1;ut the ones who. are giving it 
the greatest suvport. They un_clerstand and fully realize tllat 
they can best succeed through the aid of this legislation, and 
therefore it seem~ foolish to g.i,ve heed to those who would op.­
pose it on the g,round that it might retard the growth of. co-: 
operative marketiog. 

Another thing which cooperative marketing associations. have 
discovered is that farmers who are in financial distress are poor 
coo~erators, not because they do, nqt want to cooperate, but 
because they find it impossible to do so. Their crops are 
mortgaged; therefore they must be sold in accordance with the 
reqµirements of the mortgag_e. Their creditors are :µressing 
them for the na~ent of obligations~ necessitating dumping of 
their :i;>roduct on tb,e market for an:y price available. Farmers 
in this condition, whfch at present Le;; the co.ndition o:f the ma­
jority, find it impossible to support their cooperative marketing 
associations in the . manner that they must be supported if 
their. association,s are to suc;ceed. and -bring about beneficial 
results. 

At this point I desire to call Y..OUr attention to the repo~ 
of the committee in reference to the effect of tllis bilL upon 
cooperaUve marketing. oi:ganizations: On pa~es 42 and 43 you 
will ftnd'. the followin~. ~ 

E,.~G't UPON COQPE&A'.CIVE 11URKlilTlNG · OR.QAl'fIZATIONS 

Only, two trulJ<' cooperative organizations hav~ opposed the McNaFy· 
Haugen bUl. Oillcem of th()se' organlaations are now> taking steps 
toward res.<?inding their former action, which'. was based upon misun­
der&tanding1 o:l the bill, both· as to fa«ts involved and ae to the 
method& and charactev of operation. 

This bill is: 8J stimulant and eomplement f<>r co(}peratlTe mark-eting 
a.ad not by. any means a deterrent;. It reaches directly at the surplus 
di.1fb::ulties ofl American wming, au undertaking which marketing 
alil~idl.tiou are not DDW in a position to accomplish. W1tbout ·such 
gQvernmental usistance . as1 i& provilde4 by. this ~sure, cooperative 
marketing associations for export surplus crops must eventually fail 
to, seeurei . that whic:h :is1 vitall)' neeeSBary for their member~hiir-Iegiti­
DU\te prieee. fur these creps. With a:sststfl.n~ such as i.s provided by 
tbe b:lll ,commodity ora.anizations wm develop and thrive• Theil! 
membership will be recruited from producers whose ftnanciat &trttil'8 
aJ;'e , in, a .Qea1thY.J cGndition aJJd; wJlOse. knowledge of the benefits of 
oi:gani~~D will b,ave, bee.u b.roadelllled tAt'ougb: participa.tion in the 
refjults Q~tained bY. the ex;port corporation.. 

The bill does not opp~ ceoper:ation. in tbe Jea:st. It foit-eH, en­
CQurag~.. aJ1.d mak.el:'li cooperation genuinelY pos~ible1 lt. enable#-1 it 
to. ~roQ.u.ce. the n,ecessary result.$. It affQrds a ma.i::l;line . arouna wh~ch 
marketing associations can be constructed aµ.d d,ev-elo.ped '\¥lt~l, witb. 
greatly increased membership, they can carry on when the tempo!;'ary 
emergency conditions, to be tideft. ov~r by the bill, have end~d. These 
facts• a.re recognized by the lenders- of· the cooperativ~ mal"ketfog 
movement. 'l'bey are also recogni~ed by that element of the grai'n 
trade· that opposes. coopenatlon Uoth in season and- aut and are an 
1mp4>rtant re.ason fol' its opposition to the McNary-Haugen bill. Gen­
eral farm• organir,ations and marketing• associations in large numbeFs 
are found listed amongi the sapporte~s.- of- the measure. 

NQw, may I con~lude my statement with one obsex.vatiQn 
which comes from my o.wn perso.nal expetience? lt was my 
privile,g~ for. a. n,urober of :years to. be very actively identi,tied 
with one of the leading farm organizations of the country, and 
in that connection to ha.¥e the responsibility of organ~in.g co­
operatives iu the very, early days of the movemen~ in Michig;an. 
'l;be great PiJ:Oblem wl;tich confronts _all those organ.izutions iS 
the prohlem of. the ultimate market. How aniYone can picture-­
any danger to thes~ cooperative oi:ganizaUo:us. by having a. 
steady: market at. a 1.)etter p~ice as. the ultimate end of their 
own cooper11tive mov-ements is more than I am able to under:­
etand. It seems to me that it would in a very large measure 
encourage the men who bave been rather negligent about jom. 
ing these cooperative organizations. They will say~ "When. we 
get tG>gethe~ and have our local assoc.iation,s attend to the lucal 
collecting, g;rudjng, and processing, thus saving one cominission 
to b,e paid to somebody; else and sharing the result of that 
among ourselvef3, then we know we b,uv.e this ultimate market 
at a better i)rice than we had before." It seems to, me tb,a~ 
every encouragement should. be given to the men for a more 
complete UIUlerstanding and. a more widely extended organiza,. 
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tion of cooperatives, a.nd I believe this bill will do this very Mr. VOIGT~ Now, then, are we. not ba£k at this point: The 
thing. To g()l bad to the best ans.wen of all, it is not what you pri.me objeet of tbe farm cooperatives is. to get the farmer a 
may think about it, n0r w.bat I may thi.n.k a.bout it, but 1t is. · bett~r price. 
what the folks who are members 01: these· organizations them- Mr. KETCHAM. Yes, sir. 
selves think about it. So in eonelusion l do want to present Mr. VOIGT. That being true, wha.t ia the object of a farmer 
just this little ~tatement. I have· here 1n m1 hand-&1D.1i I will partieipating in the cooperative organization. if thtte. is only one 
not take time to read it-a statement signed by two- men repire- Go.vermnent price? ' 
senting the tw6 largest c()()j)el"a;tiv.e movements in the- United Mr. KETCHAM. Far the simple- reason. that i1 he does not 
States at this moment,, both of whom give- thi!ir hearty and en,.. have his cooperative organization and. it is handled by S<>me 
tbusiastic indol'sement to the McNary~Haugen bill, believing other man than himself-inasmuch as the price is not fixed that 
that it shows the way out. The first-and I am glad to present the farmer shall receive-he- will ne>t have an opportunity to 
tbeilr names-is Mr. John G. Brown, president of the· Nati-0nal get the largest return po.ssil>le. He still needs the coopet·ativa 
Livestock Prodru:!ers' Association,, th~ largest cooperative live- to lessen the expense- ol local handling. 
stock marketing organtzation in the country. M.r. VOIGT~ If the Government corporation fixes. an abso~ 

This organtzati€m, together with the otlaer coopel"ative live- lute price, what would be the objeet of the farmer cooperating 
stock marketing Of"ganizations, that were represented before in an. endeavo1· to. get a better p:riee? 
the Agricultural Committee 1n behalf of the MeNary-Haugen Mr. KETCHAM. Simply to get the bl.l'gest possihle ehare of 
bill, handled over $200,000,000 worth of livestock m their the ratio prke. back into hi~ own pocket, just as he does now 
IMmbelis during the year 1923. The other signature ls tha.t: In his cooperative organizations. 
of a. gentleman who has been referred to several times tbi8. 1 Mr. VOIGT. He could not do it if there, wa.s only one 
afternoon, Mr. George C. Jewett,. general manager of tbe Government price.. 
American Wheat Growers, As8'lci:ated,. rep;l!'esenting the Co- Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
operative Wheat l\1arketing Associati-oot in the States of the Mr. KETCHAM. I will b.e glad to yield. · 
Northwest. Tbeir indO!"Sement ls substantial a.nd enthusiastic, Mr. PURNELL. May I ask the gentleman a q~stio.n? 
and speaks the la.st word~ in my opinioo, as t<> whether or not Mr. KETCHAM. So fall' as I am concel'1led. 
cooperative orgamizations will ~ harmed: by the enactment Mr. P"!JRNELL.. Let us ass~e there ~ juu ene Go.vern-
of the McNary-Haugen bill fApplause.1 ment price. Through cooperation, according to- the gentle-

Mr. VOIGT. 1 will yield the gentleman. two minutes if. he man's own. theory. and according to. my own theory. you would 
will consent to. answ~ a few questions. , get a greater portion of that Government price. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I will be glad to hav~ the opportunl.ty · Mr. VOIGT. The gentle~an has already said that the 
to. undertake t& answer them. Ji will czertaincy answer them object o! cooperation was. to narrow the spread be.tween the 
H 1 can but i'f. l can :r.wt I wJll frankl:y say so. , l}l"Oducer and consumer; but if you have a G.o.ve!"nment cor­

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman , from Michigalli is r~g- 1 poratron which stands ready to pay a price. and there Ui ollly 
nized for two additional minutes. · . 1 one price,. how can too fai:mer cooper.ate t£>. get a better· pri~? 

Mr. VOIGT. nie. gentleman has made a very. interesting j [Applause.] 
argument as to how this bill will affect tile cooipeyative move- I The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlemBlli .from Michigan! 
ment. Will the gentleman concede that the ultimate1 purpos& has again expired. 
o.f coopeiraUon &.m-ODg fa~ i.s to secure a better price? Mr VOIGT.. I yield the gentleman.. two mlnutes-100re. Does 
Mr~ KETCHAM. I should say there are twe aime;, as I , the gentleman know Qf any labor orgamzatim which has in­

see it. T.he first~ of course:, and the· most important, is the dorse.d the McNary-Haugen bUl? 
ultimate price_ Second,. the. cutting down o:f tbei operations that Mr. KETCH.AM.. I have sJ..mply the statemeDts and the in­
start with the taking of too grain. to the ftrst man woo dOl"Bement which I read just a :few DKIJQeDta age. I do not 
handles it,, doing away with ev:e:ry possible expense, and bring-- know whether the gentleman. beard them. or not. T.bey were. 
ing back to tllose who pai:tidpe.te· a I~ share: of the net N-- from representatives of labor organ.tzntiOllS. , 
turn. I should say that the aim ls both to secure a. higher l\fr. VOIGT.. Has any labor oI'g1.Ulfzation. whatever taken 
price and to reduce expenses. The coml>ined result will be any o.tnclal action fn.dorsing this bill that the gentleman. 
mo1·e money coming ba~k JntG tlle, pockets of the meD who knows of? 
unite in the cooperative organizati-on. M.r. KETCHAM.. 1 caii. ooly state- that my re<.'flll.ecl.hm ts. 

Mr. VOI~T. The secood purpose-the gentle.man s:peaks about,, that one o! the :representatives stated that ~Y definite Mtioo. 
of narrow.mg the spread. between the p:roducer and the ooir of their executive committee---
s~r, ~a far as the far.mer is. eon~emed is to get a. better. lk .. YOIGT.. Does. the. gentleman kno-w whether the Ameri-
pri.ce. iB it not? can. Federation Gt Labol- has indor.sed this bill? 

Mr. KETCHAJ.L Will the gentleman say that again'l M.r., KE~CHAM. I can not say wlw~ ill. their national 
Mr. VOIGT. I say that. the gentleJilJ:'n names two pur:poses. organiiation they have ta.ken :termal adion, but they gav-e. 

for which cooperatives exI.St Now, it seems ,t? me that the th.i~ measure their. indorsement th.rougbi t:Beir lflgislative repre­
second purpose which he names-he says the :prune purpose iS. Selltatiye. 
to get a better price, and the second purpose he says. is to Mr. VOIG'F. Is it not a tact that some ot· thel:le labor organi­
narrow the spread between the producer and the consumer. zatiowi.,. through tlaebr officers· eame before the- committee and 
Now, too. purpose- of' that is· t& get 8! better price for the- pro- made the statement that they would ·!av.or· ·ltJly bill whi-ch 
ducer, is it· not? would give the fennel' an additlonlll price, em did' not indm-se 

Mr. KETCHAM. Wen, t1 the gentleman wm just pardon me, any particular measure?- Jis not that troe as: t0o what trans­
l may BB:Y t& the Members of the Hou-se that the gentleman. pired before the committee? 
:from Wisconsin Is.. a very astute 1'8.wyer and direct answers to Mr. KE'li'OHA.l\( :Mr Wallace as I ~11 gave his lndo.rse­
-!1is questi-0ns sometimes lead one to admissions he ~ld not IW?llt •. specifieally t() t:Ms measw.!'e, and the 'general statement 
mten.a to make-, and so 1! am sim.pl'y going to answer his qnes- was that they indorsed any prineiple thai would bring to the 
tion m my own way. farmer a larger return for his product,. w.hleh is the- aim and 

Mr. VOIGT. ~f course, if' the g.entleman does not want to purpose of this bill. 
answer the question-- Mr. HAUGEN. Will the gentleman yield? I will read from 

Mr. KETCHAM. I just want to answer yolll" question in my Mr. Wallue's statement. 
own way. Mr. VOIGT. No; I can not yield just D6Wr 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan Mr. KETCB.Al\L Here is a definite statement by Mr. 
has again expired. Edgar Wallace, after referring to another bill and being in 

l\Ir. VOIGT. I yield the gentleman three minutes more. support of that, "Now, I am appearing in favor <>1 the MeNary-
The. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan is recQg- Haugen bill." Thai is. ?tlr. Edgar Wallace, rep.resenting the 

nized for three additional minutes. American Federation of Labor. 
Ur. KETCHAM. I will simply say again that one object The CHAIRMAN. The. time of the gentleman from Michi-

of cooperatives, as T see it, is to lessen the cost of gathering gan has again e.xi>ired. 
together in a local way and in the local communities all the Mu. VOIG~. I yield the gentleman another mi.nut~ MY. 
P.roducts that are marketed by that association. Chah·man" I want to- say tliat I undeatand tl1e secretary ot 

Mr. VOIGT. And the object of t.hat,. in turn. is to give the the American Federation of Labar a few· days. ago wrote a 
farmer a greater share of the spread letter in wbk.b. he stated that that 01.-ganization had n()t in-

Mr. KETCHAM. To get more money back into his. poekets; do.rsed this bill. I do not want an;v misuauerstand1ng on that 
yes, sir. score.. 
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:Mr. KETCHAM. I can only quote his own testimony given 
in the record as it was given before tlle committee. [Applause.] 

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield 20 minutes to the gentle· 
man from Minnesota [Mr. LABsoN]. 

l\Ir. LARSON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the first blll I 
voted for when I became a Member of this House was the 
agricultural emergency tariff bill. Since thRt time I have 
voted, without exception, for every agricultural relief measure. 
I come from the great agricultural State of Minnesota. This 
may have something to do with causing me to support these 
various farm measures. I have no apology to make for hav· 
lng supported them. In voting for them I thought I was pro· 
moting the general welfare of the whole Nation. I have never 
taken consciously a provincial view of my duties as a Con­
gressman. I have been elected by the voters of the eighth 
congressional district of Minnesota, but I am here attempting, 
as best I can, to legislate for the entire country. 

Agriculture is the Nation'.s basic industry. Upon it depends 
the prosperity of the Nation. That is so obvious that it 
is· axioma.tlc. The farmer is the mainstay of the country. I 
am an individualist, but I believe that the Government should 
do '~bat it legitimately can to promote the prosperity of the 
farmer. Such legislation is not, strictly speaking, class legisla­
tion for its benefits redound to the general well-being of the 
country at large. We all, more or less, share in the farmer's 
prosperity, and also, I may add, we all suffer economically 
when the farmer suffers. We are all, so to speak, a part of 
the same economic and business organism. · 

That is the attitude of mind with which I approach the con­
sideration of the McNary-Haugen .bill. The truth ls I was more 
or less biased in favor of the measure because of its avowed 
purpose to benefit the farmer. But after I had studied it I 
had to come to the conclusion that it ought not to become a 
law. I shall not vote for it, although I come from a State 
that is said by the proponents of the bill to need the proposed 
legislation. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLAN'l'ON. Will the gentleman yield?' 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. Not now. My judgment is that 

instead of benefiting the farmers of my State it would ulti­
niately work great injury, not only to them but to the State 
and to the entire Nation. I know that there are many organiza­
tions in my State that have lndorsed th.ls bill. It may be tliat 
among them is a labor organization. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. Not just now. Some men who 

stand high in so-called big business have indicated that they 
favor this measure. That a bill is supported by large numbers 
does not always mean that it bas great merit. 'l'hese men may 
not have given the matter thorough consideration. It is not 
a dlfllcult matter to secure the passage of a resolution by almost 
any organization of citizens for or against any legislative blll. 
It is easy· to manufacture public sentiment by carrying on a 
well-directed propaganda. People are too busy, or perhaps 
intellectually too indolent to do their own thinking. They are 
glad to accept the conclusions of others on almost any subject 
however important. The criticism is not confined to the so-· 
called hol pollol. A brief explanation of the purposes of this 
very bill made by one of its most ardent supporters to the chief 
executive of one of the greatest railroads in this country, 
persuaded that executive to indorse this measure. Do you 
think it ls -possible for any railroad executive or any big busi­
ness man or any college professor to be able in a brief period 
of an hour or two to grasp even the essentials of this measure 
so that he may be justified in recommending its passage by the 
Congress of the United States? 

I will say that without long and deep study, thorough con­
centration, no man, however great as an intellectual giant 
he may be, can reach an intelligent judgment on the merits 
and demerits of this most important, most complicated, most 
intricate, most revolutionary legislative proposal. The pro­
po8e<l corporation may do a business involving a capital of 
hundreds of millions of dollars, and engage in the operation of 
eomplfcnted and world-wide business transactions. 

Why. 1t took at least four months for the members of the 
Agricultural Committee of the House to come to some definite 
conclusion as to what kind of a measure should be presented 
to this House. This committee bad before it a large number 
of witnesses, many of whom, no doubt, were competent by 
reason of their experience and study to give the committee 
valuable testimony in regard to the merits or demerits of the 
proposed legislation. Yet notwithstanding this committee had 
four months in which to consider this measure,· the committee 
Is divided as to the kind of a measure, if any, that should be 
presented for our consideration. I will make this statement 

without fear of successful contradiction that no memher of 
this committee can stand up and honestly assert that he knows 
how this proposal would work fn actual experience. It is a 
speculation; it ls a wlld venture that may result in a business 
depressi_on from which it would take years to recover. The 
propo~ents of the l\IcNary-Haugen bill are urging us to venture 
upon an uncertain and uncharted sea without rudder and with­
out compass. Where it would land us after five years have 
passed God only knows. It looks to me like a shipwreck be­
fore we would get very far on the stormy and turbulent sea. 

Why do I think so? Time does not permit me to enter into 
an exhaustive consideration of the reasons for my conclusion. 
I shall briefly give you some of the conclusions I have arrived 
at through thoughtful and unbiased consideration of the bill. 

If there is a real agricultural emergency, it is not so serious 
as to justify the proposed revolutionary experiment. The agri­
cultural depression is being solved by the operation of natural 
economic laws. There has been considerable talk about the 
failure of banks, and unless we read with discrimination we may 
reach the conclusion that nearly every bank in the Northwest 
is about to close its doors. If we take seriously the state­
ments of the calamity howlers, we may think that no bank in 
Minnesota or the Dakotas or in Montana is safe; that the bank­
ing business in those States is shot to pieces; that a great finan­
cial collapse in the Northwest is imminent and certain. What 
are the facts? It is true that some banks have gone to the 
wall, but the fact is that they were mostly shoestring concerns 
that never ought to have existed at all. I say most of theru 
were such, not all. Their banking methods were unsound. 
They probably tried to overreach during the period of inflation, 
and when the period of deflation came they could not weather 
the storm. The records show that before the collapse of 1920 
came there were 3,875 banks in the ninth Federal reserve dis-
trict, altogether too many for sound banking. · 

North Dakota, the State so ably represented in part by my 
friend, Mr. BUllTNEss, who ls so zealously advocating tbe pas­
sage of this bill, has five banks where one would have been 
sufficient, based on the ratio of the population per bank fo1· 
the United States as a whole. South Dakota has four, l\Iontann 
has three, and my own State of l\Iinnesota has twice as many 
as the national average. The fact is that the region involY"ed is 
overbanked. ·The newly established banks had to get business. 
That meant the oft'ering of ·more ·liberal loans to the farmers 
and merchants. · That in turn accelerated and increased the 
lnfiation. When the crash came in 1920 these banks had to go. 
That was 1ne\'itable. But the situation ls becoming normal. 
Let me quote what :Mr. John H. Rich, chairman and Federal 
reseITe agent of the Federal reserve bank of 1\Iinneapolls, says 
in -a very excellent and exhaustive statement on the economic 
position of agriculture in the northwest8l'n grain-raisin·g States. 
I ask you gentlemen to listen to · this, and then say whether 
there is a real agricultural e~ergency, at least in Minnesota~ 

So thoroughly has the process worked itself out that wheat acreage 
has all"eady been brought back by elimination to nearly a normal basis, 
while in banking, in merchandising, and In the distribution of goods the 
volume of service has been brought in right relation to the necessities 
of the population. 

That ls the testimony of a man whose business it is to know 
the farming, and especially the banking, situation of the terri­
tory inhabited ·bY those whose interests the McNary-Haugen 
blll advocates are pleading I am not impugning the veracity-of 
those who are trying so hard to write the word "Failure•• all 
over the Northwest, but personally I prefer to rely upon the tes­
timony of Mr. Rich, because his means of acquiring accurate 
and reliable know1edge are more extensiY"e and better than are 
the means of those who are constantly howling everywhere and 
on all occasions that the great Northwest is about to fail; that 
it is going to the demnltion bow wows. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minne­
sota has expired. 

Mr. VOIGT. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 10 min­
utes more. 

l\fr. WEFALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleruan yield? 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. A little later. l\Iind you, l\Ir. 

Rich is not seeking political office from the masses. He is in a 
position to give us the unvarnished, the unbiased proof regard­
ing conditions in the Northwest. 

l\Iuch has been s1tid in regard to the fa.ilu1·e of the farmers. 
It has been stated that the farmers in great numbers are 
voluntarily or involuntarily abandoning their farms an<l seek­
ing other means of livelihood. It is true that a great many 
men engaged in farming haye failed to make good as farmers. 
The number of failures has been exaggerated, however. 1\lany 
of them would have failed even if no deflation had come. 
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Everyone ean not farm successfully. Farming requires 1nteUi­
gence, hard work, thrift, forethought, good health, and, most 
of all, business ability. All men do not possess these econ-0mic 
virtues. Some are ignorant, some are lazy, some are shiftless, 
some are unhealthy, some lack ordinary business experien<!e 
and business sense, and such are bound to fail sooner or later. 
They can not make a success. They can not become successful 
farmers by congressional legislation 01' by presidential procla­
mation. When the Government assul.'es us equality of oppor­
tunity, it has done all that tt can do and all that it ought to do. 

Another objection to this McNary-Haugen bill is that the 
plan proposed would aggravate the situation by· stimulating 
overproduction. To my mind that is as simple as a, b, c. It 
is as certain as the day follows the night. When a price is 
fixe<l by the Government which is sufficient to guarantee to the 
farmer a profit in the sale of bis agricultural products, is it 
not reasonable to suppose that the farmer is not going to take 
any chances on raising something about which there ls an 
uncertainy as to whether he will get a profit, but wi1l rather 
devote his energies and his time to raising something for which 
he will receive a guaranteed price sutliclently high to com­
pensate him for the expenditure of his time and energy. Ah, 
you say that moral persuasion will be used to prevent him from 
increasing his wheat acreage. . 

When has that moral persuasion ever succeeded? Do you 
know of any price-fixing scheme in history where there was oot 
an overproduction as a result of the price fixing? Such bas 
been the case everywhere it has been tried. It would be so if 
this bill should become a law. Instead of solving the probl~ 
which is created by reason of the fact that the1-e is overprodU<!­
tion, you are going to aggravate the difficulty of the problem. 
You are going to have even more overproduction than you 
have now. 

If this bill should pass it would increase the already too high 
cost <>f living, and thereby cause popular discontent and bring 
about a vicious circle which would finally end in collapse. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, w1ll the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. LARSON of Minnesota. In a moment. It would retard, 

if not entirely destroy, the present agricultural cooperative 
movement. Did you gentlemen get the significanee of the ques­
tion that was propounded to the forme~ speaker, Mr. KETCHAM, 
of Michigan, regarding the purpose of these cooperative soci­
eties? The ultimate purpose, of course, ls to get the highest 
possible price, and in order to get such a price, of rourse, they 
have to eliminate the unnecessary waste ca.used by the intru­
sion of the unnecessary middkman. But if the Government 
gives the farmers the highest price possible, why indulge In any 
cooperative movement voluntarily? They would cease to exist. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. No. That seems to me to be 

true beyond any question. Although I own a farm, I am not 
a farmer--

Mr. CLAGUE. The gentleman has proved that. . 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. Oh, you can not always ten 

what a man ls by looking at him, and that reminds me of n 
little story which I must tell on myself. A couple of years ago 
when I was campaigning I stopped 1n a small town in my dis­
trid for a little time, waiting for my tin llzzie to be repaired. · 

I was sitting down in front ·of the only h"otel when I was in­
troduced to a young man of about 22 years -0! age. I found out 
Ht talking with him that he had lived for some years in Con­
stantinople and it was about the time when tbe Near East 
crisis was on. I began to talk with him about what was happen­
ing over there. I found out that he was a very intelligent fel­
low, who had been a student at Robert College and spoke Turk­
ish, Greek, Russian, French, German, and what not, and after 
we had exhausted the subject he said casually, "I can tell by' 
looking at a man just what he ls." I said, u Is that so? Can 
you ten me what I am'?" "Yes." Then I sort of spruced up 
and made myself appear as much as I could like a real states­
man, and I said, " You take a goE>d look at me anc1 tell me what 
I am." He said, " It is not necessary, I have been talking with 
you for a half hour." "What am I?" He said. "You are a 
barber." [Laughter.] I may have demonstrated to the satis­
faction of my friend from North Dakota [Mr. BURTNEss] that 
I am not a farmer nor an agricultural economist, but only a 
barber who has attempted to express some ideas on this ·com­
plicated McNary-Haugen bill. Now, to return to my subject~ 
It woulc not only utterly destroy the present agricultural coop­
erattve movement, 1t would probably wreck the present machin­
ery evolved as a result of years of experience for the economi­
cal and efficient distribution of marketing our agricultural 
pl"oducts. 

For a time it might destroy our fOl'efgn markets for our ag.ri­
cultural products, especially our market for wheat, by 

cnusing the European governments to invoke countervailing, 
antidumping laws. I know 1t has been denied, but it seems to 
me just as inevitable as night follows day that it we under· 
take to dump our SUTplus products on the ' European market, 
Canada is going to object, Australia is going to object, India is 
going to object, and England, which desires to be on friendly 
terms with her colonies, 1s going to invoke her antidumping law, 
and then we will be in a position with an enormous surplus ot 
wheat that we can not dispose of. In Jdditlon to that it might 
lead to international strife and discord. 

It is a price-fixing scheme; you can call it what you please. 
History shows--· 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired:· 
l\lr. LARSON ot Minnesota. May I have two additional 

minutes? 
Mr. VOIGT. I yield the gentleman two additional minutes. 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. History shows that never has· 

a government price-fixing scheme worked successfully. You 
can appeal to ancient history or modern history, wherever gov­
ernment price fixing has been tried it has collapsed, to the 
serious detri.rn.ent of the nation which undertook to try it. They 
have all ended that way. It never has been done, and lt never 
wijl be done. The natural law of economics can not be long 
frustrated by government edict. 

I do not, Mr. Chairman, · impugn the motives of those who 
advocate the passage of this bill. They are sincere. I do not 
question their sincerity. For some of them I have a very high 
personal regard, but so were those who tried price fixing be­
fore. They, too, were sincere. So were the greenbackers who 
tried to cure the economic ·ms which followed the Civil War. 
They were sincere. So were the free silverttes in 1896. So 
were Lenin and his disciples, who almost have ruined Russia 
economicall,y by government intrusion in business. They were 
sincere. The proponents of' the McNary-Haugen bill are sin­
cere, but that_ fact, if it becomes a law, would not lessen one 
bit the damage that would result therefrom to American agri­
culture or American business generally. [Applause.] We have 
become the greatest and the richest and the most powerful 
nation 1n the world by . encouraging individual lnitlatfye 8.I\d 
p·rtvate enterprise arid by keeping wide open the doo? of equality 
and opportunity. . 

The CHAIRMA..~. The time of the gentleman hal!I expired . 
Mr. VOIGT. I yield the gentleman two additional minutes. 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, let Russia 

experiment with government intrusion 1n business,· but let us 
follow tlie safe and tried course that has brought our Nation 
to its acknowledged position of preeminence among the nations 
of the world. [Applause.] · 

l!r. EV ANS of Montana. Will the ~tleman yield? 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. I will. 
"llr. EVANS of l\Iontana. Does the gentleman think the doo~ 

<Jf' equal opportUBlty ls kept open in this oountry when we 
maintain a tariff bill such es we have now and decline to do 
anything for the agricultural interests? 

Ml'. LARSON of Minnesota. In the ftrst place, we have ru>t 
declined to do anythhi.g for the farmers. .As I said in the 
opening of my remarks, the first bill I TOted for was the 
agricultural emerge.ney tariff' l>ill. Since then I have voted 
for a dozen or more bills, the objeet-- . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time ot the gentleman hn.s expired. 
l\Ir. VOIGT. I yield the gentleman two additional minut~s. 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. The object of which was to 

beneiftt agriculture, and all these measures, as I recall it, 
have been enacted. I do ·not claim and nobody claims that 
there is perfect equality of opportunity in this land. There 
can not be; our Government is bum.an made ; it is therefore 
not perfect; but we have more equality and opportunity in 
the United States of America and under the American flag 
than under any other' government in the world. That is what 
r maintain. 

Mr. EV ANS, ot MoE.tana. There is no question about that. 
· Mr. :RUBEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WBF.ll.D]. 

Mr. WEFALD. Mr. Ohairmn.n. I had not intended to take 
the floor at tllis time, but I feel that somebody from the State 
of l\Iinnesata ought to say a few words right now. My good 
friend from :Minnesota [l\fr. LARsoN], who has, during the. 
last two sessions of Congress, so ably been representing the 
eighth district of Minnesota, in wWch is situated the city of 
Duluth, I am quite sure would not have delivered-I will say 
it was an able discussion from his standpoint-but I will 
say he would not haye delivered that kind of. a speech had he 
lmen n candidate far reelection. [Applause.] 

l\fr. LARSON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. WEF ALD. The gentleman did not yield to me. 
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Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. But the gentleman made a 
personal obserrntiop. . . 

Mr. WEF ALD. I made it in all kindness and in all candor. 
In the city of Duluth I am sure there is no agricultural crisis. 
rrhe city of Duluth . is where most of the grain that is raised 
in the Dakotas and Montana passes through the terminal 
elevators. I · remember the time that I .was a member of the 
State Legislature of Minnesota, and some of these bolshevistic 
farmers that the gentleman from Minnesota has so ably and 
vividly pictured to you' demanded an investigation of the 
grain business, and we found that . out of the milliQns and 
millions of bushels of grain-wheat especially-that pa8Sed 
through the elevators at Duluth-and those elevators, I am 
quite confident in my own mind, are owned, controlled, and 
operated by the close, personal, and intimate friends of Mr. 
LARsoN-we found that it was the most profitable place in the 
United States to raise wheat. 
· Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield for 
a statement? 

Mr. WEF ALD. The gentleman did not yield to me. 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. Well, I did not make any per­

sonal observations. 
Mr. WEFALD. This ls not personal; this is the truth. 

[Laughter.] We found that there were going through the ele­
vators in Duluth--

Mr. LARSON of Minnesota rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

from Minnesota rise? 
Mr. LARSON of Minnesota. I rise to ask that the gentleman 

now addressing the House permit me to make a statement. 
- Mr. WEF ALD. I decline to yield. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. WEFALD. There were twice as many bushels of No. 1 

whea·t passing out of the elevators, that · was shipped out to 
Europe, as went into them. I do not wonder that the gentle­
man from Minnesota does not take the same view of this ques­
tion that I and the other Representatives from the agricul­
tural districts of Minnesota and the Dakotas and Montana 
take. The gentleman referred to some of the northwestern 
Representatives as calamity howlers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. WEF ALD. Give me five minutes more. 
Mr. RUBEY. I yield the gentleman three additional min­

utes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog­

nized for three additional minutes. 
Mr. WEFALD. I want to ask-I will not ask the gentleman 

from Minnesota, because I did not yield to him-if, as I was 
told in a letter by some constituent of mine who wrote me 
lately in regard to a rural-mall route, that upon that mall route 
five years ago there were 150 names and there are now only 
50 names, whether in that part of the country there is an agri­
cultural crisis? ls there a man within the sound of my voice 
who will say there is not? Oh, I never dreamed that I should 
at this day and age and in this place hear the Bourbon spirit 
speak like it has spoken here when the gentleman from Minne­
sota told us that the trouble with bank failures in Minnesota 
was that there were three times as many banks as the State 
ought to have: Such speaks only the voice of Wall Street. He 
says they were shoestring banks and went bankrupt. The 
gentleman bas not been out in the agricultural districts of 
Minnesota and I do not believe be is very well informed on 
what has happened there during this last year. I can tell him 
of some banks in Minnesota that had a capital stock of several 
hundred thousand dollars and deposits that ran up -.into the 
figures of millions that have gone bankrupt. They were not 
shoestring banks at all. The gentleman told us a very funny 
story about being once mistaken for a barber. Yes; I do not 
wonder that he was at one time mistaken for a barber. Ah, I 
wonder whether there ~ a person within the sound of my voice 
who, after listening to his speech, did not think that every 
farmer in Minnesota was such that at this time he needed a 
shave and a haircut. The gentleman from Minnesota can give 
them both. Ah, it reminds me of the glorious days of old Sena­
tor Nelson, when he came out and talked to the wild-eyed and 
woolly hayseed farmers. That is what he called them. That 
was all the sympathy the farmers got from him when they com­
plained. There was agricultural distress at that time also. 
Yes; I have heard something about Russia. It has been the 
stock in trade of the new school of politician in Minnesota to 
talk about Russia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again 
e~-pired. 

Mr. VOIGT. I agreed to -yield the gentleman several min­
utes, I believe. I will yield · the gentleman three or four 
minutes, if he wishes them. 

Mr. WEFALD. I thank the gentlemt:1.n. 
The CHAIRMAN. ·The · gentleman is recognized for four 

additional minutes. 
· Mr. WEF ALD. Russia does not scare any ~an in Minne­

sota any more. We have a governor in our State who in his 
first campaign for. the governorship, went before the' people, 
and there was agricultural unrest at that tl.me. What did he 
say? He spoke about Russia; he said practically the same 
things that the gentleman said upon this floor to-day, and 
what di-0. they do to him? He was elected in his first election 
by a majority of 140,000; in the next election that was cut 
down to 14,000; and last year, in the senatorial election, he 
was defeated by a plain dirt farmer to the tune of 95,000 
votes. Ah, yes; there is an agricultural crisis in the State of 
'Minnesota, my friends. Any Member of Congress from that 
State that does not know that will be told so in the next 
election.· 

Mr. BL.ANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. WEFALD. The gentleman always gets at least five min­

utes, and I suppose I have only a minute or so left. 
l\fr. BLANTON. I want to ask the gentleman a very perti­

nent question. 
l\fr. WEFALD. Well, go ahead. 

· l\1r. BLANTON. The gentleman is a distinguished repre­
sentative of the Farm-Labor Party? 

Mr. WEFALD. Not very distinguished. 
Mr. BLANTON. Does not the gentleman know that his party 

has denounced this bill? 
Mr. WEFALD. My party? 
Mr. BLANTON. Through the president of the Farm-Labor 

Party, Mr. ·Fib.;patrick? 
Mr. WEF A.LD. Fitzpatrick lives in Texas, I think. 

[Laughter.] 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Fitzwater? 
Mr. WEFALD. He lives in Texas. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is he not your president? 
Mr. WEFALD. No~ I will tell the gentleman that I am 

glad he asked that question. My party is a political party; it -
will reach Texas in time. 

Mr. BLANTON. He is the president of the Farmer-Labor 
Party, is he not? 

Mr. · WEFALD! Just give me time to answer. I met' the 
gentleman you speak of last winter in a meeting here at which 
we discussed these farm-relief questions, and he told me that . 
the gentleman from Texas had not seen the light, but they , 
were going to make him see the light by . the next election. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. Somebody made me see the light, IJecause 
. I always see it. 

M;r. WEF ALD. · I am glad the gentleman asked me the 
question. I have here in my pocket a prepared speech that it 
would take me nearly an hour to deliver and I can not get the 
time now, but if I can get the time to deliver it, I shall show 

·the gentleman what the Democratic Party ought to do and what 
their pledges were in the last campaign, and what the Republi­
can Party's pledges were in the last campaign, and I can prove 
to this H9use that the Republican majority in this House in 
their platform in the last campaign stands pledged to pass a 
bill of this kind and nature. I do not support the bill because 
it ls proposed by my party. I am not a slave to party. I do 
what I think is right. I am not against the bill because the 
men I have been affiliated with here he.ve not suggested it. 
I am proud of the fact that my insurgent friend from Wisconsin 
[Mr. VOIGT] has delivered the ablest argument against the bill,­
because that shows that in the insurgency in this House there 
are some brains attached to it. It shows that we insurgents 
differ at times and can not be driven like sheep. But I am for 
this bill in spite of the fact that it is a Republican measure 
proposed by Republicans, and I think that a Republican Presi­
dent ought to sign it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again 
expired. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. 1\1r. Chairman, I am opposed 
to this bill and for that reason will vote against it. I regret 
that I have to vote against a bill that is said to be in the 
interests of agriculturists-the farmers of the land. I have a 
sympathy for the men who till the soil, but in that respect I 
suppose I am. no different from millions of ~ity dwellers who 
realize that we in America who live in great towns and cities 
are at the longest period but a few generations removed from 
an ancestry that in all pro!Jability tilled the soil in European 
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cou11tries aud other lands for several thousands of years. I 
regret that I have to vote against the measure that. is said to 
be in the interest of the yeomanry of our land who form the 
real foundation on which is constructed and built up all of our 
greatness and glory, or to phrase it in the language of our own 
immortal poet, a greatness and a glory that surpasses " the glory 
that was of Greece and the grandeur that was of Rome." Over 
tlte main archway of too Union Station, one of . the Capital's 
arcllitectural wonders, may be seen an inscription selected by 
President Eliot, of Harvard University, the first three lines of 
which should ever be in the minds of the statesmen, though the 
balance of that inscription is also worth remembering: 

The farm, best home of the family, main 
Source of national wealth, foundation of 
Civillzed society; the natural Providence. 
The old mechanic arts, controlling new 
Forces, build new highways f<>r goods 
And men,· override the ocean, and make 
The very ether carry human thought. · 
The desert shall rejoice and blossom 
As the rose. 

Both in the legislature of my native State, where I served the 
people among whom I was born and reared for 12 years, and 
in this the Congress of the United States I have unfailingly and 
sympathetically supported every measure that I thought might 
afford some relief . to the agriculturists of our country. I will 
coutinue to do so. as long as I serve in a public capacity or live 
in private life. But I can not support this b111. I can not vote 
for it, because I am convinced from the annihilating analysis 
made of it by m~ colleague Doctor AswELL, wherein he has 
demonstrated beyond all cavil and doubt that it will not do the 
farmer himself any good but will lead to his complete destruc­
tion after it has burdened his city wage-earning brethren to the 
point where their backs will be broken, benefiting only the 
packers and a few giant holders of agricultural commodities; 
that it is totally at variance with economic truth and is the last 
word in governmental fallacy and absurdity. I am convinced 
by his masterly, forceful, logical speech on this subject that this 
measure, if enacted into law, will ultimately lead to the un­
speakable poverty of the tiller of the son and the wage earner 
in the city, adding to the wealth only 9f those who are presently 
rich beyond the dreams of avarice. It is a measure that, with­
out being offensive in my statement of the case, is the acme of 
folly in that it ignores completely the law of demand and sup­
ply, a law as ruthless in its operation and as unceasing, in­
exorable, and unsubduable and unpreventable as the tides of the 
sea or the seasons of the year. Things perhaps ought to be, 
but, however sad it may be to come to such a conclusion, things 
are; and we do not prevent the operation of law by closing our 
eyes to the situation or ignoring that law. · 

I would not, if it were not for the persuasion of my friend 
Doctor AswELL, address the house on this btlL I am a city 
dweller, "City born and city reared, and that fact might appear 
to make tt impossible for me to understand and appreciate 
the condition of the poor countryman, farmer or agriculturist, 
as you will, who is striving to make his humble lot a little 
brighter and his country a little better for any effort that be 
may put forth ; but my colleague knows that I possess, in com­
mon with all of my countrymen, an affection for the man . with 
the hoe, who tolls from sunrise to sunset, who earns a pit­
tance, and whose only consolation is that he is still a free 
man except for his financial burdens, is a son of great nature, 
free from the artificial restraints that afllict his city brethren, 
has the open . spaces for his breathing spots, and at night the 
broad canopy of the heavens, star studded, to suggest to him 
the wonders of the universe and the omnipotence of his God. 
I wish I could offer some remedy for the financial embarrass­
ment that besets the path of the farmer. He was the first 
man on earth, and he will be the last man on earth. He wa.s 
our first kinsman, and he will be the last one of our line when 
this old earth is speeding on to its final destruction. Altering 
the lines of a celebrated sentenee in a great speech delivered in 
Congress years ago : If I could be instrumental in lifting his 
bw·dens and solving his problems, I would not exchange . the 
proud satisfaction that I would enjoy for all the triumphs that 
ever decreed to the most successful conqueror. 

Then, inasmuch as I know that no statute of any legislative 
assembly, no resolution of any lawmaker can alter or amend 
the immutable law of supply and demand, what have I to 
offer to my toiling countrymen in the fields of the land? Just 
a few observations from which he may draw a lesson that 
will in itself suggest a thought that may ripen into other 
thoughts and carry to other minds that w_hich may result in 
something that will bring about the betterment of his unhappy 

financial lot. But before I reach my suggestion, let me repeat, 
reiterate that any attempt to control, subdue, or prevent the 
operation of the great law of exchange and trade will be as 
idle, as foolish, and as barren of results a~ the pose -0f Ajax 
in the fabulous story of his defying the lightning, as the com­
mand of Canute to the ocean to stay her proud waves on the 
shores of his dominion, as the order of Joshua to the sun to 
stand still, which was tantamount to the ordering of the earth 
to stop revolving on its axis. No arttfiCial restraint imposed· 
by man can even for a moment prevent the oJ)eration of any · 
natural law, or the operation of a law springing into being 
as the result of .conditions that were· brought into existence · 
by the operation of some· other law. The universal scheme 
of things is dependent upon ·1aw, and that law is tn opera­
tion unceasingly, though we see it not, understand 1t not, · 
know it not. In the fullness of time we make the discovery 
and give its principle an· application that works for our -
individual advancement and promotes the general welfare. 
Even our great transportation problem, subject to the immuta- · 
ble law that governs all things, will solve itself by a unifica­
tion of waterways, hi~bways, railways, and airways, inescapa­
ble, unavoidable, inevitable as the result of the general growth 
that will make unerringly and irresistibly for that uniftca- · 
tion. No; we can not make men rich by congressional reso- -
lution or ·legislative enactment, so far as they will affect the 
operation of economic laws. . 

Why, gentlemen, if we could solve the problems that amict 
the agriculturalists of this country to-day wtth a price-fixing 
measure-and this is a price-fixing measure, soften the term 
as you will-the problems of the world would be settled for all 
time to come. I am absolutely convinced, I repeat, that it is 
utterly at variance with economic truth to think you can do so, 
and that you are attempting to accomplish the impossible-that 
ts, by resolution of the lawmaker to undo that economic law 
which has been .operating unceasingly night and day from the 
beginning of time, and like all law will continue to operate 
until time is no more. You can not do it, gentlemen, as much 
as I would like to see you do tt, and the fact that some of the 
ablest proponents of this measure to-day have reluctantly con­
ceded that it is not a perfect piece of legislative mechanism 
that it is subject to criticism, means nothing more or less tha~ 
if you were to attempt to put it into operation it would mean . 
unthinkable poverty for nine-tenths of the agricultural masses 
and for the vast and overwhelming majority of the city dwellers. 

The only people who would reap benefits from this bill, I re­
peat, and I can not repeat it too often, are the packers and the 
gigantic holders of commodities who would be subject to its 
provisions, or,. rather~ the beneficiaries of its provisions. The 
title has passed from the hands of the men whom you would 
aid and assist, ·and God knows I would like to see you in a · 
position to aid and assist them. I know you are sincere ; I know 
you are honest in your endeavor; but that does not render that 
efl'ort the less susceptible t.o criticism or less erroneous. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. No; I can not yield now, I re­

gret to say. 
Mr. Chairman, I am not severely analytical in my attitude to 

human existence. The lesson of life has been learned by me by 
actual observation, and it is that experience that I usually bring 
to bear in trying to solve the problems that confront me. 

Probably, in no ot.t~er city in the United States of America 
are the. inhabitants so closely related to the pe<>ple of the sur­
rounding country as we are in ·the city of New Orleans, where -
we are blood of their blood and bone of their bone and sinew ·of 
their sinew. · 

That romantic old city, situated at the foot of the river near 
the Gulf of Mexico, ts <lependent for her prosperity if not for 
her existence on cotton, sugar, and rice, so ·that the people of 
our city are really within the cousin degree of the people who 
live around us. In other words, we of New Orleans are of the 
country and for the country. Now, to the suggestion I referred 
a short while ago. Years ago when I was stenographer for a 
cotton house, I learned one of the great lessons, wllich I will 
endeavor to indicate to you in hopes that it will fall on fertile 
ground and bear some results, if not now, at some other day. 

For years the South had been obsessed by the slogan or high;. -
sounding expression "cotton is king." The humblest whlte 
man tn the South swayed by that alluring and appealing an­
nouncement refused to make any other crop than a crop of cot- · 
ton. - In fact, he did not think of the matter from any other · 
standpoint or in any other Jight. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana 
has expired. · 

Mr. VOIGT. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman from 
Louisiana 10 minutes from my time. 
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slog21..D "cotton D!I king.'' was farg6tten, and1 th~ boll weevil them Go.vemment t& give them anything~ A.111 they want• is -a 
had spparei.rtlyi ennquereck We had not dive:rsit'iea to any· fai.11;.. square dea.:C They,r want the' ~ve.mmeut to· stop· dis~:rimi­
extent. W'4!· we11m. still1 a " condensed-milk countryi with rows nart:ing a.-gainst- them. Th~ wa.nti a fuhr. sh0W. 'Jihe-y;-want ai 
running wild.." We-. are: leurnd!ng. the· grest- truths of liuman · 1 fair markett They want only · one· ll!iiddleman, not a dozen, 
eiiiSteitce, . of! the orderly and!: the wdse Watv, slowiyl but .surely; nmking:- prafi.ts: tietwQeDJ them tmd the' Cf.m8umers1 
my frien.ds.. That is the only commlation. that di'S8.stel."l ' brings I.I would vote fbr a:ny bill tb-a1i o1Iers, any sure ' relief' fo--p; 
to us lli. Clm:inDl!m, in its: wab, and that is that it teachew us agrlc.ul:tme! But I wilt not fooll fillei farmers and' stoekmen. 
s@me' valuable lessons thro.ngh.its chastening_ l!'oa· When they ask for bread.1 F wm not give· them a stoae: Ji ' will · 

Qurr. people hadi :fled ftoID.J their: fertile fileds where• theyi net help to approririate· $200,000,000'1 iD their nnllle' · oui: of' the 
raised. cetto:n only..-becaus.e -cotton was. king-as if from 81 Puhli.¢ Tree.su:ry an.d > tb:en make it possible- f-fJP· t:ttl's 3'1!u~ns: 
plague-str±elmn. rand,. fo1~ tl.urt is wha:t i8 wa.s after a11.. Fieldei sum of money· tar bei squandered by o.therB', and theni tf!X the' 
that whitened with cotton one day were w waste the next,. the' faTmers ·· andJ st0ckimen t~ muke · it geodt r wm net hol'd out 
bct1l raV'algedi byr the weevib;, ag.ruinstrw:hose. advane~ and' depied.a- make-belie>ves and then. rob them: During the eig1J'.t· years:: I 
tion we were powerless, which suggests the thought. that: the have. been.. hel'e' r have seen the Congress- 11pprop1•iate al>out 
human race- ~vd.ll be• vaD(!Jllish~ . by:- an. ih~istble ge1-m 11gainst . $70,otD,O<OO each :ree.rv irr the name of the f'arme¥s and run it 
which our guns and high expk>&iveei, will. be: useless. 0Vlel' 1 {!G. the Department' ot A-griat'1tu11e;: anu then wat..IDetl the-
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most of it expended in salaries and traveling expenses for 
swivel-chair employees; and when the overhead is compared 
with the small benefit bestowed upon the farmers and stock­
men, it reminds me of when the little boy said he would rather 
have the bite than the apple. 

Calling this McNary-Haugen bill a "farmers' relief meas­
are " does not make it so. I have found that titles to bills are 
very misleading. I have found that all of them deserve close 
scrutiny. This bill will cause to be appropriated $200,000,000 
of money out of the Public Treasury, and to get it the people 
of the United States-farmers and stockmen-will have to be 
taxed. And this money will be turned over to a Government 
corporation presided over by five directors, the chairman of it 
drawing $12,000 and the other four $10,000 each· per 3·ear, and 
from the minority report we glean that we will probably lmve 
about 50,000 extra empleyees put on the pay roll to administer 
this act. Is not that too many employees? Is not that going 
it pretty strong on increased expenses? Have the farmers 
asked that we thus spend their money? No! For in that 
petition, signed by 350,000 actual dirt farmers of the United 
States, which they sent to us Congressmen through one of the 
leaders of the Republican steering committee, published in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, they demanded of Congress that we 
must not create any more boards, that we must not create any 
more commissions, that we must not create any more high­
salaried positions, but that we must stop waste and that we 
must stop extravagance. And Congress has not yet paid any 
attention to them. 

Whr:n the distinguished gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
a:'INCHEB] was discussing this bill he was asked why the con­
sumers now had to pay just as much for pork when farmers 
are getting only 7 cents per pound, as they did when the 
farmers received almost double that price, and why all this 
profit between the producer and consumer was permitted. IDs 
reply substantially was that there ·was no provision in this 
bill designed to remedy that situation. Why is there no pro­
vision in this bill to stop these unconscionuble profits of middle­
men between the producers and consumers? .That is the only 
thing the producers are asking of Congress. Even if this bill 
were workable---which it is 11.ot-and even if it would cause 
farmers now to receive 11 cents per pound for their hogs 
instead of 7-which it will not-there is not one paragraph in 
the bill to prevent the8e same numerous middlemen collecting 
their profits over and over again above this 11 cents before the 
consumer is able to put the pork on his table. 

It would be a very easy matter, indeed, for Congress to limit 
these Intermediate profits If it wanted to · do so, but seemingly 
1t does not want to do so, for it does not. President Wilson 
recommended that Congress do so. But it did not. Why does it 
not do so? Is it a fe.ct that these middlemen have so much 
influence that they are able to prevent Congress from passing 
such a law? If this is not so, then why is it that Congress does 
not pass a law that will stop ft? 

There are many cattle and sheep in my district. My con­
stituents are vitally interested in the price of beef, mutton, 
and wool. But even the proponents of this measure must ad­
mit that this bill will not benefit these products one penny. 
Why? Simply because the bill does not operate on any product 
until there ls declared an exportable surplus of that product 
in the United States. And every posted Member of this House 
knows that we import more beef, and more mutton, and more 
wool than we export, hence there could not be declared an ex­
portable surplus on any of these three commodities, hence lt 
ts clearly apparent that this bill will not benefit any cattle 
raiser or sheep raiser one penny's worth. 

l\fr. Chairman, we are witnessing a most peculiar .situation. 
We have here a bill before us called a farmers' relief bill. 
The initial appropriation to come out of the Treasury author­
ized by this bill and which is to help the farmers ls the great 
sum of $200,000,000, and yet all of the cotton farmers all over 
the United States-and cotton is the main crop in my State-­
think so little of the bill, however much they want relief, that 
they have come in and demanded that they be left out of it, and 
they were left out. Hence no cotton farmer in the United 
States will get any relief whatever from this 'bill. Is not that 
a wonderful situation? We have a farmers' relief bill that is 
to take an initial appropriation of $200,000,000 out of the 
Treasury, with cotton farmers and cattle raisers and sheep 
raisers all needing relief, and we find that th,e blll offers none 
of them any relief whatever, and we see the Representative 
of a farmers' district, our friend from Louisiana [l\lr. ASWELL] 
on the committee, yet · fighting it. We have a farmers' relief 
bill to appropriate $200,000,000, and we find another strong 
Representative of a farmers' district, our friend from Ken~ 

' 

tucky [l\Ir. KINCHELOE] on the committee, yet fighting it. 
And we find fighting it another member of the Uommittee on · 
Agi:iculture, our "COlleague from Texas [l\Ir. JoNBS] , who rep­
resents a farming and stock-raising district. They are fighting 
to keep you from pJacing it as a shackle around the feet of 
the farmers of the · country. Is not that a peculiar situation? 

Mr. WII .. LIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

l\Ir. BLANTON. I ask the gentleman to kinuly excuse me 
as I have so little time. We see another peculiar situation. 
The distinguished gentleman from Minnesota, our friend and 
colleague, l\Ir. WEFALD, is the repreRentati"\e and the only 
representative in Congress of the Fnrm-Labor Party. I have 
the highest regard for our friend l\Ir. WEFAI;.D. He is a 
splendid gentleman. But I have no regard whatever for his 
party. 

l\fr. WEF ALD. l\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\.lr. BLANTON. I yield to my friend because he is always 

courteous, and he yields to everybody. 
Mr. WEF ALD. I thank the gentleman. I \"\ish to be fair 

always. Does the gentleman know anything about my party? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. BLANTON. I am now going to tell the gentleman some­
thing about it, with respect to its attitude toward this bill 
which it condemns. I have a letter here that has just been 
sent to me within the last two hours. It is dated to-day, l\fay 
22, 1924, and is from the Farmers' National Council. On thP. 
letterhead it gives the names of the officials who compose this 
]!"'armers' National Council. Let me read some of them: "W.W. 
Fitzwater, president of Farm-Labor Union of America." He 
is the national president of .the gentleman's great organization 
known as the Farm-Labor Union. 

Mr. WEFALD. Where does he live? 
l\Ir. BLANTON. It does not state here, but I happen to know 

that he lives at Bonham, Tex. Let me give you some others. 
Here is "A. J\:I. Hilliard, president Farm-Labor Union of Texas." 
The other was the national pre1ddent. Here is " S. P. Russell, 
president Oklahoma Farm-Labor Uniou." Here is "R. W. H. 
Stone, president Nortll Carolina Farmers' Union." Here is 
"J. C. Thompson, president Arkansai:; Farm-Labor Union." 
Here is "J. E. Warren, president Mississippi. Farm-Labor 
Union," and I could read a whole batch of the others, but I 
have not the time; but that Ii:; a sufficient recitation to show you 
that they are some of the leading representatives of the gentle­
man's party, the Farm-Labor Union, and while I do not indorse 
either them or their party, I want to read you their just con­
demnation of this vicious bill. 

l\Ir. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. BLANTON. I regret that I have not the time; other- . 

wise I would gladly yield. I must read to my distinguished 
friend from Minnesota [Mr. WEFALD], who represents this 
Farm-Labor Union in Congress, and is its only Representative 
here, just what this letter from this Farmers' National Coun­
cil says about this .bill. I want you to understand clearly, 
however; that I do not indorse any of these men who are 
members of this council and I do not indorse their council, 
but however ml8guided they have otherwise been on political, 
economical, and governmental questions, they seem to have a 
pretty good Idea. about the viciousness of this blll. 

Mr. WE)j"'ALD. Mr. Chairman, wlll the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. In just a moment. From this letter, dated 

to-day, fro~ this Farmers' National Council I quote the fol­
lowing .excerpts : 
To Members of the House of RepreB611-tatives: 

GENTLEMEN : The Haugen blll ls worth many hundreds of millious 
of dollars a year to meat packers and millers, bakers, and other specu­
lators by increasing the value of stocks of their products they have 
on hand as soon as it goes into effect and by enabling exporters to 
assess back upon the farmers losses which they claim with their 
padded accounts to have sustained on the exports of meat products, 
flour, etc. 

The Hnugen btll ls admitted by its author to be so injurious to 
farmers that he incorporates (sec. 805, p. 27) o. criminal penalty of 
one year in jail or a ,5,000 fine, or both, on farmers who " willfully " 
fall to comply with its wicked and unworkable provisions. 

The Haugen bill is dishonest and deceitful; it pretends that farmers 
are to be paid the pre-war ratio price, though they were going broke 
at that price, but its sponsors privately admit farmers· won't get 
over three-fifths to four-fifths of the pre-war ratio pr~ce. That is 
true. 

The Haugen blll, through . the intermittent operation of the export 
corporation opens the way to such colossal fraud, waste, and loot as 
make Teapot Dome lease look sanctified. 
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The Haugen bm ls sponsoced by Charles J, Bmind, long the meat 
packers' effi.clent toot in the Department ol Agriculture, whose present 
job is endangered by revelations regardin" the Haugen Packers' Act. 

The Haugen bill has not been indorsed by a. siDgle real national 
general farm_ organization, and all clear-thinking fa.i:mers are opposed 
to it. • • • 

The }Jaugen bill has not been indorsed by a single real labor. or­
ganization • • •. 

Chairman HA.UGBIN suppressed the testimony I gave before his com­
mittee against the Haug.en bill in whlch I exposed its, vicious origins 
and results. 

The Haugen bill is indorsed bJ the big financiers . and bankers, like 
Otto Kahn, who see a chance to save their speculations. Who has 
paid for the enormously expensive propaganda for the Haugen swindle 
on farmers? 

The Haugen blil is indorsed by • • •. They also fndorsed the­
Cummins-Esch robbery and the shlp-subsidy steal, and are fa.st losing 
their members. The Haugen b1ll will increase t'he cost of. ll'ving by 
at leut $t,500,00<J,OOO a ye&r, or $64 per family, of which the farmers 
may not be prevented from g1ltting $300,000,ooo· to $400·,ooo;ooo in 
cash, to have it taken aw&y from them later In high-er prices for 
'What they lluy. The in'Ofiteers will take the re!lt, about $1,100,000,00C>. 

The Haugen bill is a scheme to fill the treasury of the Republican 
Party-the oil funds being drred- op. 

Chairman HAtl'GllN knows he is misrepresenting t1ie position of the 
Amerlean Federation of Labor, whos.e representatives stated they· 
are willing to pay a higher price- for ~arm products if the farmer 
gets it. They certainly woufd not be a party, nor wouid any other 
labor orgnnlza1!ion, to' any bflr to rob producertt and consumers for 
the benefit of' the· gamblers and bankers who, Mr. HAUGEN a:dmi.ts, 
favor bis bilf. {CONGREBSIONAL RmcoRD, May 20, pp. 9028-9029.) 

The Haugen bill ts part ef the big meat packers" scheme to cFeate· 
a food monopoly. Mr. HAUGEN amended bis bill to includ~ rice. In 
the one year, 1917, Armour a Co. becam~ the ~atest rice- merchant 
of the- world·. The Annon'!' ~rai11t Co., ot which the Armour famtly 
oW™!d 86.91 per cent ln1 1911, handled" 23 per cent of all grain re­
ceipts at Chicago, tlle- greatee11 lllftrket in the world. At this minute, 
while Mr. HAUGEN is pushing II.is • p11ckel'S' subBUly bill, Armour· and 
Swift ue fighting- in the couTOJ tOI ban the pack-ersl ~onsen41 decree 
set asrue so they can get Kr. HA0G111''s sub8id7 on wheat and rice, 
as well 818 on all poductB> of cattle, swtM, a,nd sheep.~ Not· a single 
big packer appeared- agaiblst thltt bill. 'JJhey> ha"V-'e their agent, 
C~~les H. Brand~ working with ll;ir; HAUGllN for it. Ask Mr; HAUGEN' 
1f he' dnes deny these facts. 

The. Elaugen bill 18, a.. typical ata.ndpat penerslon of the bounty syB'­
tmn ot eml>arg& and! bounty> whieli1 pa~s the bounty out ot the· Public· 
Treasury. The Hanr;en bill pllovrtles .for an. exnbairgoi but insread• 01! 
paying a bounty to the producers of contl!olledl craps, 1t almost crlmt-1 

nally aoals the fa1!Dlera to pay a be:allill to speculators tn these farm 
preducts. • 

!&. Dan~ M. Pierce, BepubJtean, leading farm journ'al pubHsher, 
aaya in the lewa Homestead•: ' ' 

... The Mclfary-Ha~ll' 'bl-11,. in •7 oplnion1 la 81 --snarb ancf a de­
lusion, Cl'eated to1 befog· tlnl 11al'lllers' minds, becloud -Peal' farming 

· hlaues, and· make politkatl capital tor a little clique of men. • • • 
It 18 an effort to ~viBe a . •Y.stem wlltch will not bothen the grain• 
ga,mblers, the brolters, tM eommission men, or the> J:'ackers."· 

The Haugen blU ts ai sinister meve to• kill a re&1t= emeient· mltrketfn1r 
aystemi for farm products and• endl rea1t · cooperat1on~ Km the •Haugen 
blll, and the administration and fte- Bouwe and Sen.a.1!e ma:jortty leaders 
will paBB 81 real' measure fo-., farmers instead of the fake McNacy­
ll&ugen swindle· on farmers. They- won't dare not to. They might 
a& well not hav-e an el@ction 1f they- d-0 not. They know it'. 

Eugene Frey, formerly lecturer for the Illinois State Gllange-, writel!IJI: 
" I can not support the McNacy-IIaug:en bill~ To me lt simp13' 

sp.ells the death knell for senuine cooperative etrort. The McNacy­
Haugen bill is vicious." 

The present administration has deceived, robbed, tlimflammed,, de­
flated, and buncoed and broke nearlf a millfon farmers. The Haugen 
bill Is. a climax of iniquity to thls record. 

:i:; want y1>U gentlemen tG. understand that the above: denuncia-· 
tton of this bill does not come from me but from this FrunnelrS' 
'National Council. And whlle I agree that this hill is bad and 
slwuld be. defeated, I am aJmQst ashame<it t<> quote thi-s· orga·ni­
zation aoo its board o.f dJ.rectarsl sowe o:ft whru;e names- l hav.e 
given you. 

The fol!'egoing, however,. ls, what an organization. that L do. mot 
approve ot sa:ys. I ha.ve been reading its condemnation just ta 
sJM>w that ·the distinguished gentleman from Minnesota. d<i>es. 
oot seem t0i bEt 1.a aecood. with. his party; he· seems to, be out of 
accord with these officials. Now I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr~ WEFALD I am glad the gentleman. yieldoo at this time 

se I may set him right 
. Xhe CHAIRMAN. The ti.me of tb.e gentleman has e~ired. 

Mr .. BLANTON: Will these- in• charge o~ time· kindly give• 
me :five minutes mare? 

Mr. VOI-OT. I: yield the• gentleman· five minutes. 
Mr. BLANTON .. I gjad.l'y yield t()i the gentleman1 from l\Iin­

nesota. 
Mr. WEF ALD.. I. wishr to say to the· gentleman that l came 

to Congress pledged to the· support of tlle Norris-Sinclair b11L 
Mr. BLANTON. Wlry~ then, did the. gentleman· not get 

behind that an.d help· us kill the Haugen bill? · 
Mr. WEF .ALI>. Just one second'. At this time it seems to 

me< that the Haugen bfil is the only bill that we can ha-ve a 
chance· tor get a~tlon on~ Ji think it is the next best to the • 
N-0rri.s-Sinclair bill. The gentleman UBed names of men who­
ind.orsed the NoMis-Slnele.ir bllL Will the gentleman from 
Texas suppo.rt that, biU if it, crones~ before the House?• 

Mr. BLANTON. I have not had time yet to study it', but I: 
am willlng" for the men on the committee who iiepresent real. 
farming distriets· close to1 me to look after that bill, and i:f 
they say: it is good I weuld then study it to· see whether' I willf 
snpportt it 

Mr. WEF ALD. That bears· out what l told the gentleman,. 
that the gentleman· fr0m Texas is· going.- to. see the · light, and l 
think he is beginning to see the llght. 

Mr. BLANTON. Ml'. Chairman, I ftnd: that this lette-:r· tells 
tile truth when it mentions1 Otto H. Kahn, because in1 anothen 
circular herei is what I• received in tJie way of the Kahn pl."Opa-­
ganda [exhibiting it]t which. came in. another envelope, comhlg 
from a different State and post office. 

1 alse got this circular" [exhibiting another], supposed to 
come from Kansas, an4 then m anothen eavelope fi::om anothet!! 
post office I got tllis: cireular that is supposed' to be an indorse­
ment from orgauize:d labor;: but when you put all! three ot. 
them together you. will see, they a-re· printed ~ the same: primr 
ing press; with the same printen"s ink, and with the• sam'e! 
paper and type, if you please, all coming. :from the same souree~ 
Some one master mind sent all of this p1i'G>pa:ganda tai llB. 

Mi!. TINCBlER.. Will the gentleman yield to · me 7 
Mr. BLANTON. Not at the moment. l regret I. harvei net 

tlle time. 
Mr; TJJNCHER. I aiwa'J'S ylel'1 to the gentleman. 
Mr~ BLAN'l.'t)N. If our friend from Kansas had additional 

time to yield' me~ I wouldi gla-dly; Yiield for questions. r wish! 
I hadl the time, because Ji do, think a great. deal of my triend' 
from Kansas. Let me call attelil.tion 00· SOIIle' other- seriaus-

l\1r. BLACK of New Ye!'k. Was the union· la.beI· on that 
last union clrcumr? 

Mr. BLANTON_ J Go not think tt is on it. Lei@k at it .. · Jr 
tfu, not thiink the 1¥1ioni label is on1 it. Wen. ·since· the label 111 
not there, · throw itl. a\va.y; because wittht>uA: the union. label en 
it we know it is not tLUthenti~ The other night when the1 
distinguished gentlem81ll from Wieeonsin [Ml'M V-om'll], was 
mak.ing the best. S])eecl:ll i have' heard beJ?e m many: a Cllay he· 
turned to the chairman [Mr. HAUGEN.] aDd he said, "W,hen11 
theee 80,0001 hogs1 C0me on the Chka:goi S:oclcy.airds and the 
Chicag0 stO'.:k}'aJJds· ~an Mt u~ ·but 50,000 e:tl them, andi them 
are: 30-1000 to· be handled by this· Goive1mment qorpn-ation," rutr 
said, l\Ir. Chairman, "tell me: what this Govermnen.t conpora .. · 
tilm ls going to do· with those 30,000 n:i:plus hogs " ;. and' thg, 
do.airmen said, "Just send•, t.hem oa to . an~the~ mar.ket; paS& 
them· an;, send tlMml on.~ H.6-w are tiwJ" going to 6'>· it:?J 

Mr. PAIGE. Will the gentleman.. yield? 
' Mr. BLANTON. Ii will. , , 

Mr. p AIGE. L aasume. that the gentle.manr belie.vee that the. 
la:.w o~ mpply a.ad demand· will regnlate- this- whale matter. 

Mr. BLANTON. Of comae; :E ag-ree w.ith the gentleman. 
Mr; PAlGE. Yoo rememben three, or fuur yeacs--
M.ir. BL.ANTON. You can. not. beat thei law of supply an.d' 

pemaDJd •• if you prevent combinations. 
Mr. p A.IO.El. The gentleman remembers- when the· &ogan. 

we;s, " BuYi a bale of eotton· at 101 cent.Ii." Thmt. eotton to-day is 
25. cents.. lf the sou.thern- cottctn: growers had then. ma<ie a . move 
for a l;>ill of thiSJ kind t@l pu.t <?Otten. to 25 cents, it would have­
ctosed down everyr textile mlll1 tlaat. used cotton in, thls oountr.y., 

Mlr. BL.ANTON. 'l'he gentleman is: right. No.w I want to 
mnntion the hog propositioa. Some of l!OU. gentlemen whe ra.is&.' 
hogSl'--1 thmk. our friend from Oh.lo [Mr. BEGG]1 ought to hear 
thiis, the heg expert! on· elass A. hogs i- I think he ought to be. 
present and hear this. 

'1:'he CHA.IRMIAN., The time of the gentleman haa again ex-. 
pir.ed. . 

Mr. VOIGT: I yield to the ~n.tleman- five-additional minut.es, 
Mr. BLAN'li'ON. Ji want· to use· those · ti.v..e minuteg msself, 

and, I mnst decline. to yield. 
'1'he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman dfflines to-yield.. 

' 
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l\lr. BLAl~QN. !di- any ofr you. harve1 e\'!etf romrd.ed up your 
hogs and. put them m. a wagen or 17w@: wa.gou and sta~·tecb 1x>: 
market with1 them, before Y!QU1 got there, mawbe soi you1 weuld! 
find two or three- 300-pound. hop dead in the· w-a.gon; l bave1 
seen that huppen. When you; get a. h-og fat andi read& far · 
mal'b:et it is :a preti:yi risky business to haudle-11lhll under eertain.i 
conditions~ 

Y.ou are taking big ahanoes on hlm·; you. baive got to know· 
how to handle him· in orden OO • have him. reach: market alt.v.e. 
Suppose you ship hogs from several other States to Chicago, and 
wl1en they reached tbe stoekyands the packers could not take 
them, and then the cornoration had to rehandle them and ship 
them somewhere else. Do you not· know that the Government 
is going to lose many in that bunch of liogs by reloading them 
on the cars and sending them elsewhere after the Government· 
purchases them?" 

I want to refer to just one other matter in tl).ese :flv.e mfimtes 
In order to show you the ridiculous att1tu.de our committ'ee is 
In. O'ur :filend from MlS"souri [Mr. RUBEY] virtually admitted 
this was a price-fixing proposition. 

:Mr. RUBL~Y. I did not admit that. 
Mr. BLANTON. I am going to ask you to look at his re­

marks to-morrow and see what he did. say. 
~fr. RUBFJY. I wil1 tell the gentleman what r said. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, do not take this out of my 

time. r decline to yield. 
l\Ir. RUBEY. I will tell the gentleman what I said. 
l\fr. BLANTON. Here are about the words the gentleman 

used. I paid close attention and· the gentleman. will not deny 
them when. L say them. Here is.what our friend· said He said, 
"We do not admit this is· a price-fixing matter., , but," he said, 
"for the sake of the argument, let us presume it. is," and then 
he said, " What of it? " 

Mr. RUBEY. Well, what of it? Tell us. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask tbat, this. interruption 

be not taken opt o:fi my· time~ 
Th~ Cl:LAlIRl\I.A.N. 'Xbe gentleman asks· not to. be int.errupteCL 
Mr. BLANTON. I am going to tell him "~hat of. it." l 

have seen this Government price-fixing machine' operate. I · was 
here during the. wav, and·we ha-d.·ars<mthern man, if you· please, 
as Secretary of Agriculture--1\.lr. David,F. Iilauston. He bad• been~ 
president of my State University of Texas for several years, 
and he had-. been my profess.c>r In the State university when. I 
was a young. man attending college there in 1S94 and 1895. He 
was supposed to have at heart the interests of the southern 
farmers, yet when cotton was worth 45 cents a pound: we f'ound 
this southern Secretary of Agriculture attempting to fix. a price 
of: only 25 cents a pound on cotton, which would have bank­
·rupted every cotton farmer in the United States. That is an 
illustration of what may happen with. Government price fixing. 

I want to say this to you. on this prJ.ce-fix.ing proposition ~ It 
works both. ways. It can be fixed• up and it <?an. be flXecl do!Wllll. 
I heard that distinguished orator ~om New York, the Hon. 
Bourke· Cockran, smnd on this ftoor and in one of the last 
speeches he made here say this. He said : 

I represent 5,000,<100 consumers in the city ot New York, and I. 8lll1 
here to stand and fight for them to get everything they eat all.d everI­
thing they weai· at the very lowest nrice poslilible. 

I 
going to vote with th0Be mom., and· D hop& I shall' get a chance 
• ro ¥ote- ro strike•~out the enacting. C'la.uae. of this bill so that we 
ma~ soop it where it is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The- time of the gentleman from Texas 
lla.s again expired. . 

!\It. TJ;NCHER. Jl am• in· a position to yield to the gentl~ 
man one minute in· order tJiat I may ask him a question. 

'.Ehe CB1AIRMA.N. The gentleman- from• Texas· is· recognized 
ftnr one adtlit1one.l minut'eJ 

Mr. TIN©llIER. I want to JtnowJ who· signed the· letter the 
gentleman has read~ 

M.r. BLA.i.~'110N .. A: man. for whom. I . have neither respect. 
nor regard, a man named Benjamin C. Marsh, managing di­
rector of this Farmers' National Council. 

Mr. TIN0HEJR. 1 just wanted' to know ---·· ') the man was. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield __ the gentleman 

from Washington [Mr; SUMMERS]. 
Mr. SUMIM:ERS ot· Washingtl}n. Mr. Chairman· and' gentl'e­

men: There have been more misstatements ot: tact in the dis­
cussion of the McNazy-Haugen. btll than I have' ever listened to 
in the discussion of any bill during the five years i: have been 
a Member of this House, a p8Jrt of the timei, perhaps, for speeious 
argument and at other times; no doubt, for le.ck of informar 
tioa . 

Many have had something to say· in regard to· price·flxing. 
1I maintain that this is not a• ~rice-fixing biU and my statement 
can be substantiated by the figures. If the bill1had been ih opera­
tion during the past yeal\ the eifect on wheat prices would have 
been as follows, month by month. Starting with Janue.ry., 1923, 
the price: would have been eentral .muket, highest g11ade! wheat, 
$1.65 ·; the next month, $1.66; the ne:xt.monlh, $1.68-; $1.68; $1.65; 
$1.62 ;. $1.59 ;. $L59~ $1.63,;, $1.62.; $l.6l; $1.60-; and tile finst tbree 
months oi. this. year, $1.60, $1.61, , and $1.5~ 

How can any.body say that this is ~ ~ice-fudng hill· with a 
price that fiuctuates. practically 12 times 1a the: yeu andi a 
different price each and every month? 

Now. gentlemen from New Engil.and.bave been very much dls­
turbecl as to the effect the enactment of tl:rls bUl Into law ia 
going to have on, theix censtituents. 

I want to read to-you a telegram received t~day, whlch tells. 
you the effect that th~ agricultural depression is already hav­
ing on your constituents, on yowr cotton miilsii an.a. you,. m~ 
in your cotton fields : 

Hon. JOHN w. SUMMERS, 

HoU<Be Otrtoe Btlild1ng, Wa.shiligton, D. O-~ 
Cotton. grow.era ~nd manufactUI:ers and whole.a.lers 1p. eastern trade 

cent&rs . h11;ve direct illt.erest in · passage MeNa.eyrllauge,a. bill to ~estore 
buying powers to fal'me;rs. 1 , 

:Merchants in typical farm centers show remarkable decrease. Lu. 
merchandise purchases frora New England and eastern Central States. 

Six merchants of W:alla W,all;l. Waall., nw:cil~&etJ in. 192.0 aggire• 
gated fl,5'3·0,000. · 

The same· merchants iD 1923 purchased. only, J873,000. 
Five mer.chants, Uencileton,. Qr.eg,. 'Same ;years,r .reduction from 

$954,000 to $421,00Q. . 
Six merchants, Colfn.x. Wash.,. same years1- $421,000 to $2A5,000. 
All snowing farmers' reduced Buying power, $2..,00~0'00. to $1,539,000. 

F. J~. WILM1m .• 
Prresident Whitman. C1owi.tM NaUo'nal Bank. 

The figures show a dec~ease: i.u easternr pmchases of nearly 
exactly 5Q per cent. 

Those are· the w-0rds1 of the former. distinguished~ Bourke· 
Coekran, of New· York. That is whatl we find tor be the attitude· ' 
of those coming from the great metropolises of this Nation. 
W.e will find the Representatives of the-i 5,0001000 constituents 
of. New York- voting ro get what they. eat and. w.hat they weax 
at the very. lowest minimum possible, and tl;lere· could eome· a 
ti.roe- when, by the vote 0:6 the R-epresentativ:es• on this ftoor, 
the nr.oducers- of thiS" country, the producers of food; clothing 
in., tile raw materials,. if. you please,, could have their rigbra 
jeopardized by a price-fixing machine which would: run them 
off the fa1'IDs. Y-0u. have already imn the boys oft'. It is tl1e 
men and the old men, women and' little gi:cls1 children. who do 
the-work ther.e now. The boys. are going, to• the cities. But if 
you should ever sta-r:t a price-fixing machine there will come 

That is what. is the matter w,ith your cotton mills and that 
is what would be the matter with y-0ur cotton prices in the 
South if it bad not been for the boll weevil, which destroyed 
your crop and. brought your price up to where it. is to-day. I 
cun not understand hoWI men can gather their r'ighteous eco­
nomic robes about themselves.. aud draw themselves off into 
one little section of the country and think that they and theirs 
are living alone. It does not happen. It ~ not be. We 
nre all' interdeyendent, intei:related one w.ith. the other. [Ap­
plause.] 

a . time w.hen you, will run them alL off the farms1 and you 
people who live in the big cities o~ this· Nation1 in. New York, 
Chicago, and San Francisco, will starvei to death fol' want of 
food. 

I am going to vote with tlie farmers' representatives on this 
committee, men like the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
A&-wELL], men like the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
K:rNcHET.OE]I men like1 my colleague from• Texas, M.AltVIN 
Jmrns, who represents not only 8..t fllrmlng· district but· a st-0ek­
ra.tsing district. He has1 the intereets of the. stockmen· at heart. 
He · knows wnat could happen to the smckmen• ~this price-fix~ 
ing machibei is once started andl put · int(). ~eration: I am 

All these facts show that the purchasing power of the farmer 
has.- been enormously reduced. While these· figures especially 
reflect conditions in 9,000 towns w.est of the Mississippi Rlv.e:i:, 
they apply with almost eqne.l force in llllnois1 and Indiana and 
several of the other states of the Union_ 

Are you now going to say that this is a sectional measure, 
that this is a class proposttion? The1·e is not a problem before 
the Americnn· Congress tha~ compares witli· i't. '.Ilhe tax bill, 
tl1& bonus question, or e:ny o:tl the measUl'es tha-t we h::tve' hf.id be• 
fo1'e us do not compare in their effect on-American commerce, on· 
Ameriran citizens, on Am.erie'ail. 1abo~, and on American indus­
try with the biff we a:ra em1s1d~r.ingi now. lf' 1.; had the time. 
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I would like to show the effect on the banks. Our friend from 
Duluth, Minn., spoke about 1920. Why, there have been eight 
times as many bank failures in the last eight months as there 
were in 1920, the year be cited as the worst year. 

I would like to show you the figures on tax payments. I 
will show you that farmers in a highly productive coun­
try are paying only 5 per cent of the income taxes they paid 
four years ago. Does not that affect you throughout the United 
States? [Applause.] Gentlemen of the Southland and of the 
industrial East, I want you to know conditions as they are. 

THE MAN BEHIND THE PLOW 

. Mr .. Chairman and gentlemen, a few days ago I received this 
telegram: 

WALLA WALLA, WASH., May 13, 1924. 
JOHN W. SUMMERS, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
Following ue comparisons of purchasing power of bushel of wheat 

In 1913 with to-day : 
Two-bottom plow cost then 80 bushel now 140. 
Wagon then 80 bushel now 200. 
Double harness then 40 bushel now 80. 

• Suit clothes then 40 bushel now 80. 
Pair of shoes then 6 bushel now 12. 
Machine operators per day then 8 bushel now 16. 
Harvest labor per day then 3 bushel now 6~. 
All other articles in .same ratio. 

F. 0. HAGIE, Seoretary Chamber of Oommer-ce. 

These cartoons, which Allen Sousa, our courteous keeper of 
the west <loor, has enl~rged at my request, forcefully illustrate 
the condition of the American farmer. 

This one shows farm products in one end of the balances 
and all commodities in the other· end. You will note the strik­
ing disadvantage of the farmer. Note the surprise on Uncle 
Sam's face as he confesses he .. did not know conditions were 
so bad." 

Our second cartoon shows the evening up of the balances 
under the McNary-Haugen bill. 

Uncle Sam's cup of joy is full; }).is face is one broad smile 
of surprise and happiness. He wants to treat all bis people 
fairly. "That's more like it," says Uncle Sam. "A square deal 
is all I want," says Uncle Reuben. 

THE FARlIER 

The American farmer is the greatest stabilizing force in Ameri­
can life, American institutions, and American government to­
day. So he has been since the foundations of the Republic were 
laid. I will go further and remind you that he furnishes the 
chief market for American industries, and that without him 
they must crumble ; and in the crash American labor sutrers 
most of all. 

THE GOOD OLD DAYS 

Prior to the World War the price of farm products kept pretty 
even pace with the products of factories, with transportation, 
and with labor. During the very normal 10-year period just 
preceding the war the price of farm products and of 404 com­
modities on which statistics are kept were on about the same 
level. We all agree that this pnrity was just. 

Since agriculture is our great basic industry, no doubt all 
who bear me will agree that in common fairness agriculture 
of right should move up and down with all commodities. 

WHY FARM PRICES LAG 80 TO 150 PER CENT 

However, since the war we find the all-commodity price about 
154 as compared with 100 before the war, and agriculture 
dragging 30 to 50 points behind. Why is agriculture lagging? 
For two reasons: First. Transportation, manufactured articles, 
and labor nre high-perhaps not too high-but these enter 
largely into the farmer's cost of producing, and he can not 
escape these costs. He may work longer hours; he may strive 
as he will, but be can not control these high cost factors. 

Second. As conditions are to-day we see the farmer carrying 
his surplus product to Liverpool, there to barter against the 
products of cheap lands, cheap labor, and lower living stand­
ards of peasants a,nd peons in the Argentine, Australia, and 
India, and the new, productive lands or northwest Canada. Not 
only does he sell his surplus in Liverpool, but there also from 
day to day under those conditions is fixed the price that controls 
the remainder of bis product in America. 

HOW FARM PR.ICES A.RBI FIXED 

That Liverpool does control not only the prices of our export 
product but of our home-consumed products, is well illustrated 
by the sale of wheat in my home town of Walla Walla, Wash. 
I speak of wheat only because I am more familiar with it and . 
ti.ecause it is typical of all major farm products. 

If I go down town and offer my wheat for sale before 10 
o'clock on any morning in the year the grain buyer will say, " I 
have not heard from Portland this morning." A little later be 
hears from the exporter at Portland, whose price is the Liver­
pool price less handling and carrying charges. If I go around 
the corner and offer to sell to my miller, be invariably bases hf.;J 
price on what the exporter is paying. So, wllether my wheat 
goes abroad or remains at home it sells on the basis of the Liv­
erpool price. This condition prevails· throughout the country. 
ENGLISH AND FRENCH FIRMS WITH INTERLOCKING DIRECTORATES CONTROL 

IN AMERICA 

As a matter of fact, the biggest exporter of American wheat 
is Samuel Sanday & Co., of London, England, an English part­
nership operating through a branch office in New York. · The 
next largest export firm is Louis Dreyfus & Co., of Paris, 
France, with branch offices in London, New York, Buenos Aires, 
Antwerp, Bombay and Calcutta (India), Melbourne, Australia, 
and other points. Through these and other companies and 
thei~· subsidiaries with interlocking directorates, operating at 
every important port on the map-shown by United States Fed­
eral Trade Commission-the grain trade of the world is abso­
lutely controlled. Prices are moved up and down at will-but 
seldom up. The American farmer who produces under Ameri­
can standards is played against the peasants and peons of other 
countries. His production costs are on a stepladder; his sale 
price is on a footstool. 

FARMERS liETWEFl~ TWO MILLSTONES--OTHERS A.TIE GROUND 

American agriculture is between two great millstones: One, 
the 50 to 100 per cent inc:reased cost of production since the w.ar; 
the other, a manipulated world market which remains near · 
the pre-war level. 

Let us consirler what these mi1lstones are doing to the man 
behind the plow. 

He sells for less than the cost of production. He fails to 
meet his obligations at the bunk: he· can not pay the implement 
dealer, the grocer, and the merchant who are also financed by 
the same bank. 

What happens? · 
'l'he Comptroller of the Currency answers the question. A 

statement just received from him shows as .follows: 
Falhtres of State and nati.onal banks by fiscal years 

Year State National Total 

192() ________________________________________________ _ 

1921 ___ - - --- ---- --- -- -- --- -- -- ------- --- - -- --- - - --- - -
1922. - - -- - --- ------ ------- -- --- ------ -- -- ------- -- - - -1923 ________________________________________________ _ 

« 
330 
363 
237 

5 
28 
33 
37 

From June 30, 1923, to April 6, 1024,_ national_ ___________ 112 
From June go, 1923, to February 8, lu24, State (partial) ___ 311 

49 
358 
396 
274 

Incomplete returns bank failures during past eight 
months--------------------------------------- 423 423 

Total----------------------------------------------- 1, 500 
From 1870 to 1920 there were 3,050 bank failures in the 

United States. 
The figures here quoted show approximately one-half as many 

bank failures during the past three and one-half years as dur­
ing the preceding 50 years. Probably 250 failures since this 
Congress convened. · 

Millions have lost their savings. A bank failure brings gen­
eral consternation to its community. These failures have oc­
curred mostly in agricultural States, but the effects are felt in 
remote financial centers and by the jobbers and manufacturers 
throughout the country. Ten bank failures have occurred 
where normally there would have been but one failure. Wise 
observers say the crash has only begun. 

Do you know there were more national-bank failures during 
1923 than there were from 1863 to 1872? 

Do you know there were three times as many national-bank 
failures in 1022 as there were in the panic of 1877? 

Do you know there have been five times as many national­
bank failures during the past nine months as during the panics 
of 1873 and 1877 combined? 

THE CROSSROADS AND THE FEDEi:AL TREASURY 

The milJstones are not only grinding the man down at the 
crossroads, they are shifting the burdens of taxation to other 
shoulders. 'l'hat the farmer has heen almost eliminated 1:1.s a 
Federal income-tax payer is proven by the following figures 
from U1e most productive wheat section in America and with the 
1923 yield well above normal. The territory covered is 200 
miles in extent and produced 100,000,000 bushels last year. 
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Hon. JOHN W. Su.MHERS, 
Houee of .Repre11en-tattve11, Wa1hi11QIML, .D. 0.: 

.This county ptoduced -atrout .13,0001000 bUebele •of rwheat t11et S>'eat'• 
Dooreasing incomes and .tosses .of nn>ieeontattve famnera &hew :necell4 
l'Jil(y for some constructive meas1lte of nll~. 

·Here .are l'IQme cases taken at :ranMm that show Natl.on -e~at l On• 
fa.rmer .fn 1920 paid •~.900 ·income te.L He ,J>aid no tnedme tu tor 
1922 and \l.923. 

I.Another paid $800 in 1920.. No tai: p;aid durlnc 'pllst two .)'ea.ts. 
Another paid $1,100 in 1920, $400 for ·1922, anti nothing for 1928. 
Another paid $1,700 in !1920 and ' nothing since. 
&nuther paid $7,800 1'n l920. Paid :$1i900 ill 1921 :and no 1tt« 

since. 
These are not ·spealal cases, but :reflect the aonditlon l.nd ~nd cOf 

the farming tndustr~. 

WALLA W .kt.ill, 'WASH., Match 18, '192-6. 
Congressmi.n JOHN W. Su'Mllrl!:Rs, 

·wa~1iinoton, D. ·o:: , 
This ls one of heaviest wheat-producing atea~ in United Stat~M. 

Unusually good crop la!if year. 
conllttton of agtict11t11re shown 'by f01lowing 'lllttltes: 'Ntnete~n :farnret'.$ 

{Jaid $9;031 FMel'al 'I.rreome tax in 1920. ~hese ·same tamers pliid 
$!5~·5 tax 'for 1928. 

Cir.Utlfl!lk .0:11' ~OHMERCE, 
. F. o. 'H+.Otm, ll<SikJ{Jing Secr'6taf'1/. 

~PEND'l:.~TON, OREG., !Ml.it'Oh !iJ, 192~. 
H<>n. J°OH:t>i 'W. SU}llflltS, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
Ineoltle ·tax p~td Go,..ert:OD.Eint four iyMn ago by ·"Slk •di. •tJur ·big 

ful"mers aggregated '$26,205."89. 
One of ·the8'e fttrmers 'pfild $2M."~ 1n "1928 ·: no ltrtm-eat ~arneCl on 

his pald4lp ·tnvesttnent or half ntllllon •aollttfl. · Th~ other •o.,..e 
fa1·mers show losses for 1923 aggreaglng f36,000. 

GEORGE C. BAER, 
8ecretfW1J Oom,nereftil Olttb. 

ROSALIA, W .&SB. 

Ron. JOHN W, .SUMJJ:IDR.81 , 

House •of .RepresentaU.ve8,. WasM<ttgton, D. 0.: 
One hundred and fifty f~rmers this community in .1920 paid $36,000 

income tax. '.Dhe same farmers pa1d $2,000 ·this .year. 
;F. J. WILMER, 

·Presiden,t WMttnan Ooumy National Bank. 

'l'aken collectively :thege figures show th& •fa1.'!Itler ts only 
paying 5 per cent of the :Federh.l income ta::r: Jhe "'Wlls rurylng 
t'tffir yea.TS ago, "While 95 pat aent -of his Federa:l tax has 'been 
Stilfted to the sho'l1lders of hi~ m-&re 't>l'OBPel'<tQs industrial 
neighbors Ol.' perhaps it 1never Teaches the Federal Treasury. 

There are 6,500,000 fa'.rmers in 'the United ·states. If 'm 
nor:ma:l times thelr 'Federal taxes average btrt $00, ttMn 'fix­
ing 'the '[>rice of ·.Mnet'tcan 'farm prm:luct8 1ln 1-J.iverpool is ~ostlng 
the industrial sections of 1the eount:ry ln 1taxes, ·or ~lse it ts 
costing the F~ral T:rea.snry, more tthan $300,000;000 an-nua'lly. 

BUYING d.A..PACt~t cO'r lN ~WO 

.Meanwhile ilhe ifarmer ·haa lbeen •ltving on ·hie .accumulated -re­
souPces -and buying, not what he wants, not wbn.t he ·needs, 
but only what lle must ·have. M-ortgages ·increase :t!rom ,year 
to year 'While cash .and credit decrease. The .effect must m­
eivitably reach ·the industrial centers With increasing force 
with ·each succeeding month. 
TWO MILLION 'FOUR HUNtlll.El> rooO-SA.ND S':t'Alt\'ED ·wnori( '118'.mlll Jl'A'aM:$ 

IN 'MVO Y1l>AR8 

The farmer does not readily yield to filfficnJ.ties. -nowever, 
with broken spirits.and ·resentful of the millstones, 100,000 have 
been .starved 'from .their farms monthly during the past ·two 
years. Department of Agriculture figures indicate that ·nearcy 
2,500,000 of our farm poptilation has .given up the struggle 
during that period. 

Mr. Chairman and colleagues, I ask you .seriously, Wllat 
does it mean and when and where will it .end:? 

I grant you the small far~er who employs "little or no labor 
and lives within a stone's throw , of the 1market suffers less 
severely. However, the ".cowman, tne wheat i.°ancher, the corQ. 
and hog .grower are all deeply involved. "trhe , J)roblem 1~ 
nation-wide. lt challenges the best thought of EWery ser.io~­
minded man in America., and especially do.es it cha'lJenge this 
Congress. ' 

IHOW ·trm ll:MllltGJJNOY ICAN :Nmo BID ll~LUlITlNG PRCIDUC'.rlON 

The suggestion is seriously made that the farmer "limit his 
Production tO. home consumption." Well, lf:he fal"mer never has 
done ·-that, 1bltt ·as to ·wh~at he is '~rting but little more ·now 
fllan In il.918, anll lese than 'he exported ifn 1t}14, 1915, and 1916. 

Again, agriculturRI 'exports c6nstituted more 'than .W per 
cwt at onr ·total ·~ort · trade 'last year. It brougl1t to .Alnerica 
$1,800,000\000. Would -you deprive the railroad ·and steamship 
lines ()f ·fuat tbnnage? Would you limit the fttrmer's purchas­
ing power that much? 1II1 'brief, "Would ·you deprive America 
(jf $1;800,000,000 wealth annna:ny? 

'Someone has said, 11 1f fanrttng ts not pr<rlltable, better aban­
don it." I ask, What, then, would .the 'farmer do With h1s .live­
stock, b'ls maclilnery, bis debts, his Investments, his home 'l 
Where would -several mmfons ftnd job"s a:n:d places .to lay .theh­
heads? The rarmer has his life's savings ln his ·fa.rm and 
equipment. Would you have him abandon .them? It would be 
'ail TeaSonab'le to suggest to the tnan'utacturer that he limit 
his endeavor 1and output 'to Clonrestlc requlremen-is. Were the 
adl"lce follo\vM in both tnstances, .then we would trade dollars 
among ·ourselves 'and rapidly -eihalist our go1d on 'Imports. 

DIVllRSnrtCATION 

Diversification le advisable under 'c.reJ1tain 1conditlons, bnt 
diversification on multiplied millions of acres is :impossible, 
because the lands are 'only suited 1to grorwtng ·wheat. Agam,• to 
stop growing one 1crop 'at :a loss and start powing another •crop 
at n loss profits ·nothing • 

'COOPIDaA~XOH 

" Oooperattve m11rleetlng'" "WUl ·solve the tal'iner's problems, 
says another. The farmer believes In cooperation, but several 
yean will be 'required to organize 6;000,000 widely scattered 
nntt Isdlnted farmers. Everyone familiar with the pt"esent 
~.rials knows ·that howevel" much coopera:tlon may do for the 
f"titure ·ft can not meet the present e.n:iergency. The farmer 
knows tb'.ls beSt o't all and wm hold to strict account .the ad­
ttimistra.tion, the ·polittcal partlf, and the individual that .brings 
him l'e1.ie'.f two or three or ftve years after the· sheriff's sale. 
Cooperation can not at this time span the 45-cent .gap between 
flle cost d'f growtng Wheat ln the United ,States and the cost 
of growing wheat 1n .Canada. The Livei:pool ,price will Still 
stare ~1m ln the 'face regardless of cooperatioli. 

-AS 'l.'O 'LOAIXS 

" Since deflation started all his troubles let us loan him 
mo:ne tnoney~• , says ~me wts~ soothsayer. But 1fue farmer 
tlo-wn 1at tlbe crossroatle has thougbt the tlitng through to th~ 
lmd. He knows he roon not sell his ·crops year after year be­
low. 'the actual rcost -0f production -8.mi ~P tn the game. He 
also knows his is a -Iegltililate imlustry ana that he ls en• 
titled to some 1small r~urn on hie capital invesument. The. 
farmer knows he can not borrow himself out of debt. Not 
more- •credit t:mt more iprice 'is his only ·way 'to relief. 

THE SIMON-PURE JDCONOMI.ST 

Then comes- the simon-pure .economist ~ho -says, " the only 
proper solution 'is to bring everything else down to the farmer's 
price." The economist means, repeal the .Adamson law of 
1916, undo the crime o:t speedy deflation in 1920, repeal our 
tariff laws, repeal the transportation act and open wide our 
gates to unrestricte<l immigration. The economist knows that 
w•hat he has suggested can not 'be done; and 1f it cou1d be 
done then America would be living on the same :plane as the 
peasants and cheap labor o1 other countries and would have 
to pay her $22,000,000;000 -war debt with 50-cent dollars. 

'The econol:riist lnststs that world supply and demand shall 
control the ,price ot farm products. "But S\lpply and demand 
do not control the price of the 'knife I hold In my hand. If 
lt did my knife would cost me 30 ctnts instead of 75 cents and 
would come from Germany or Japan 'instead of Pennsylvania. 

'Supply and demand do ·not control the price . of the clothes 
I wear, otherwise this suit would cost me 25 busbels of wheat 
instead of 50 bushels. World .supp1y and demand do .not con­
trol labOr costs, otherwise a day's labor would cost the farmer 
1 busl:;tel ·Of ·wbeat instead of 6 bushels. World supply 
and demand would bring the .all-commodity price level in 
.America ,from the step ladder to the footstool As ,a matter 
Of fact for 'half a century or more we have enacted .legislation 
for the spec!ific purpose of interfering w.ith ,supply and de­
mand and of establishing American standards. 

PBWANITY Nin .A. SOLUTION 

,One other 'Solution is .frequentl1y 1offiered. The pseudostates· 
·nuw gets, re<l dn the faoo .antl tries ito solve rt:he problem rby 
.cu1:sing, damning, .abusin8, and calling the :farmer names 'for 
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seeking a solution of his problems. It can not be done that 
way, gentlemen. 

The farmer's problem is not imaginary. It is the most real 
thing in America and before the American Congre¥ to-day. 
It is immeasurably bigger than the tax bill, the bonus bill, or 
the immigration bill, and I voted for them all. . 

· Time forbids my discussion of the bill now before us, but 
the question which you will answer · soon is : Shall the big­
gest industry in America, touching the lives and fortunes o:t 
a hundred million people, survive or perish? 
· Farmers on the verge of bankruptcy by the millions are 
awaiting your answer. They will penetrate any gesture at re­
lief, however welJ disguised. 
· The farmeX::s attention is focused on this Congress. He 
already is impatient. I warn you now, promises can not 
deceive and will not satisfy the man behind the plow. [Ap­
plause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I now yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. SINCLAIR]. 

Mr. SINCLAIR. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com­
mittee, I have given a good deal of careful thought to the ques­
tion of farm relief. I have considered this bill with the other 
members of the committee and we have given it, I believe, the 
most painstaking, industrious study and dissection that any 
bill could have. 

I take a somewhat ·different position from some of the other 
members of the committee. I do not believe that this bill is 
the best bill that the Congress could enact, but I will say it is 
the judgment of the majority of the committee that it is the 
best we can pass, and consequently I am for the bill. [Ap­
plause.] 

l\Ir. Chairman, the farmers of the United States are passing 
through the most serious financial crisis in the history of the 
country. The serious plight of the farmers is not confined to 
any · one State but seems to affect agriculture everywhere. 
The worst conditions are to be found in the Great Plains region 
west of the Mississippi River, extending from Canada to the 
Gulf, heretofore one of the most prosperous sections of the Na­
tion. There bankruptcy and failure run rampant. Over 430 
bank failures have been reported out there in the past seven 
months. Innumerable business disasters have occurred, and 
practically one-fourth of the farmers have become insolvent 
find have lost their farms. This condition in perhaps a lesser 
degree prevails in all parts of the country where farming is 
the principal industry. · 

The gentleman from .l\Iinnesota [l\Ir. LARSON] has said that 
the disaster has been overstated. I wonder if any of you read 
in the newspapers a week ago that the Capital National Bank, of 
St. Paul, a $5,000,000 institution, had closed its doors. That 
did not seem .like a shoestring institution. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SINCLAIR. I yield. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The Capital Trust Co. closed 

its doors--
Mr. SINCLAIR. The Capital Trust Co. ; yes. 
l\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. And the bank sold out · to 

another institution. 
Mr. SINCLAIR. Yes; it was the Capital Trust Co. and not 

the Capital National Bank. 
LAW OF SUPPLY A.ND DEMAND 

We are told that this condition is brought about by the nat­
ural workings of economic law. If this be true, is it not strange 
that the farmers should be the ones most hurt? There has been 
no cessation on the part of the farmers in their production. 
They have been quite as industrious since . the war as before. 
In fact, the volume of food crops raised the past four years has 
been up to the general average. · Yet, notwithstanding the fact 
that the wealth of the Nation has increased, the producers are 
getting poorer and poorer in the process. Other industries have 
not suffered in a like manner with agriculture, and there is a 
reason for this. 

Economic laws work naturally when left to their free play. 
Supply and demand rule prices if not interfered with by tariffs 
and other legislative devices. But in the highly complex con­
dition of modern civilization the natural laws have been super­
seded by trade rules and agreements. Highly organized busi­
ness units have changed the natural basis of trade and ex­
change to the advantage of those strong enough to control 
the means of barter. The organized unit or corporation always 
gains over the unorganized individual. · 

FIXED PRICE ON WHEAT DURING WAR 

The condition complained of with reference to farmers is not 
due solely to natural causes. We find that during the war 
many legislative acts contributed to put the farmer at a dis­
advantage. In the first place, the farmer-especially the wheat 

farmer-was the only one asked to deliver his product at a 
fixed price, in many cases far below the natural market level. 
At a time when wheat was selling at $3.06 in Chicago, the 
Grain Corpdration fixed a price of $2.20. It is true that at 
the time the price was fixed it was supposed to represent the 
minimum price that would be paid for the ensuing crop. l\Iost 
farmers, and I ·might add dealers, dic1 not expect that that . 
price would be the maximum price, and in fact would prevail 
as the only price received for wheat during the full operation 
of the law creating the Grain Corporation. It proved to be 
the fixed price for almost three crop years. While wheat 
was selling a broad for $4 per bushel farmers of the United 
States were getting but $2.20 on the Chicago market. When 
freight rates were increased G cents a bushel the price was 
raised to $2.26. It is conservatively estimated that during 
the three crop years the farmers of this cou.ntry. were paid at 
least $2,000,000,000 less for their wheat crops than they would 
normally have brought in the markets of the world. Nor 
should we forget that the Grain Corporation, through which 
the wheat was handled, made a profit of some $60,000,000. 
At the very Jeast, Congress owes consideration to wheat 
farmers to that extent. 

In other words, in order to prosecute the war successfully, 
the Government commandeered the wheat crop of the United 
States, and put a price on it at a level of from 70 to 100 per 
cent below the natural market priCe of that time. In fact. the 
Government of the United Stat~ not only furnished large ~urns 
of money in loans to the Allies, but took fr.om the Ame1ican 
wheat grower his wheat and delivered it to the European 
allies at a price from one to two dollars cheaper than 
the governments of Europe were paying their own wheat 
growers, and to the wheat raisers of other parts of the 
world. 

1n support of this, I will quote the guaranteed prices fixed · 
by the governments of Europe which were paid to the respective 
farmers of each nation allied with us during the \var. At the 
time when our maximum guaranteed price for wheat was $2.20 
the following-named countries paid: 
France--------------------------------------------------- $3.30 
Switzerland ---------------------------------------------- 3. 18 Holland __________________________________________________ 3.70 

ft~1~~::::::::::::::::::·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: !: gg 
England did not fix a guaranteed price on wheat, but per­

mitted her far~ers to sell at the full price and in addition paid 
them a bonus amounting to approximately $15,000,000 annually 
on the average for the seven years during which it was con­
tinµed. Canada organized a wheat pool by the Government 
and assisted her farmers to get the highest market price paid. 
This plan was continued for two years after the war. Other 
governments adopted similar helpful plans. The United 
States alone, of all the nations engaged in th~ conflict, played 
the part of philanthropist-with her farmers bearing the bur­
den. We not only furnishP.d food at less than cost to the 
Allies, but loaned them the money with which to buy it, no 
part of which has been repaid. Thus the · burden of farm ttt.xa­
tion has been made heavier and the farmers ·further handi­
capped in their efforts to meet world competition. 

At the time the price was fixed on wheat, labor, machinery, 
and freight rates ~ere . much lower than they are now. Since 
the guaranteed price was put into effect there have been many 
legislative acts to promote the welfare ·of other lines of indus­
try. For instance, the Adamson law was passed, increasing 
the wages of railroad men. We have also the immigration laws 
which have kept out competitive labor and permitted the or­
ganized workers of the entire country to maintain their high 
standard of wages. The price of farm labor has increased 
from 50 to 62 per cent; railroad labor about 75 per cent; 
machinery from 50 to 100 per cent; freight rates from 35 to 
45 per cent. The tariff law has been passed, which in turn 
enables the manufacturer to shut out cheap foreign competi­
tion and maintain the domestic prices for his output far above 
the world price. Freight rates are now, under the trans­
portation act, maintained at a rate, especially on agricultural 
products, of from 30 to 45 per cent above the pre-war level. 
And we are told from the reports of 1923 that never in the 
history of American railroading has there been such a large 
amount of earnings as in that year. 

The Federal reserve act has been an important factor in 
stabilizing the banking industry. The Government lends its 
credit to the banks, but even this additional aid has not been 
sufficient to save many banks which are dependent on agri­
culture for their support. 

·All of this legislation to assist various industries has been 
beneficial, but it seems to me that it has been nt the expense 
of the basic industry-agriculture-from which springs all 
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helpful commerce, and in which all new wealth of the Nation 
is created. It would seem, therefore, that there is ample prec­
edent for legislation to benefit agriculture. Heretofore, the in­
dustry has tiourished by reason of the great resources and the 
development of new fields. The time has arrived when Con­
gress should determine whether or not our Nation will adopt 
a policy which will permit of a well-defined balance between 
industry and agriculture. The present trend will stifle agri­
culture and develop industry. 

That will mean that in the future this great Nation wlll have 
to look to other lands for its food supply. We can not allow 
any such condition as that to come to pass. We must adopt a 
sound policy which will develop all industry, agriculture in-. 
eluded, along equal lines. The Nation then becomes sufficient 
unto itself. By encouraging all lines of endeavor the greatest 
wealth and the greatest happiness for the people can be pro­
moted. 

SUGGESTED REMEDIES 

There have been various remedies suggested in this Congress 
to restore normal conditions among farmers. Because of some 
of the practices that obtained during the war a very decided 
prejudice has been created against price fufing. Many Members 
of Congress and others who have studied the question are 
opposed to this. I am frank to say that under the present cir­
cumstances a definite profitable price for agricultural products 
is the only thing that will rei:;tore agriculture to its pre-war 
basis. However much we may be opposed to taking such 
action, in my opinion it is the only immediate means of getting 
the desired relief. 

Several years ago I became convinced tb'.a• farmers would 
have to have governmental aid to put them on their feet, and 
in 1921 I introduced a bill to give them a fair price on their 
products. I have had such a measure in Congress ever since 
that date. At that time the friends of agriculture were able 
to rally almost no support for the proposal that agricultural­
relief legislation be enacted, as we were assured that there was 
no necessity for it, that conditions were improving and would 
soon right themselves. Since then, as we all know, they have 
grown steadily worse until they can no longer be ignored by 
the Congress. It is already too late to save thousands who 
could have been helped by prompt action on our part at the 
right time, but we can still by the enactment of legislation do 
much to check the course of _agricultural disaster and restore 
national prosperity. 

Some have suggested that the tariff on manufactured articles 
be reduced; others that there be a graduated decrease in 
freight rates. Reductions in the prices of farm machinery and a 
reduction in labor costs have been urged. · Some advocate in­
creased credits to farmers. No doubt all would be helpful, 
but to attempt to put them all into operation would be most 
disastrous to the economic welfare of the Natiorr. When 
farmers remember that 75 per cent of their market is found 
among our industrial workers they can readily understand 
that to curtail the purchasing power of city workers would 
reflect injury upon agriculture as well. It is very eyident that 
the price of agricultural products must ~o up or all other 
prices must come down. Inasmuch as it is not practicable, at 
·this time at least, to set in motion remedies which might injure 
the prosperity of the manufacturing industries, we must devise 
a means of raising agricultural prices to a plane of equal 
prosperity. I might add that it would not solve the problem 
to reduce transportation rates alone, as that would afford but 
a small measure of relief. 

M'NARY-HAUGBl:.'i BILL 

Of the various relief proposals before the Committee on Ag~ 
riculture during a period of many months the McNary-Haugen 
bill was finally reported out by a majority of the committee. 
Th~ committee has worked for four months on this bill; and 
has been in almost daily session since last December. We have 
rewritten all of the measure four times, and parts of it as 
many as seven times, in order to perfect it and to overcome 
the legitimate objections raised against it. I believe it is the 
most carefully prepared piece of legislation ever presented to 
this House, and if all economic criticism is not satisfactorily 
met it is because of the stupendous magnitude of the problem 
with which we have to deal. It is, however, generally con­
ceded by the friends of this legislation that as a result of the 
work put upon it by the House Committee on Agriculture it is 
a much better bill than when originally introduced. As a 
matter of fact, its sponsor in the Senate, Senator McNARY, 
recognized this, and asked that the Senate cease from further 
consideration of the original bill, substituting the improved 
House bill therefor. · 

LXV--582 

The McNary-Haugen bill, now under consideration, contem­
plates no changes in the marketing machinery or agencies 
already set up. It merely attempts to raise the domestic price. , 
by withholding or withdrawing the surplus product which seeks 
its market on a world level of prices, and prorates the loss that · 
may occur from the sale of that surplus upon the domestic out~ 
put equally. I tlo not believe that it is the best reme<ly sug- · 
gested. I do not think that it touches at the fundamentals in 
the problem of marketing. ·The agricultural inquiry commis­
sion, which held exhaustive hearings -and published a report 
two years ago, found, among other things, that the cost of d,is­
tribution was too expensive in the United States, and was one 
of the chief causes of low prices to the farmer. In its report, 
the commission stated that out of every dollar paid by the con­
sumer the farmer received but 36 cents, the balance being 
charges and profits taken by the middlemen. That in itself is 
a serious indictment of our present ·distributing machinery. No 
other country in the world is so extravagant in its distribution. 
Consunrers pay enough, and too much, but the middlemen reap 
the profit. Expressed in other terms, it can be said that in 
1922 the consumers of the Nation paid $22,500,000,000 for their_ 
food products. . The farmers received for these same products 
but $7,500,000,000, leaving $15,000,000,000, which represented ; 
the cost of distribution. In other words, it costs $2 to distribute , 
$1 worth of food products. Manifestly, there is something 
wrong with· such a system, and agriculture can not be placed 
on a permanent paying oasis until it is corrected. To finally · 
solve the ·question of marketing, which has always been the 
problem with agriculture, we must strike at this fundamental · 
and try to shorten the spread between producer and consumer. 
Never, until that service can be performed at cost, will the 
farmer's marketing problem be solved. 

The Norris-Sinclair bill, favorably reported in the last Con·, 
gress by both Senate .an.d House Agricultural Committees, and 
reintroduced in the present Congress, has for its avowed object · 
the shortening of· the spread between producers and consumers · 
by the elimination of the enormous profits of middlemen. It is ' 
the only bill before .Congress which ainis at a better · system of 
marketing and distribution, and if enacted into taw it would 
make of cooperative marketing in this 'country the success that ' 
it has had in other lands. I am convinced .that ev:entually we 
will have to pass some. such measure as this to establish agri-, 
culture upon a permanently prosperous basis. However, it is 
the judgment of the committee that the McNary-Haugen bill 
.offers the most imm~diate remedy in the present crisis. 

The McNary-Haugen bill does not attempt to solve the mar­
keting prohlE:m. Consequently, as I said before, it ls not fun- . 
damental in its operation. It is but temporary in its relief. 
There are .those who take the view that the bill would be un- ' 
workable ancl that it's effe<>t would be to pyramid the cost to the 
consnrner. In some commodities cove~ed by the blll I believe 
that is true. However, I am not concerned about all the com­
modities mentioned therein. I am here to speak for my ·con­
stituents, who are wheat growers and who depend on that prod­
uct as tl~eir chief crop. 

J:FB'llCT UPON WHllAT 

So far as wheat is concerned, I think that the blll will be . 
extremely helpful. I have no doubt but that it w111 result in a 
much better price for the wheat crop of the country. I am 
confident that the price of wheat can be greatly. increased with­
out necessarily increasing the price of bread. Our committee 
has had ample testimony to show that the average 10-cent loat 
of bread which is sold througho'1t the country contains flour for 
which the wheat raiser received but ti cents. If 50 per cent 
were added to the price of wheat, the fl.our in the average 
10-cent loaf of bread would not cost more tlmn 2 cents. That 
increase can be fully absorbed by the middleman, and the price 
to the wheat grower raised to somewhere . near the cost of pro-· 
duction. If the legislation does only this one thing-increase 
the price of wheat to somewhere near the cost of production­
it will be well worth enad!!!Pnt. 

I realize that there are some who say that the hog grower 
and catOeman are in equally hard circumstances. However, the 
difficulties in handling or marketing meat and meat products 
are a hundred times greater than those of wheat. Marketing 
and handling wheat is a comparatively simple process. l\1uch.. 
of the surplus can be and is exported in the raw state. This is 
uot true of hogs and cattle. Practically all of our livestock is 
slaughtered, and none of the surplus is exported except in a 
manufactured state. I would suggest, therefore, that the oper­
ation of the law be confined to wheat at the start until the 
machinery can be set up and a sufficient knowledge gained to 
deal successfully with other commodities. 
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It hus been contended that it tlie farmer gets< a faltt or- in• 
creased price for his wheut the EesuJt wm. be a great11 stimulated 
production. '.l1his woul<l• bav.e the etreot to negative any ad~an .. 
tage gained by this: legislation. 1! can not agree tbat there 
would be overproductibn. During the war, despite · tJhe great 
pu.ti·ioti.c urge, und with every known agency of propaganda used, 
the total' wheat prod_uction• never equaled th6 1915 crop, whiclt. 
was over 1·,000,000,000. bushels. The av-erage pre-wtt\f aereage 
of wheat wue.upproximately 501000,000racres.for thei entire coun­
try. Froll) 1914 to 191.9 the• acreage plant~d gl'adually ilwr.eased 
each year untiL it reached tlle peak., ih· 19191 of 76;000,0001 MreSJ 
In bushel& of wheat the increase- wns from 600,000,000 buShels, 
the five.year pre-war average, to· 945,000,000 in· 19191 Since then1 
because of' the · radueed priee, a grad\le.ll~ decrease(} acooage 
planted. has resultedi l..ast year; 1928, only 58,000,000 acres of 
wheat were• sow~ and tilie- ISroduction amounted· to 786;000,()()()J. 
bushels. rt will be seen· that the incl'ea.5ed acreage during tl1e­
war· was due· to 1 the • g11eat public sentiment created by G-Ove11n­
ment and private agencies working together in a patriotic cause; 
No such conditions will obtatn dbring· the· lite ot this bill. There· 
wnr be a subetantta:i.• i'ncree.se i:n priee1 from 30· to 50 ~ cents per 
bushel, but that, under ~x.isting conditlqns, will not be above the 
cost of produetion, and can not result in any great stiinuHttion 
of the acreage planted~ 

rn fact, it' i$ more than probable that the· decrease in planting, 
beca11se of the deplorable condition in which farmers find them­
selves, can not l;Je· ar1·ested' for a period of at lefist" five yea.rs,. the 
time ptovided for t!le operation of tlle law. '.Farmers in Iarqe 
nnmbe'l'S have been driven oft the land; and thousands of. acres 
Me Jeft vaeant. The·mo-vement from farm to city has precluded 
the possibility of immediate increased' production. In 'additlon, 
the• marginal' wfleat areas of the central States, which planted 
wheat dUl'ing the 'war, haive returned tQ· other cro11s, and will 
noti be indueed to· venture into the rfilefng of tliat cereal' &gain 
for many years to come. 

The slow tll1"nover in fu.Tmihg will also ~reven~ p.nr. great 
increase in production. The farces ·set in motion re.·ulti'ug in 
nny trend in· farming are not quickly overcotpe. It will take 
years to arrest the wesent tendency to decrease wheat prod'Q.c­
tfon. l!Tnless higher prices prevail this will continue un~n the 
danger point ls reached. Cheap wheat lands are m>° longer 
readily ilVl\iJable to come- under tbe plo,v. The chi~ factor$ 
~h bringing ab()ut a nor;ual' .:PrQduct:lon, · \ve can. only hope, are 
J~proved· tnfage an(}! cI1matic conclitlons. No o.ne woul<l WaJlt 
to advocate sucll a qop red;uction brought about by. disastrous 
economic forces tha~ would reduce the ·national food supply 
below the normal wants· ot the' Nation. ' 

The CHATR1'f:AN. The time, of thP. gentJeiµan hn:? e,x.pired: 
Mr. HA:l!TGEN. I yle~tl to the gentleman two minutes tuore. 
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1f tllis wane· true, which it is not, farme11s are as much entitlad 
to· legislativ.e aid a8i al·e otJbel"· liues of· industry which have. 
already had it, a8•PreviouslY stttted1 HoweveJl, while the·legisla,.. 
tion Willi ditectly give tirst. aid to farmers it \\till benefit all bl.lSi-. 
ness.. lt is a faJ?tl that farmers consume aboutJ 40 per cent of the· 
mao.utactu.redi producits1 ofi the United State~ They. are the· 
be.st customers o.1f all industry,~ It you ciiipple 1Jheh· purcbasiug 
powe,l!, whicb lessens their consumptive powel'. you have in­
jured all business. The prosperity o-:fi agJ.·icultu.re affects all 
wonker.s and business men Consequently, it should be to the 
interests of every; braneh ot industry to favor any legislation. 
that will teud1 to , restone agri<lultm:e t11 a normal ~asis. 
. 'JJhe American ta.nmer bas not been Qrganized to maxket bis 
product as have alt ohlter indnstria.s. ".Che steel. busil:less, th.a 
textile husines~ the cool business,. aa welL as all lines of manu .. 
facwre, ~re- highly. 01:gani'1led and unified. They ba ve a aales 
agency which controls the output and to a large extent names 
the price at which their· product shall be sold. Agriculture 
alo~ ha~ to ask, the consumen, " What will you i;>a.y. ?" 

The pric.e f.or. t,he farm.er is set by someone else, not by. him. 
Ii is nQt s-qrprising, therefore, tbat Ile· has to accept a pror 
por.tioP.ateJy lower pti,ce than. anyone e~. 'l,:he marketing cor­
poratiOJli ~t up py this legj.slation will fo~m a great WlifJed. 
sales ageJlC;,v for .agri.cu~tural vroduats. It . can be used as tbe · 
n\lC~ for futq.xe develo{lment of coopeJ:a.ti~e organLzations 
of fa£n;i.ers.. W.e au realize tluit cooperation. of producers and 
cona-qmei;s. must ev.entually and perma11ently; solve the evils of 
ow; pte.se,1t ex1;1e11sjve mai·.keting, system. WJ+ile tb.e proposed 
bill is primarily an emergency i:µeasure, its powers ~re b;:oad'~ 
andr the c;o:rpollaijon estal?HsbeQ. will be able to name a price 
on. farm. p:coducts whl.ch wUl give th~ faun.er cost of produc­
tion and. a profit Wit}\ tbis lift be can hop~ to get square with 
tne world once more, WQrk J;l,is way QUt of' the mlJ:e of debt now 
ep~µJ.fing him, and. agaj,n become one ot the best customers 
o:C J;l'.la.DJJ.f.actl,Jr~. 'l''bus» ,not only farmexs but manu.fact~rers, 
mer.chants, busines~ men •. bankers, aud al1 others, wm benefit. 
L hold it to be the mQSt impoi:tant duty tl~4' Congress, cfl.n. :uer· 
fqrm for t;he WhQle; Nation to enact agricultural ro~iet· Iegisla.­
tio:µ. apq, to do; it now:~ 

\JQless, somet:P,ing, of th~ kin.d is. done we ai·e going to se~ 
tne w.orst t'm0&1 that tbe United States has ever · e~erie~eA 
TbJs la a pro"QlEtW that interests everybody, and it m a probl@~ 
that ~ gping to, r.e.a<!h out a.nd. afrec.t; N~w Eng)..and before "\=ei:y 
long and an of the manufacturing States. [Appl4use.] 

Mr. J;l.lJBEY, l\1r. Ch1l)J:!I,Uan, l yield lQ minutes to tbe gen­
tl.Bmn.n fr.om WaR4iiu?;ton C:M.r, &u.]. 

M.r. lllLl-• 01; Wa$hiugton,.. M;r.. Chairman~ it ought IJ.Qt to 
:r.equire argumeJJ.t to induce Cangi;e~s to gr~t tl).e i:~net to 
agriculture proposed in the l\lcNary-Jila:ug~n bill · It is diffl.­
cult to demonstrat4 a. propo~~tion tllat is self-evident. But we 
q.x-e1 compelle<t to re~ogn.iz~ tJJe fact tAat. W.era are tl\Ose who 

lf;\RM-:uo1:1TG.A.a;i;; J?;iDE.QT.ll:DNEs~ AJNo BJ.G:u; ~~'XE& • oppose this, m~a.su:te, apd not only do they oppose U$J measure;. 
MT. SINOLAJI.R. A furtlieD reason why fat·mers can not con- the·y ar~ opposed to 8.llY }egh:1la.tion tµat will. bdng any su,b­

tmue to operate 0'n the pre·-war leve11 e1' prices; is the· fact that stantial relief to ag1,icultute. I regi:et that al)y Memher of 
the far!Il-mortgage indebtedness has almost doubled since 1914. I thls House should t1.tke tbQ.t attitude., but I nm. amazed to find. 
Accordmg to the United Stijtes, ce~ns of January 1, 1920 the I that some Qf tll# o~ents of tb,i.s bill. come b:om 1).gr.iculturat 
total farm-mortgage indebtedness of the Nation amount~d to districts. I appreciate the fa.<;t that we ,are all mp~e or less 
$'l,8m,700,000. Nearly one-ha~ of th1s amount, or $3,199 _ I ~fl.uenced by selfish. interest and that w~ are b:equeotly re-. 
600i000, is iil the west ndrth-central group of Stat-E>s~~flinn~- '. str.lcted in our v:iQws and af:!tiviUes to the thi.ngs. tbat ~ect 
sota, Iowa,. Missouri~ North and South Dakota, Nebraska 'US most, intimateiy,. and I fear that $Ometlm~ the solic.itude 
and Kansas-the great wheat, corn, and hog raising section of· for the purely. local iptete~t blinds us to the opportwtity foi: 
the countl'y. There is no doubt but that this indebtedness has 1 larger se;i:vice not only to our. own localiti~s but to tbe cou11.try 
~een augmenood. sinee 19201 T8.'X08 upon• farm lands have aL':3<>· 1 as a whole. 
mcreased ove:i.1 100 per•Qent more than the pre-,va.r period. Our people as a nation are so interrelated politically, socially, 

In 1914 the property fu:xi of the- United' States amounted to and economically that no class of our citfzenship can be reduced 
about $844,000,000. In 1922 it was a_pp.ro::r.imately $707,000,000. to a state of abject poverty without a reaction therefPom 
{['his pla<!es upon• farmers fr. heavy additional bm·den of fixed to the detrilment o:ll the whole people. Such a condition is' now: 
charges of taxes and' in~rest, at least 100 per cent more• than being created and' in a l&vge measuue alreadyi exists among the 
they pal~ dm!ing the pre-war 10-year average~ farming classes proclucing the· staple food. p1POducts cd! the cou~ 

The price of the wheat crop of last yeaT is about equal in dot:. try. It can not be possible tihatJ the- membership of this Blouse 
lars to the pre-war wheat crop value. Yet the taxes and in- ts not informed' o~ the. necessitous condition of our farmers• 
terest on the land which produced' this crop have about doubled. Sllortl'y after the cl-Ose of the war the financial powers. deereed 
It is absol·utel~ unjust to expect farmers to pay off this load of that the farmer shou'ld1 be €leflat~ and the result was, that 
debt ~d ta.<X.es on the basi.s of pre-wat' prices for wheat. Much within a year and1 a half the value of :1larm 1>roducts we.a 
ot this. debt, in fact n.ll of the• increased debt, bas been eon- reduced from $14,600,000~00(!) t;o $61000;0001000. 'l1W:s detlatmn 
tr.acted in. tbe past fivei yearsi when the dollar ' would not buy: policy did not embrru?e· the entiire economle strue?tmre of tha 
much more· than ha11 'w11a.t lt would. bef'()re that time. I'n· other country, but the farmer was. singled out as. the arch victim 
ll'Ords, the debts were contracted llllde1' an all-commadity in- of that economic crime. He was literally robbed of mol'e than 
dex price of 100 per cent advance. The eftect!, unde1• present 50 pel' cent of the value of his C!!OP product.ions. The scales of 
pdces, upon the farmer is that bei received 50 cents for 11is $1 economie balance. were tipped against him. and he has llO't beeu 
of debt, and must now pay it out at its full face value: able-to regain that balance. For all his.ct<>'PS ce.nying au export~ 

able surplus his prices were suddenly reduced to the· leYel of tbe 
demor~H~ed Ew•@pean mark.6!t.s• Ies · the cost of tPansportation 
to those markets, and in addition to the high prices paid far 
labor in the production of his crops he was compelled to buy 

..\.GRICULTURAL RELI~F LI;:Gll3LATIQN1 WlLL :i,ENWIT ~J... l;NI)ljS';tR)l' 

It lJas bee~ stated tbati this is purelJy class: legislati.on , 'lrhat 
is, it is for the relief of farmers and agriculture alone. Even 
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his merchandise and equipment in the protected markets of 
the United States. The manufacturing industries were pro· 
tected, labor was protected, and transportation was protected, 
but agriculture was left unprotected. What is the result? 
Manufacturing is prosperous, transportation is prosperous, 
labor is receiving good wages, and agriculture is bankrupt. 
Everyone knows and concedes these facts. To contend that 
the distress of agriculture is not due to discriminations against 
it through the protective legislation of this Government is to 
impeach either one's intelligence or his sincerity. · 

The soul and heart of the legislation offered in this bill 
is the proposition to give to the farmer a square deal. Is the 
temper of this House such as to listen to a plea Of simple 
justice for him? You have set up a standard of artificial 
economics under the protective policy of this Government for 
every class of , industry and enterprise except that of agricul­
ture. This Government is committed to the policy of indus­
trial protection, in one degree or another. Any tariff policy 
other than that of free trade is protective. I am not advo­
cating and do not anticipate the establishment of a free-trade 
policy for this Government; but I insist that in the prosecu­
tion of the policy of protection it is not fair, it is not just, 
and it it not honest to confer that benefit upon certain classes 
of industry and persons to the discrimination and disadvan­
tage of others. The people of this Nation did not establish 
our Government and invest it with legislative and adminis­
trative powers with the intent or any idea that the manufacturing 
industries, the railroad corporations, or any class of individu­
nls should have a preferred right to governmental economic 
advantage. Such an advantage is perversive

1 
of the will of the 

people, the power of the Government, and the spirit of the 
Constitution. , 

The policy of protection must be based on the dead level of 
honesty and give to agriculture the same degree of protection 
that other industries enjoy. Protect everybody or protect no­
body. [Applause.] Give every industry and every individual 
a square deal with special privileges to none. 

The farmer is not asking any special fayor; be is merely 
asking to be restore<l to his right to an equal opportunity, the 
right of which he was deprived when every industry except 
agriculture was placed under the economic protection of the 
Government. He is not asking that some one else be deprived 
of a right that he may be favored, but is simply demanding 
that his own right be restored to him. 

The banker has facilities for privilege and protection 
through the Federal reserve system ; the manufacturing inclus­
tries have protection through the levy of duties on importations 
of manufactured products; the railroads have protection 
through the Esch-Cummins Act; labor has protection through 
the Adamson law, the restriction of immigration, and through 
the strength of its organizations. But the farmer has no pro· 
tection through governmental intervention and bas been unable 
to effect organizations of sufficient comprehensiveness an<l soli­
_9arity to emulate in his own behalf the accomplishments of 
labor through its organization. But labor bas not through 
organization alone been able to secure and hold the advan­
tages it has obtained. Protective laws have been enacted in 
its behalf to aid and make possible of attainment the purpose 
of organization of labor, and it may be well to remember also 
that such protective law~ were enacted because, and only be­
cause, labor through organization was strong enough to force 
such action on the part of Congress. Nor can agriculture 
through organization and cooperation alone secure the relief 
necessary to its protection. It must have legislative assistance 
in the form of protection. 

This protection can not be afforded solely by a tariff duty on 
importations of agricultural products of which we produce an 
exportable surplus. It would be a waste of time to set forth 
the reasons why this can not he done, when it is universally 
recognized that as to such products the export markets deter­
mine the price both at home-.and abroad. Agriculture must 
have a protected domestic market to place it on the same eco­
nomic basis enjoyed by other protected industries. It has never 
had a square deal in the law-made economic scheme of this 
country. 

In this great Nation, founded on and to secure principles of 
justice and equal opportunity to all men and all classes ·of 
legitimate enterprise, the hardest thing to acc-0mplish and main­
tain is industrial and economic justice. 

We .are face to face with the plain proposition that to secure 
for any class of industry or nny class of individuals its eco­
nomic rights the demand therefor must be supported by suffi­
cient political strength to enforce the demand. 

A great advance was made in the progress of civilization 
when this Govemment was established. It 'Vas the crystalliza-

tion of the thought and spirit of the American people at the 
time and it is the crystallization of the thought and spirit of 
the American people to-day. The fault is not in the G;overn­

·meiit, but in the ·perversion of its powers. The powers of our 
Government are only such as the people as a nation delegate 
to it. Both the Government and its powers belong to the people 
and constitute a political instrumentality designed and intended 
to serve impartially the highest interests of all the 'people. · 
The national power is the life of the Government, and ·its only 
source of life. Without this power there can be no Govern­
ment. 

Government, concretely. stated, ls but the method or means 
through which the power of the people is harnessed, centralized, 
controlled, and applied. The only proper application of this 
power is to the service of the public good without discrimina­
tion in favor of· one class of citizens as against another. If 
this power were so applied, we would not find the economic 
system of the country out of balance as it is to-day. The whole 
difficulty is the result of the perversion and exploitation of the 
power of the people for private gain and advantage ·by directing 
such power against the people as a whole and thereby using 
the people's power to destroy their rights instead of preserving 
them. We are not to lose sight of the fact that it is the power 
of the people that is being used and directed ut all times in the 
administration of the Government, regardless of whether the 
Government is being rightly or wrongly administered. What­
ever is done through the governmental agency is done through 
the strength of the power of the people. There is no other 
governmental force. 

If governmental functions are being exercised to the preju­
dice or destruction of the people's rights, the power that is 
employed for so doing is the people's own power. There can 
be a perversion of this power but no substitution for it in 
governmental affairs. The people always furnish the power, 
but private interests can direct the control and application of 
the power, and that is wllat is being done to-day. The power 
of government has been controlled in the interest of private 
enterprise since the early history of our Government, as a 
result of which there has been established in this country an 

· artificial system of national economics founued on the protec­
tive tariff policy, which in plain language is a system of legal­
ized robbery enabling certain classes of persons to exploit and 
rob the whole people. · It is immoral in principle, unjust in 
design, and destructive of the economic freedom of the indi­
vidua.l. 

This policy was inaugurated to build up the manufacturing 
industries on a cost-plus basis that levies tribute on every con­
sumer of the country for the enrichment of such protected 
industries. The protecti Ye -tariff policy was first demanded 
and sought to be justified on the ground that it was necessary 
to enable our infant industries to gain sufficient strength to 
compete · in manufacturing and commerce with established 
institutions; but when in the course of time the plea of infancy 
could no longer find basis in fact, the protective system was 
continued and sought to be justified on the ground that it was 
necessary in order to insure a high wage scale which our 
standards of living required for labor. In other wor<ls, the 
argument for the prptective tariff abandoned the infancy plea 
and took for its basis the necessity of the protection of labor. 
Labor, however, was given no guaranties in any tariff law 
ever written and has always been compelled, in order to receive 
a just and ·reasonable wage, to resort to demands backed by 
the force of organization. The protected industries after 
secm1ng protective legislation seek to employ labor in the com­
petitive markets of the world and to pay only such wages as 
shall be determined by the free operation of the law of supply­
and demand in the labor markets. With such purpose in view, 
these favored industries oppose restrictions of immigration 
and advocate the open shop. 

But labor has organized and through its organized efforts 
is compelling a recognition of its rights in the matter of ·wages, 
hours of labor, and condition~ under whi~h to work. Labor 
is thus rendering a service to the gi;eat unorganized ancl un­
protected masses of the people by interposing the only effec· 
tirn obstacle to the progress of capital in its designs to fasten 
the yoke of economic slavery upon the necks of the plain peo­
ple. But in compelling recognition of its power organized 
labor has received protection in the restriction of immigration, 
has procured the enactment of the Adamson eight-hour law, 
and has forced great increases in wage scales. 

Here, then, are two cl~sses that have secured protective 
financial advantage through a system of artificial economics, 
namely, the manufacturing industries and organized la hor. 
The former, through the prestige and influence of wealth; 
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the latt~, ··through ·tile -shea- .lfo-ree :of numbens and p()Wei' mf .. This ts •the ·'fate that rtm~ds 1as to agriculture ·and 
organization. 140,roQ,QOO •of ()Ur •people directly dependent upon it. 'Inaction 

·IA. tl}ird 'factor that has 1 contribu~ .to · ttie :eeonomlc -dis- ·on·the pairt ·of 1 Congress ·m this crisis .will 1be inexcusable. The 
advantage of •the whole ·J.*!ople is •the 1governmente.l protection 1farmer can not solve his problem unaided by remedial legls­
extended to transportatwn, .whereby· the·mUroe.ds ·are·plaood in latlon. ·He did not 'Ci'eate ·and can not eontrol the .oonditlons 
a 1'.avored.dass·through the mandate •of the 'Elseh·Cnmmins .Act under ·which oo 11s ·helplessly struggling. They .a'Fe, ·tn ·the 
dit'eeting the ilnteMtate Commerce Qommi:sSiOn to •8.Uthorize main, the cdireet results Of proteclrve legislation 'by . Congres.~ 
such transportation charges as ·will produce revenue 1 sttftlclent •Whieh i teft 1-the 'farmer out ot the protective •seheme. He now 
to pay cost ·of operation, interest on ·indebtedness, and, in -addi- appeals to i_the ·author ,of "hls ·un<Iolng 1or a ·belated correction 
ti.on thereto, a return 1of ; 5i •per cent on tbe valne of the in- 'of the injustice done him. ·He can ·aat continue without :relief. 
vested capital. 11 speak •advisetlly. 'For 20 -yeaf!s I 1have •lived in •Douglas 

The wealthrproduciQ,g .industries •Of ithis ~untr.y ,,a:i;e agti- !County, in ithe ··State df Washington,-ln the midst of ·rich agri­
culture, mining. nn.d 1'a:o.ufactu.ring. F.vom th~ .sources J)lUS cultural lands and geod ·farme.rs. DU'.l'ing an that 1time r have 
existing natural resources .comes all the wealth o;t the ~ation . . 1been an lntere!!lted ~bserver in close ·con met with the agricul­
Commerce begins w~re tp.roducti.on eeases. _The pi@ducts .of ltnral intlustry. I •know the •contlitions o'f agriculture and ·of 
too farm, the mine. and the factory ..become tbe commodities !the farme1'S generally ·not ortly ·tn my own district but through­
of commerce. Commerce 1does not operate to produce ,wealth, .out the great 'Northwest. 'The conditions •in -my district are 
but 1to .distribute, e41>loit, .and market . it after .it is 1Produced. jtypical. 
Ind.ustry ereates wealth,; .cQmmerce r c~tes profits .or oosses. Nature dealt with a lavish 'hand in the formati(}n •of that 
Tran~portation is an instrumentality of . eo~rce. Labor is •country and endowed it ·with such combinations of soil, ·climate, 
a factor, both.in the .production of .wealth.and in .the commerce 1and ·altitude as to adapt ·ft lto •a witle range of ·agrieultural 
o:f ,wealth, b.ut ,the wages of labor aJ;'e :fi;x:ed 1by comme.rce. In- 1punmits, abuntlantly producti~. But man-made economic laws 
dustry a.ud commerce are . ~pendent one 1U.POJ1. the other. .The 1are 'not operating to ai-d nature's beneficence. Wheat, apples, 
various cla~es of industry a.nd oho the va.rtous characters ,or !livestock, antl •hay ·are the· principal 1Jl'Oductions in my •i:Ustrict. 
phases of the same class of industry he.ve an interdependence A few •y-ears ·ago the farmers were•prosperous and most .of them 
t~t invoke.a tbe , inter.ventiou of .. commerce. ,paying ' income taxes to ,the 'Government. Within the past four 

Tbe costs of production and ,the .distribution and ·market :years their •prosperity 'has vanished·; their surplus · accum11la~ 
values of the p:i:oducts of indust~y are ,contr.oUed and ~eter- 1t1ons have ·been absorbed by deficits ·in operating •eosts; ·they 
mined by commerce and not by the producing industries. !have been forced tleepa- '8.nd tleeper into debt in their efforts 

Commerce controls the economics of the country, and com- Ito stem the adverse ·conditions of high eost of transportation, 
merce in turn is the institution of, and is directed by, the 1 of labor, · of merchandise ·and equipment, and ruinously low 
dominant ·financial powers that control the securities and !Prices for their products. ~ot only have their surpluses been 
credits of the country. These powerful :finarrcial interests,' 1exhansted, ·but then ·capital "investments have 'been ·either ells· 
sometimes for .convenience designated as "big ·business" and sipated entirely or dee!'lY impaired and ·depleted. Instead of 
"Wall Street;• ·through politleal subservience to their demands, ' 1prosperity, 'balik1mptcy now is the prevailing eondltion. This 
have gained control of the .administrative policies of the 11-emilt 'has followed not because of short ·crops ·but solely ·be­
Federal reserve bank .system and have perverted it to their 1cause of inadequacy of prieesto ·meet cost of production. Last 
service in their cold-blooded desigp. to ~reap the profits of all :year Lincoln County, which has the ·largest wheat-producing 
industry and to bring un'der their economic control the pro-· •area of any county ·in my distt·ict, had a bountitul wheat -crop 
ducers of all wealth. These powetiul financial interests etther 1and I 'think as large a yleltl as it can reasonably expect to 
own or control, or both, the manufacturing industries and the 1protluee in any single 'Year, and yet I did not find one 'farmer 
transportation systems of the country. They are dh,·ectly in that whole county who exhibited the least enthusiasm over 
financial~y interested in the pro~erity .of these enterptises, and his abuntlant crop or that claimed he got cost of production 
through their dominance and dictatorial .powers in politics an<J, .out of it. · 
economics they have forced the Government of the people to It is diftlcult ·for ·one who has not actually ·been on the ground 
underwrite their financial investments and to secure them .not , and seen the situation ·himself 11:0 ·up.derstand 'fully the exceetl­
merely against loss, but to insure them great profits •through lingly distressful condition of the wheat ·farmer~. 'Ther.e is no in­
protective legislation at the expense of the whole· people. They, .ducement to exaggerate the seriousness of th.e situation prevail­
are using the people's Governm.ent •to extort •from -the people a ling among them, tor the actual Situation t&xes one'-s 'faculties 
constant and generous ·flow •of •financial tribute into the coffers 1to adequately portray 'it. Farmers are daily throwtq.g up their 
of the big interests. lh&nds in ·despair and quitting their -farms and mottg~ge-

These financial powers are not interested in the protection Jridden 'personal property; many are -being 'foreelosed, still more 
<:If. labor and they are .not interested in the protection of .the 1are making voluntary assignments and others are :seekin-g .re­
agricu1tural industry. They are not concerned wltb the ~is- 1lief from their 'burdens o'f debt ·through ' bankruptcy ·proceedings . . 
tress of tlle farmer except as to the political aspects that Men are literlJ.llY walking out -and away from th;elr farms, 
might develop from his ·desperation. Th~y are in ·control of moneyless, scantily clad, the ·accumulations of a ·uretime lost, 
the Government policies now and are satisfied with those with families to s"Q.pport ann tlestitution to face. 'They are 
policies and the ,existing conditions. It brings no pain to , desperat~; they are not ,in a good humor toward a Govern­
their consciences or appeal to their hearts ·to 'be .told of the ment .that will _permit such economic conditions to exist. 
l'Jiln and wreck of the bomes, the fortunes, antl the hop_es .Qf Mortgage holders, 'the banks, and .nierchants who llave enend,ed 
the farmers whose prq,gress has been blocked BJ1.<l whose profits , credit are 'left the dJ.Sheartening ,Prospect of realizing little or 
hn:rn ·been turned into lQsses because of the lU)jnst, :heai;tless, nothing from a sale of the abandoned property or the alterna­
and Impossible economic conditions impQsed upon them in tive of taking it oveT and .operating it at a loss. 
order that the greatest .POS.Sible porti<>n of the wealth of the This condition was distressfUlly acute last year. It was 
Nation may continue to ftow unimpeded into the c:offera o:f ' evident early in the year that, unless some relief _that would 
the masters of finance.. insure .a larger .,price for wheat than th~t prevailin~ we.re 

.ls this Congress-;is this adipinisti:a.Uon-al'e , the people of provided, increased losses to the wpeat far111er would inevitably 
this Nation going .to permit the .farmer to be , sacrifk~.d ·on tbc follow. Fully appreciating the ~riousness of the situation, a 
altar of special privilege? If so, it will be th.e beginnjng of number of Members of Congress and others wired and wrote and 
the end of agriculture ns an industrial occupation of free .men o.therwise 1mportuned the President to can an extra session 
and will mark the beginning of the decadence of that great df Congress to ·relieve teIQporarily the 'distress of the wheat 
basic industry towa.rd the depths of a .servile sub.ordination farmer by legislation authorizing a guaranteed price that would 
in.tolerable to c:onteuiplate. It will mean tbe reduction of cover cost of prodnction plus a reasonabl~ profit. 
landlords to tenant~ or else the abandonment of 'farms to The 'President refused to call the extra session, and the 
idleness and unproduction. It will mean that millions of farmer got no ;relief from losses on l~st year's -crop. .I tbought 
homes , of America's most sturdy, virile, ,and .libe+ty-loving ·then, and I still think, the President should nave acted as he 
manhood will be converted into hovels of an agdcultural was .requested and urged to do. I .advocated l~t .fall in my 
peasantry .and that the sovereigns of the soil will .give :t:ilace .campaign for Congress a guaranteed fixed price of $1,75 a 
to the peons of poverty. The la.st vestige of economic freedom bushel for wheat .as an emergenc:y measure. The farmer .was 
will pass from our ,agrarian population when the l\folochs of entitled to tb.at .r~llef to tide .b.im over the emergency · until 
avarice become the country's masters. It will .mean the pass- C~mgress coul.(l WQrk o-µt a more satisfactory ~lu.tio.n ,of his. 
iog from reality to :rcunance of 1;he boasted !de.a.ls that consti- .economic difficulty. ~pis proposition of $1.75 for wneat was 
tuted the fundamental social .structure apd 

1
political se~urity · i.p. Jine .witlJ, tl;le bill introducec;l by Senator Goooi:N~, of Idaho, 

upon which this Nation was .established and which llave SU!i- ·in 1:4e -8b;ty-seventb Congress and again at the .rm~sent session 
tained it to tbe present time. of ·congress. I did' not propose such guaranty as a permanent 
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solution of the wheat farmer's diffi.eulty aoo I lnvariabJy stated 
in my speeches du:rin.g the campaign that it was not an ~ 
nomically sound· propcsition, but that it was just as economi­
cally sound as the protective tariff and! guaranteed. i:a.tes' to. the­
railioad~ and it is. Sena.tel" GOODING, as I un4erstand it,. is 
not pressing his guaranteed price bill this ;yes.r,. but, as I am 
informed, ls lending Ws support to the- MeNary-Haugea bill. 

I think the McNary-Haugen bill is to be m.uch1 weferre<J over 
a flat price-fixing mea.sure-. I sat in- conference with the' fram­
ers of the export corPQration measure, a::flterwards known as 
the McNary-HaUt,,~n bill, before it was put into. final form. 
and introduced. I have kept in touch with it ever- since; I 
believe it is in economic- harmony with the prot.e¢tive- system 
of this Governmentr I have worked for- its advancement in­
cessantly sinee its introduction. I sincerely trust that 1t may 
pass and become Ia:w. If it should fail to pass, I say to you. 
frankly, I hate to contemplate the fate that awaits the wheat 
farmers- of this Nationr 

If it is impossible to pass the McNa.ry-Hauge-n btll, I am 
ready t& vote and work for the next best fa-rm-relief meaSUl"e 
whether it be a guaranteed price tor- wheat, the NoL'I'is-Sinclair 
bill, or some othel' measure. I am ready to work and vote 
for any measure that will offer substantial relief to the 
farmer i:n this emergency, and I will not quibble over or stand 
baek on economic ethics:, theories,. or policies in so doing. The 
crisis is. grave, the country's welfare is; at stake; t:he happiness, 
prospects, and hopes of my neighbors, friends; and constituents 
are jeopa.rdi.ze.d. The people of the fifth district ot Washington 
are my clients in the presentation of this plea to the House 
of Congress for the passage e:fl this bil4- and m-ore than. that, il 
is my responsibility and pleasure to :plaee at their service my. 
every faeulty and power to promote their success and pros,. 
pertty. 

The great burden of my beairt ls the distress of the farmers 
through-out the wheat-growing· sections of the country. I have 
received hundred& upon hundreds of letters~ resoluttcms. and 
petitf-0:n& setting forth the great and pressing need for relief 
and appealing for quick action on the part of Congress. 

I shall not burden the RECORD unduly with these eommuni­
ca tions .. but I want to read the following two letters I re­
-ceived, which set forth gl'a-phlcally t'.he conditions prevailing 
in my home coumty and which are typical of. the situation 
th.roughoot my district: 

Hon. SAM B. HILr,, 
Washington, D. 0. 

WATER.VILLJ!l, WASH., April 22, 19'24. 

DEAR SIR: For the pa.st six yeai:s I have ~n. acting as county 
agent for Douglas County, Wa.sb., which com.prises one of the very 
good wheat sections of the Big Bend region, and have bad an oppor­
tunit~ to study farm practices, and have been brought in close touch 
with the circumstances of farme11s. 

During the period extending from 1905 to 1916 far.mere of eastern 
Washington were relatively prosperous and hullt up their homes. and 
community interests ; business durin~ this period was sound and there 
was every indication that healthy development would continue ·as 
a reward to the industrious e~orts of our agricultural people. Begin­
ning with 1917 farmers began to go in debt. and each year since 
that time has brought the farmer into more unfdvorab!e circum­
stances until we now face the position of absolute bankruptcy. 

That you may more fully appreciate conditions which exist through­
out t1l.e Washington wheat-growing sections, I am otfering for your con­
sideration the following data applying tG Douglas County: 

"Five banks out of six liave fa11ed in the last two and one-half 
years ; tllree banks falled during rn23. 

u Mortgage foreclosure sales, 1923, $676,000, involving 26,Q06 acres. 
••Mortgage foreclosure sales, 102if, to . April 1, $152,000, involving 

10,000 acres. 
"Voluntary assignments, 1923, approximately $-300,000. 
" Delinquent taxes to date, $450,000." 
During the last three years farmers bave generally attempted to 

diversify to the extent that climatic conditions warrant, ru1d while 
this tendency bas been beneficiaI to the extent of assisting farmers 
in securing a Iarge sbare of tbeir living on the !arm, it has be.en alto­
gether insumcrent to meet indebtedness incurred on tbeir major crop. 
As a result of the present deplorable conditions and apparent hope­
lessness of the fut'ure our farmers are very much unsettled and we 
are rapidly approaching a condition of complete disintegration through­
out a large part ot the wheat-growing urea. 

Farmers and business men in the affected area appear to be of 
one !Jlind concerning the cause of the present difficulties, namely, the 
unsatisfactory ratio which has existed between the prices of farm 
products and industrial products which are abolutely essential In tha 
farmers' l>usiness. There seems to be complete agreement that the 
proposed McNary-IIaugen btll, which is now receiving the attention of 

Congress, offers a thQi:oughly S()~ practieal. a.n<l urgently essential 
solution of the surplus producers' dlfilculty. We sincerely hope that 
you will gfve tbM proposed bill your earnest consideration and, in 
view of tbe- serfous emel'geney now existing, lend your hearty support 
toward· Its passage. 

Yours very troly, F. H'. ZENTNER, 

Hon. SAM B. HILL, 
Washington, D. O. 

<Jo~ty · Agrtcidturaf A.gent. 

Mr DEA::R B~M ~ Your recent letter received and was very glad to 
know there Is some prospect of Govemaml!nt help for the agrieulturaJI 
industry. As I see it, help mast eome at once or this country· ta 
bankrupt. 

Up in the S"t. Gemlaln connbPy I have j'\lst had three more ranches 
tnrned back to me. 'Fwo ot: thel!le were leased ranc~IJ and one I ha.d 
been carrying on a. sale contrac'ti for seTeral' years. 

These three men are broke and are leaving the countrY', going; only 
God tnows wtritlier, they do not. 

r have eight ranches on my hands tfult I can not rent on any 
terms. Tile country i& depopulating in droTe11. 

Yesterday I talked witli DoBB Gallaher, front the Buckingham coun­
try. He wants to quit aud turn over everything he hitS as part 
payment on his deMs, but' the Bea:ttle l!Hlnk whic.b holds. most of his 
paper is begging him to stay. 

They wBI throw otT his interest and advance money. for his taxes 
and living expenses, but Doss say11, " What.,.& the use?" 

It will mean just. · more loss every year, and' he iEr advising- them 
to take their loss now and quit. 

Th-ey are particularly urgent in hfs case beeaose, u you know, he 
is a sort ot bellwether in bis- sec.tion, and it' he. q.uits most of his 
neighbo:cs will. His is a fair sample< of this, whole sec&n. 

The :British at tb:e siege of Luckno:w had1 uotb:lng on these poor 
devils. They hlllff hung on; until they can hang no 'longer. 

Douglas County, once the banner wheat eouuty of the State, ls in 
a pitiable plight ; farID'S deserted, bank.a broke;. merchants broke, and 
no definite help Im sight. 

The price ot labor ls clear to the ski~ ; sacks cost one-fifth of' 
the price of the whea.t ; machiMry so high no man· can buy- it ; the 
old machinery about gone. 

Taken up one side and down the other, it is a real pleasant prosJ>ect. 
N~t the least serious side of the case is the faet that these conditions 
are· breeding bitternem agains.t the existing order and contempt-for our 
Gevernment and its laws. JJ. short ' time ago- I started after a man 
who had sold some of my mortgaged wheat. I told him such a report 
had reached me, but l could! hardly ciredtt ft, and asked hfm it he bad 
done 80. His answ~r wa11 "Yes, by God', r did. Neither m1 wife nor 
my children had any underclothes or any other cl<rthes~ nor had we 
proner fe1od for winter. What are you going to do about ft? .. 

I did just what you would have done. I told hinl to keep It. 
Sam, a certain knowledge that wheat W'ill bring a decent price hel'e 

next fall will keep part o:f these men bangmg- oD• nntll 11bat time ; 
nothing else under- God's heaven will. . 

It Co<llgl'ess can help us, tbey will be criminals ~ they do not. 
With best regards to both of you-, l: am 

Very ttuly-. 1'-f. B.. HOWE. 

l!Jpon my intimate acq_uaintance with the men who wrote 
these· letters, I vouch for every statement they contain. 

What is the remedy to correct the troubles of agriculture? 
In order to- prescribe a remedy, the troul>le must first be 
di.:~gnosed. 

The difficulty under \vhich the wheat farmer ls laboring, 
together ·with the praducers- of livestock, ts inadequacy of price 
to· make his farming operations profitable. The cause of the 
inadequacy of sucfi price lies in the fact tlmt the principal !ac­
tors which enter- into the costs of farm production must be paid 
for at the high cost level to which they are infiated by the pro­
tection given them within the United States. and that such 
farm products must be sold both fn the domestic- and foreign 
markets on the l>asis of their export price. The export price is 
determined by an nnprotected world market in which the sur­
plus products of all countries are in competitfon. 

Tbe clear recognition of the. fact that domestic. priee depe:n.da upon. 
export prl.ee la one of the fundamental principles tbat must be fa.-ced 
in any attc;znpt to give farm relief. (Report McNe.uy-Haugen bill, 
p. 26.) 

The remedy, then, is to place agriculture on the same basis o! 
pmecti(}n as that upon wJ\ich the· protected mnrkets' within the 
United States rem-. Tbfst can· only be accomplished by-
separating tlie export eurplWJ f.ro.m the totaL domestic crop, and sell­
mg it in tlle world market at tbe world price and by disposing of the 
domestic part at a domestic price on a parity with other commodities. 
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The McNary-Haugen bill proposes such a remedy. 

The tariff protects domestic products against competition with Im­
ported products within the United States. But it can not protect a 
domestic product when competing in world markets with other products. 
The protective tariff is directed toward one problem ; the McNary­
IIaugen bill is directed toward the other. The farmers seek, and 
this legislation seeks to give them, an instrumentality that will effectu­
ate taritr protection for them just as the general schedule of tarifr 
duties protects manufactured articles. (Report McNary-Haugen bill, 
p. 30.) 

The specific object and result to be attained by this bill is to 
separate or withdraw the domestic market of certain specified 
agricultural products from the controlling and determinative 
influences thereon of the export or world market and to stabilize 
such domestic market on a price level which will restore to such 
agricultural products an exchange value approximately equal to 
the average of the exchange values of other commodities of 
commerce in the domestic market. 

By segregating the exportable surplus of such products from 
the quantity thereof required for domestic use and consumption 
and by selling such surplus as a segregated entity in the export 
market, the domestic market can be made protective for the 
benefit of the remainder of such products. Such a plan presents 
the only method, aside from a guaranteed fixed-price plan, of 
bringing agricultural products under the protective policy of 
the Government. 

The method proposed in the McNary-Haugen bill to extend to 
agriculture the protective policy of the Government is, briefly 
stated, as follows: 

(1) To create a govermnental corporate marketing agency, 
designated as the United States agricultural e~"J)ort corporation, 
with a capital stock owned exclusively by the Government. 

(2) To authorize such corporation to go into the dome~tir. 
market and buy quantities of any basic farm commodity al': to 
which an emergency has been officiaily declRred to exlAt, nt a 
price which will give to such commodity an exchtmge vRlue 
compared with other commodities equal to that which it had 
during a representative period prior to the World War. 

(3) To sell the quantity thus purchased by the corporation, 
which would constitute the exportable surplus, at the best price 
obtainable in the world market. 

( 4) To assess against the pro<lucers tho ndministratiYe ex­
penses of the corporation and the loss sustained br the cor­
poration in selling the exportabJe surplus at the world-price 
level. 

(5) To protect from foreign competition the domestic price 
foi· any such basic farm commodity by an arteqnate import rtuty. 

( 6) To return to the Federal Treasury all fun<1R n<1-vanc~d by 
the Government for the purchase of the capital stock of the 
corporation. 

This Nation can not exist without agriculture. A~iculture 
can not survive except on a self-sustaining bal":is. It is not 
on a self-sustaining basis now. If the consuming public is 
not willing to extend to the food-producing industry the pro­
tection it requires to enable it to operate at its present capacity 
on a basis of cost plus a reasonable profit, on the theory that 
such protection would advance the cost of food, the consumers 
deserrn the fate that will await them when the cruel conditions 
of bankruptcy shall have driven the farmers to seek other 
means of livelihood and food production is thereby reduced 
below the level required to feed the people of this Nation. 
The shortsightedness of selfishness supplies the only explana­
tion for opposing relief to the farmer. The truism that "the 
laborer is worthy of his hire " holds good for all time. The 
lnbore.i· in this instance is the farmer and he is not i·eceiving 
his just hire, but is demanuing it. He is asking the Go,·ern­
ment to supply the machinery for the protection of his industry 
and to operate it at his expense. He iwoposes to repay the 
GoYernment the money to be advanced by it and to pay all 
costs and losses incurred in executing the plnn proposed for 
his protection under this measure. No such burden is imposed 
on other protected industries. 

The Government stands to lose nothing ·through this pro­
posed legislation, but it is shown the way and opportunity to 
rescue its basic industry from the collapse of financial ruin. 

Much hostility has been voiced against the McNary-Haugen 
bill. A little of this has come from sincere friends of the 
farmer, but in the main it has come through the channels of 
nn organized propaganda, inspired and directed by those whose 
profitable business has been to prey upon the production of 
agriculture and who are not now, and never were, favorable 
to any plan that would aid the farmer to reap the harvest of 
his labor. 

Many objections have been · interposed against the bill, all 
under the pretense of friendly criticism in the interest of the 
farmer. It is urged that the plan proposed is communistic, 
unconstitutional, unworkable, uneconomic, and otherwise 
numerously objectionable. But while the objectors may have 
deceived themselves or been deceived, they haYe not misled 
the farmer. Never before in the history of the Gornrnment 
haye the farming classes shown such unanimity in the advocacy 
of a measure for the relief of agriculture as exists toward 
the present bill. For years they have endured ·their economic 
ills with a patience born of hope that they might he able to 
work out their problems through voluntary cooperative organi­
zations, but the conditions of agriculture have steadily grown 
worse and their burdens greater. Patience is exhausted 
through hope deferred. And now the farmer has turned to 
Congress in his straits of desperation and demands legislative 
aid for his relief. 

The :McNar;r-Haugen bill presents an appeal for justice-not 
favoritism-for the farmer. This appeal must be heeded and 
decided on its merits. There can be no dodging of the issue. 
The farmers ha 'e been victimized through unjust legislative 
discriminations, and they are now demanding the correction of 
this economic evil. They have been crushed to the point of des­
perRtion. They are pleading for, demanding, and expecting 
relief from this Congress at this session. Election clay next 
November will he fruitful of disappointment to any political 
party or any Member of Congress that fails now to use its or 
his best efforts to secure the relief demanded in the interest of 
agricultw·e. It is not a partisan question from the standpoint 
of the farmer and it · is not a partisan question from the stand­
point of Congre~s. Any effort to make it such or to su regard 
it, and any cil'cumstances which would tend to lend a partisan 
color the1·eto, will be readily sensed and resented by the farmer, 
as they should he. The farmer knows the difficulties that beset 
him and he knows the remedy for those difficulties, and that 
remedy lies in tile enactment of the McNary-Haugen bill. Will 
you giYe it to him? '£hat is what he wants to know and that 
Is all he wants to know at this time. He wants an answer 
now in the form of legislation. Too long and in vain has he · 
waited for Congress to find and initiate a basic remedy to cor- · 
rect the artificial economic disadvantages imposed upon him, 
which measured by every moral test constitute an economic 
crime against him. The farmer, through the strong incentive 
of i-;elf-preservation, hns surveyed the broad field of political 
and industrial economics and has found his location and status 
tl.terein. He found that agriculture, with a few exceptions, is 
still overating under the natural law of supply and demand, 
with the prices of its products controlled and determined by 
the open and unprotected world markets, while the costs of its 
products are artificially inflated, controlled, and determined by 
domestic legislative protection. In other words, the farmer 
buys and produces on the basis of a noncompetitive, protected 
domestic market, and sells his products on the basis of a com­
petiti ,e, unvrotected world market. The economic discrimina­
tion against him is obvious. It ls also artificial, haYing its 
origin nnd creation in discriminating protective legislation. The 
remedy the farmer seeks is the correction ·of this inequity, and 
the remedy is presented in the McNary-Haugen bill. 

The farmer knows what he wants and the remedy that will 
meet bis needs, and he will not be put off by any soporific 
suhstitutes, l'mbterfuges, or alibis. He knows that the talk 
nbout · furthei· extensions of credit, diversification, tariff on 
products having an exportable surplus, and so forth, is mean­
ingleRS and harren, except to confuse the issue and to dis­
coUl'age the legislation that will afford him relief. The remedy 
he seeks is 1n economic harmony with tll.e protective policy of 
this Government. · 

It mnkes 110 difference whether the tariff rates are un­
justifiably high as they are now, or whether they he fixed on a 
rompetitive has!R. As they should be, the protective plan pro­
posed in the l\IrNary-lluugen bill will fit into the scheme with 
perfect harmony and also with justness. Moreover, this plan 
will automatically adjust itself to harmonize with any changed 
or modified rates of the tariff system whicll affect the Jevel 
of commodity prkes. This measure invokes the same principle 
of pi·utN'tion for agriculture as is applied to other industries 
and the same degree of protection. 

Any tariff schedule, whether it be fixed on the basis for 
revenue only, a competitive basis, or whether it be prirua1·ily 
designed for · protection or monopoly, operates pro tan to as a 
protection to the industry to which it applies. In one form 
or another, upon one theory or another, every political party 
of this country stands for and advocates a tariff policy that 
protects all domestic industries except the basic industry of 



1924 CONGRESSION.A.L .RECORD~HOUSE 9239 
agriculture. It is true, tben, that this Government ls onn- The oommittee rose ; and the .S~r having resumed the 
mitted to a protective policy and that, too~ witbont regard to chah-, Mr. &lOJERS Of Indiana, Chairman ot. the Committee ~f 
the pa.rtieular political party which may be in control of 1he :the Whole Honse on the state of the Umlcm, ·reported -that -that 
Government. Is such a protective policy econ<mlioo.lly :sound! committee had had under oons;ideration the bill H. R. 0033, the 
It must be deemed either economally BOUDd or -eeMlamkally McNary-Haugen bill, Utd had oome to DO resolution thereon. 
necessary, else there can be no jUBtification 1.m: the potiey .and . 
all of our political parties should be condemned far klCOD'll'J& 
tency or unfitness. In any event, we have the protootivs policy 
and it operates to the disa.dv.a.ntage and detriment of agrieul­
ture. The McNary-Haugen bill would col.Teet this Inequity an.-d 
place agriculture on the same basis with other protected in­
dustries. Is there anythtng unfair, unjust, .or unsound in :anch 
a scheme? There is not, if agrieultu:re be entitled to the same 
consideration as other industries. Oan anyone deny that it ls 
entitled to such consideration? 

It is doubtful whettier in tbe history ot our .country the 
agrieultural industry has been depressed ta 1!R1cll dire straits 
as now, and that, too, in the midst of eondlitions of prosperity 
in all other lines .of industry and commerce. We ha'V.e be.d so­
cal:led panies that have been nation-wide in their paralY7Jng 
eft'-ects on commerce and industry, a1Tecting tmpartl:ally :all in­
dustries, but in such crises it may be -sa:id that all man11faic­
turing, producing, financial, and cammereial interests f'!hared 
in the misfortunes of such depression, perilaps ll()t eqna11~ or 
to tbe sume extent, but 8.11 were seriously ana detrimentally 
affected. 

HC!KJB OJ' MEETING TO-l1f-O'ltBOW 

Mr. HAUGEN~ Mr. Speaker, I ask unanlmo:as eonsen.t that 
when the House adjourns to-day it ad;J.onrn t'o meet at ~1 o'clock 
a. m. to-mor.r.ow~ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that when the House adjourns to-day 1t adjourn to 
meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow~ Is there objectioo? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, we have a rot 
10f committee meetiD,gs going on, and we .can not be in two 
places at the same time. We w.ant to bear this debate. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And we want to get thootlgh with the debate 
to-morrow, if possible. · 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I will not object; l am the farmer~s 
friend. 

Tbe SPEAKER. Is there ob3ection? 
There was no objection. 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER .PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair may not be able to be here at 
11 o'clock to-morrow .; and in case he should not be present, he 
<lesignates the gentleman from ConDecticut, Mr. TILSON, to act 
ias Speaker pro tempore. 

WILLIAM .E. BAKER 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker., I wish to pt·e­
'Sent a privileged matte1· and ask fo.r tbe adoptio11 of the follow­
ing reselutlon. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The equalizing principle of supply ·and demand arttlicially 
uncontrolled ls the natural iaw of economics. Under the opera­
tion of this law the labor wage would tend toward .and approxi­
mate a world level; manufactured. commodities and 11gdeultUf'al 
products of every ~ountry would compete in the markets of all 
countries on a 'bas-is of parity considering, of COUl'Be, di1rerences 
in quality and costs of transportation, so that the world sn_p-
ply and tne world demand would d'etermine the domestic prices House Resolution 825 
in each individua'l country -and would work an equitable adjust- Whereas .certain -charges against William JD. BaJr.er, Unlted States 
ment on such b ·asis of th~ prices of ·au commodities, Whether of district Jud~ tor the iN'Ol'them Distrl.ct er Wat Virgln'ia, 1ra:ve been 
marmfacture or agrietilture, re1attve to each other. transmitted 'b7 the :Speaker ot the House of Representattves to the 

I am arguing neither for nor against such a free-trade world .Judtieia.ry Committee: Be it 
policy. but endeavoring simply to call attention to conditions Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be, and they hereby 
that would prevail in the markets everywhere should the nat- are • .a.uthotlzed and cllrected -to mq.u.ire into the ~tfteial con'1ud of Wil­
ural principle of supply and demand be permitted to operate liam El Baker. United States district Jm\ge .i-0r the ll«>rther:n. District 
universally. But if the natural law 'Of 'Sllpply and demand ls <>f West V~ginia, a.n.d to .report to the Ho.use whether in theh" o_pinion 
to be supplanted by an artificial law of economies under a the -said William E. Baker has been g.Wlty of a.n7 acts whlah in cen­
protective policy, such policy, to be just, must embrace all templatlon of the Constitution are high crimes or misdemeanors nequir­
inclustries and confer upon all industrieis alike the benefits -0f Jng the interposition <-0! the cQnstitutional powers -0!. this House; ltild 
protection. tba.t the said eommittee .have J>ower to se:e.d i:or pemons -and papers, to 

"There are two prime factors that interfere with and prevent · .administer the customary oaths to witrulS8e.s, .and to sit durillg the 
the determination of prices by the natural law of snppiy «nd sessions of the House until adjournment .and thereafter until ~aid ia­
demand, namely, governmental protection and private eoommer- 1quiry is ccmpl.eted and re,p.ort .to tbe nert se&Si6n .of the House. 
cia'l ~rice-1?0ng combinations, commonly cal:led tnurts. We The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
ha:e m this co~try both governmental protection and price- ti0:n. 
ta;mg ~<>mb~nations, and <,?Ile or both of t~ese factors are oper- l\lr. GARRE'I'T of 'Tennessee. Mr. Speaker will the 2'elltle· 
ating m this country to meirease the prices of practically an man ield·:t ' e 
of the manufactured products of eommerce in -0ur domestic Y I p J. • , • • 
markets above tb:at of the werld markets thereof. But neither Mr. GRAH~ .of ~nnsy vaw-a. OeitamlY~ . . 
of these factors, except in a few instances, is operating to M-r: GARRETT of Tennessee. I understand that this ill ·a 
increase the price of farm produets in .our domestic mal'kets un~nrn1ous report. . 

·above that of such products in the world :mairkets. Mr .. GRAHAM of. Pepm1ylvruua. Yes. We appointed a sub-
Furthermore, the manufacturing plants of tllis conntry co~mittee t? examme the papers referred to us. -They wei'e 

Which have more than a local status in our N-atl.on'fJ commerce qmte voluminous. Each one of the subeommittee read them 
a:re operated under a centralized control of large aggregations tb:rough, and after a c<;>nference they thool1fbt that the. eom­
o-f capital, and thf y ean and do so regulate their output ar the mitt~ ought ,t? take actwn to .fUTthei" Investigate. -That is the 
supply of their manufactured prod11.cts as to keep ithem within unaw.mous action ·Of the conumttee. 
the limits of the demands therefor. But not so with e:gricu1- Mr. BLANTON. Will the ge~tloeman yield:? 
ture. It is an individualized industry, aiid every natural eeo- Mr. GRA1;.A.M of Penns.Ylvarua. .Yes. . . 
nomic tendency is toward its decentralization, making it l\Ir. B~N TON. \~by tbe necessity for carrying this matter 
e'Xtremely diffieu'lt, if not impossible, to .centralize sits control over durmg the vacation? 
through voluntary cooperation. 'lllie enactment .0 f !the McNary- Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Because . there will be no 
Haugen bill will <>vierc-0me this handicap and disadvantage opportnnity to get. it consummated: The examination will go 
inhering in the farming industry. . on. The House will not be 1n session to act upon it. 

The well-being and perpetuity of a nation depends iUpon the Mr. BLANT~N. Under. this resolution this committee can 
pr..eservation and maintenance of economic oonditions that will meet anywhere it wants to in the United States. 
secure to all its people the ·opportunity to reap too just Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. It certainly could. but it is 
rewards and fruits of their labor -and indUBtry. Every citi~en not likely tbat it will. 
and every class of citizens in this country has tbe God~iven Mr. BLANTON. .The gentleman knows how some such reso-
and constitutional right. to have this Goivemmen.t so admin- lotions have been exec:uted in the past during the vacation of . 
istered as to guarantee .equal oppor.tunity ta all men. The six or seven months. 
great basic industry of agricu~tur~ must be preserved and must Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, win the gentle-
be given equal consideration with other industries in the ec.o- man yield'? 
nomic policy of ~emmental protection. The 40,-000,000 of Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
our people empl-0yed in agricuil.ture mlllst be secu.red a living Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This involves the investiga· 
return .for their labor .and enterprise. This country must .c-0n- tion ·Of eharges against a Federal judge that may o:r may not 
tinue as the home of both political and economic .freedom. constitute the basis of impeachment. I have looked mto the. 
Sovereignty mlilSt 11ot descend to serfdom. matter ·somewhat, and I think .the retilOlution should pass. 

The CHAffi:MAN. Tbe hour of 7 Q'clock having arrived, the · l\Ir. BLANTON. Does not the gentleman think this investi-
committee will automatically rise. gation ought tQ be here in Washiligton? 
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Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Oh, I do not know. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is the only thing I am thinking about. 
l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not think that is neces--

sarily true as u matter of economy, even. . 
Mr. BLANTON. It ought not to be in Seattle. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. There is no likelihood of 

that. 
?t.lr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It is scarcely possible that 

the Oommittee on the Judiciary investigating the charges 
against a judge in West Virginia would go to Seattle. 

Mr. BLANTON. For instance, this week-to-morrow, I un­
derstand, and the next day-there will be a committee sitting 
in New York City, the special committee investigating the 
Shipping Board. 

· Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It may be economy for them 
t~ do so. It may save money by doing that rather than by 
summoning witnesses here. 

. l\Ir. BLANTON~ If the gentleman from Tennessee thinks 
it is necessary, I will withdraw any objection that I have. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso­
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
. LEAVE OF .ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to 
Mr. McSwAIN, for two days, l\Iay 23 and 24, on account of 
public business, the annual visitation to the United States 
Military Academy. 

CAMP JACKSON MILITARY RESERVATION 

Mr. McSW AHf. I ask unanimous consent to· extend my re­
marks in the RECORD by inserting therein the following brief 
statement. 

TJ1e SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McSW AIN. Mr. Speaker, yesterday when the House 

was considering II. R. 9124 and I proposed an amendment re­
lating to the disposition of a part of the Camp Ja:ckson reser­
vation, at page 9128 of the RECORD, the following colloquy took 
place: 

Mr. G1nFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order on this 
amendment for the purpose of asking the gentleman if this is not 
the same bill that was on the Private Calendar · on last Friday night, 
to which objection was made by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
CRtA.MTON]. -

Mr. McSwAIN. Yes; that is the same .bill that was under consid­
eration at that time. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON] 
stated that he wanted more information in respect to it. I am In­
formed by the gentleman from South Ca.rolina [Mr. FULMER] that he 
has talked the matter over with the gentleman from Michigan and 
that he is sa tlsfied. 

Mr. FULMER. It is in line with the same bill· that passed a few 
moments ago, having in mind identically the same purpose. 

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of order. 

I am now informed by the gentleman from Michigan (llr. 
CBAMTON] that he had not become satisfied about the pro­
visions of the proposed amendment and that I was in error 
in my statement. He feels, and justly. so, that he has been 
misrepresented. He and the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. FULMER] and myself have talked over the facts and I 
am now convinced that- I drew a conclusion from my conver­
sations with them at different times that now appears was 
not justified. I regret this exceedingly, and have so expressed 
myself to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAYTON] and 
to the gentleman from New York [l\1r. GRIFJ..'IN]. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. ROSEKBLOOl\I, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills 
reported that. the:(hacl examined an<l found truly enrolled bill~ 

· of the followmg titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 
H. R. 6357. An act for the reorganizatiou and improvement 

- of the foreign service of the United States, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 6207. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of War to transfer to the. jurisdiction of the Department of 
Justice all that portion of the Fort Leavenworth Military 
Reservation whiell lies in the State of Missouri, and for other 
purposes ; and 

H. R. 8262. An act to fix the compensation of officers and em­
ployees of the legislative branch of the Government. 

HAUGEN·M'~.ARY BILL 

Mr. CANNON. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the ·RECORD by inserting therein a ietter 
from representatives of farm organizations addressed to Mem-
bers of the Hot1se. · · 

~!A.,...,,r4"'"" .... .., . . 

trhe SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. , 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, when one of the St. Louis 

newspapers came in this morning I was surprised to note in 
the most conspicuous position on the front page an open lettel' 
signed by the representatives of the various farm organizations 
here in Washington and issued last Monday. 

As soon as I read it I called up one of the signers and asked 
why so important a letter had not been released to the Wash­
ington papers. He said it was not only sent to the Washington 
papers but that they were repeatedly importunecl to publish 
it, and notwithstanding these personal appeals they declined 
to give it space or even, refer to it. 

This letter is a statement signed by the official representa­
tives of the farmers of America, a class comprising one-third 
of the people of the United States and operating our largest 
and most indispensable industry, and it outlines their views 
on one of the most important pieces of legislation which has 
come before this or any other Cong1·ess. They are entitled to 
be heard. They ha,ve the right to present their side of the 
question, and to have their day in court, and the action of the 
Washington newspapers in refusing to give them that oppor­
tunity is a violation of the ethics of journalism and a reflec­
tion on that high calling. 

This policy of the Washington newspapers is not merely a 
matter of local concern. It assumes the proportion of a n.ational 
menace when the Congress and the President must legislate in 
·an atmosphere devitalized by the deliberate suppression of the 
news and poisoned by the . insidious miasma of propagan·aa. 
And if the interests which control these newspapers '"ill per­
mit an observation, I would suggest that they are defeating 
their own purpose and militating against their own cause by 
such obtuse and unsportsmanlike partizanship. 

This letter merits the careful consldei·ation of the Members 
of the House. It is authoritative. The official representatives 
of the farming interests of the Nation announce that after. long 
and exhaustive consideration of all pending and proposed fu.rm 
legislation they consider the l\leNary-Haugen bill as best suited 
to promote the intere~ts of the farmers and the interests of the 
country at large. They state in emphatic and unmistakable 
terms that they desire no substitutes; thnt so far as the farm 
organizations are concerned they desire the McNary-HaugC'n 
bill or nothing. -

They speak not only from a technical knowledge of the .bill 
and the conditions which prompt it but as the representatn·es 
of 30,000,000 people, those who are most at interest. And fo1· the 
convenience · of Members who desire to read their presentation 
of the case I ask unanimous consent to insert it as a part of 
my remarks. · 

The following letter has been sent to Members of the House 
and Senate by. representatives of farm organizations who are in 
\Vashington supporting the McNary-Haugen export corporation 
bill. In addition to the men and organizations signatory to this 
letter over 300 other farm organizations, as well as many hun­
dreds of commercial and professional associations, have indorsed 
the measure : 

During the recent press comment on the McNary-Haugen bill, the 
statement has frequently been made that the present Congress will · 
not adjourn without passing some kind of farm legislation, and the 
only inference which can be drawn from such statements is that i.t'. 
Congress can not see its way clear to give the farmer what he wants 
then it will give him something it thinks he ought to have. And we, 
the undersigned, who represent the largest and the most representative 
farm organizations of the country, believe that the time hils come 
when we should make our position in these premises clear to Congress 
and to the whole Nation, and, therefore, without the slightest semblance 
of threat, but with an overwhelming conviction of the gravity of the 
situation which now confronts the farmer, we want to make it per­
fectly plain that no mere legislative palliative can save agriculture 
from the collapse which now impends, which has already forced 1cns 
of thousands of the best farniers in the land into bankruptcy and 
which at this hour menaces tens of thousands of othe,r farmers with 
the same catastrophe. 

The single and solltary purpose of the McNary-Haugen bill is to 
give to the farmer as big n dollar for the products of his toil dm·tng 
the next five years as the dollar that he is fo1·ccd to pay to industry 
under the Fordney-1\IcCumber Act and to labor under the existing 
generous wage scales; and in all canqor we desire to ask of Congress 
and of the country, is there anything unfair ,about this proposal 7 
Can the farmer be expected, on the one hand, to bear a large share 
of the burdens imposed by industry and labor who have created 
living conditions of their own liking, and then, on the other hand, 
accept' a price for his wheat, hogs, cattle, and other surplus farm 
commodities, at home nnd abroad, established in competition with the 
peasant and peon tarmers of the whole world? If the Amel"icau 
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manufacturer is unwilling to meet the foreign manufacturer on aµ 
even footing, and if labor believes that the time for absolute ex­
clasion, with reference to immigration, has come, then should they 
ask the six and a half million farmers of this country to do what 
they themselves refuse to do? 

Through the McNary-Haugen bill we have approached this situa­
tion as best we knew how. For four long, weary months this measure 
has stood the fire of the opposition before the House and Senate 
committees and during this time we have sought to cure every fair 
and valid objection made against its various provisions. Therefore 
we have a firm conviction that the measure as it now stands is 
legally sound, practical, and workable. Nevertheless,· if any Member 
of Congress can, in good faith, propose any further amendment that 
will make it more so and yet subserve the full purpose which the 
act has in view, then we shall most cordially welcome such assistance, 
for, certainly, we want it to be sound and workable, and, certainly, 
also, we do not want to take a penny out of the Federal Treasury 
that is not returned, for we are asking Congress to help us save 
agriculture from impending ruin. We are not asking for charity. 
But if, after placing ourselve.s in this friendly and concillatory atti­
tude, Congress should still see fit to deny our petitions, then we 
shall go back home and save as much out of the wreck as we can. 

In the meantime let Congress and the whole country understand 
tlrnt the day of soft-soaping agriculture is past; that in this hour, 
when the average farmer ls struggling for his very exiatence, it 
would be an Insult to offer blm a mere legislative nostrum that does 
not honestly and fairly seek to relieve him of the tremendous handi­
cap· under which he is laboring. In· nil kindness, but nevertheless 
with profound firmness, we therefore ·say, Give us the McNary· 
Haugen bill, fo1· agricultpre ls unable to accept a substitute. 

The above statement baa the unqualified lndorsement of the follow· 
1ng organizations, whose representatives are on the ground in Wash-
ington: · 

T. C. Atkeson, Washington representative National Grange. 
John G. Brown, p))esident National Live Stock Producers' Associa· 

ti on. 
G~orge G. Coale, Knox County, Ind., banker. 
Thomas E. Cashman, president American Hereford Breeders' Asso­

ciation; director, Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation. 
·R. A. Cowles, treasurer IlUnois Agricultural 1 Association. 
Carl Gunderson, director, South Dakota Wheat · Growers' Associa· 

tlon. · · . 
WilUam Hirth, president Missouri Farmers' Association. 
C. W. Hunt, secretary-treasurer Iowa Farm Bureau Federation: 
George C. Jewett, general manager American Wheat Growers' As-. 

sociation. 
F. W. Murphy, St. Paul Association and Northwest Campaign Com-

mittee for Promotion McNary-Haugen Bill. 
J. F. Reed, vice president Minnesota Farm Bureau Federation. 
J. R. Riggs, Producers' CommiBSion Association of Indianapolis, Ind. 
C. G. Selvig, president Minnesota Export Commission League. 
Gray Sllver, Washington representative American Farm Bureau 

Federation. . 
Wllliam H. Settle, presl<lent Indiana Fum Bureau Federation, In­

diana Wheat Pool, Indiana Dairy and Produce Association. 
L. J. Tabor, master National Grange. 
John Tromble, president Kansas Farmers' Union. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 
6 minutes p. m.), in accordance with ~he order heretofore made, 
the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 23, 1924, at 
11 o'clock a. m. 

EXECUTIVE COl\IMUNICATIONS, ETC.~ . 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communica ions were 

taken from · the Speaker's table and referred. as follo s: 
502. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitt g a draft 

of proposed legislation for the relief of Felix Davi ; to the 
Committee on Claims. ~ 

503. A communication from the President of t e United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of app opriation 
for the District of Columbia for the fiscal year endin June 30, 
1024, to pay salaries and expenses for th~ continua ce of the 
Rent Commission from May 23, 1924, to May 22, 1925, $75;220 
(H. Doc. No. 300); to the Committee on ApprQpria~ions and 
ordered to be printed. I 

504. A communication from the President of tqe United 
States, transmitting a list of judgments rendered by ' he Court 
of Claims, which have been submitted. by the Attorne General 
through· the Secretary of the Treasury, ·and require n appro­
priation for their payment, as follows: Under the D partment 
of the Interior, $4,737.09; under the Navy Depart ent, $10,-

178.51; under the Treasury Department, $0.59; and under the 
War Department, $80,098.85; in all, $95,015.04 (H. Doc. No. 
801) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and or<.lered to be 
printed. 

505. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting record of judgment rendered against the 
Government by the United States District Court for the Eastern 
District ·of Virginia, sitting in admiralty, in the case of the 
Brovig v. The United States (steamship Ba.bcock), $8,904.40 
(H. Doc. No. 302) ; to the Committ~ on Appropriations aud 
ordered to be pi.-inted. 

506. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a list of judgments rendered against the 
Government by the district courts of the United States, as sub­
mitted by the Attorney General, through the Secretary of tlle 
Treasury, which require an appropriation for their payment, 
as follows: Under the Department of Labor, $328.75; under 
the Navy Department, $5,483.12; under the War Department, 
$412.25; in all, $6,224.12 (H. Doc. No. 303) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

507. A communication from the President "of the United 
States, transmitting schedules of claims amounting to $1,190,-
870.49 allowed by the various divisions of the General Account· 
ing Office, as covered by certificates of settlement, the numbers 
of which are shown in the first column of said schedules 
(H. Doc. No. 304) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

508. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting 'judgments rendered against the Govern· 
ment by the United States district courts, as submitted by the 
Attorney General through the Secretary of the Treasury, under 
the War Department, $427,511.45 (H. Doc. No. 305) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be· printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII. 
Mr. McSW AIN: Committee ori Military Aft'airs. H. R. 0012. 

A bill to make available an officer of the Army of appropriate 
grade for service in charge of public buildings and grounds in 
the District of. Columbia and for the exercise of certain other 
functions; without amendment (Rept. No. 814) .. Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr . . McKENZIE. Committee on Military Aft'airs. · S. 1376. 
An act to provide for the equitable distribution of captured 
war devices and trophies to the States and Territories of the 
United States and to the District of Columbia; without amend­
ment (Rept. No. 815). Referred to the Committee of the 

· Whole House on the state of tho Union. 
l\Ir. l\IAJOR of Missouri: Committee on the Judiciary. S. 

624. An act to amend the practice and procedure in Federal 
courts, and for other purposes; with an amendment (Rept. No. 
816). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Dakota: Committee on Indian Af­
fairs. H. R. 3387. A bill authorizing repayment of excess 
amounts paid by purchasers of certain lots in the town site 
of Sanish, formerly Fort Berthold Indian Reservation, N. Dak. ; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 824). Referred to the Com· 
mittee of· the Whole House on the state of the . Union. 

·J.\Ir. LEAVITT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 7022. 
A bill tQ authorize and direct the issuance of patents to pur­
chasers of lots in the town site of Bowdoin, l\lont.; with an 
amendment (Rept. No. 825). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

l\lr. WEA VER: Committee on Indian Affairs. H. R. 8083. 
A bill to designate the Croatan Indians of Robeson and adjoin­
ing counties in North Carolina as Cherokee Indians; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 826). Referred _ to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

l\Ir. HICKEY: Committee 9n the Judiciary. H. R. 8906. 
A bill to amend the act entitled "An act for the retirement 
of employees in the classified civil service, and for other pur­
poses," approved May 22, 1920; without amendment (Rept. No. 
827). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

l\lr. HOW ARD of Nebraska: Committee on Indian Aft'airs. 
H. R. 8965. A biU for the relief of the Omaha · Indians of 
Nebraska; without amendment (Rept. No. 828). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
. RESOLUTIONS . 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on l\Iilitary A_ffairs. H. R. 

1691. A bill for the relief of Charles F. Getchell; wlthout 

' 
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amendment (Rept. No. 8ll). Referred to the Committee of the 
:Whole House. 

By Hr. GJU.HA.M of Pennsylvania: Resolution. 'H. :Res.. 
324) for the.. coosidera ti.on of 8. 700,. for th-e establishment of a 
Federal industrial institution for- womea,. and for- other pur­
poses; to the Committee on Rules .. 

Mr. WURZBACH : Committee on Military .A.ttalrs. H. R. 
2421. A bill to remove the charge of desertion from the mili­
tary record of Matthew Thomas; with amendments (Rept. No. 
812). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military AJfairs. H. R. 9854. PRIVATE BILLS' AND RESOLUTIONS 
A bill for the relief of William P. Quarles, known as Qualls; Under dause: 1 of Rule- XXII, private b1lls and resolutions 
without amendment ( Rept. No. 813). :Referred to the Commit- were introduced and severally: referred asi follows-: 
tee of the Whole House. By· Mr. COLE of Iowa: A. bill (H. R. 9B8a) granting an in-

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. crease of. pension to Orrel Tucker; ta the Cc:>mmittee on. 
1958. A bill for the relief. of Frederick Sparks; without Invalid Pensions. 
amendment (Rept. No. 817).. Referred to the· Committee of the By Mr. COOK~ A bill (H. R. 9384) granting a pension to 
Whole House~ Louisa W. Ko.hser ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensi<>ns. 

Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Atia.lrs. H. R. Also,. a b:ill (H. R. 9885) granting a pension to Eliza ;r. 
1962. A bill for the reUe:f of Thomas J. Gardner; with an Saxon; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
amendment (Rept.No.818). Referred to the Committee of.the By .Mr. BEGG: A bill ,H. R. 9386) granting an increase of 
:Whole- House. :pension to Sarah A. Nighswander~ to tbe Committee on. Invalid 

Mr. HAYDEN: Committee. on Indian Afrairs. H. R. 2258. Pensions. 
A bill for the relief of James J. McAllister; with an amend- 1 By Mr. DARROW: A bill (H. R. 9887) for the- :relief o1 Rachet 
ment (Rept. No. 819). Referred to the Committee of the Parke-; to the Committee. on Claims. 
:Whole House. Byi M~ FISH: A bill ( H. B. 9388) granting- an increase of 

Mr. ROACH: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 7631. A pension to Annie: Fitzpatrick; to the- Committee on Invalid Pen­
bill for the relief o:f Charles T. Clayton and others; with sions_ 
amendments (Rept No-820). Referred to the Committee of By Mr: FULBRIGHT: A bill (H. R. 9389) granting an in.-
the Whole House. crease o.t pemsi-OJl!l te> William Huskey ; ta the Committee on. 

Mr. HASTINGS : Committee on Indian Mfairs. S. 2526. An Invalid Pensions. 
act providing for an allotment of land from the Kiowa, By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 9300) granting a pension to: 
Comanche, and Apache Indian Reservation, Okla.,. to James F. Lydia Gault Read; to the C~m1mittee on In.valid Pension.s, 
Rowell, an intamarried and enrolled member o:f the Kiowa. By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (B. R. ~9-l) granting a pen­
rr'ribe; without amendment (Rept No. 821). Refened to the sion to Jessie F. Loughridge; to.· the Committee on Inva11d 
C<>mmittee of the Whole House.. Pensions. . 

Mr. WRIGHT: Committee on Military Affairs. S. 2676. An By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 9392) granting an increase of 
act authorizing the Secretary of. War to lease, or, in his discre- pension to Mary <0. Hale; tOJ the· Committee on Pensions.. 
tion, to convey by quitclaim deed a certain tract of land in the By Mt-. SIMMONS : A... bill ( H. R. 0093.) granting an in.crease 
military reservation of Santa Rosa Island, Fla. ; with an of pension to Marie Spencer; to· the Committee on Invalid Pen­
nmendmeut (Rept. No. 822). Referred to the Committee of the sions. 
:Whole Rouse. By Mr. SW:ENG: A bill (H. R. 9394)- for tha reliet o.f John 

Mr. HILL of Maryland : Committee on Military Affairs. s Milton Pew ; to the Committee on Claims. 
2764. An act authorizing the President to order Leo P. Qu~ By Mr. TAGUE. A bill ~H. !1-· 9895) granting a pensi.on to 
befo_re a retiring board for a rehearing of bis case and upon. the , Isadore J. Rogers; toi the Co.mm1tt~ on Invalid Pensions •.. 
~dmgs of such board either con.firm his discharge or place By Mr. VINSON of Geor~ia: A bill ( !1· R. 9396) authonzmg 
him on the retired list with the rank an<L pay held by him at the S~cretary of War to. debver to the ~ity of A:u.gns~ Ga., two 
the time of his discharge· without amendment (Rept. No 823) condemned bronze or brass cannons, with their earrm.ges and a 
ReferrM to the. Committ~ of the Whole House. ' · suitable outfit of eannon bruls ; tQJ the· Committee on Military 

Mr. WURZTI.ACH: Committee on ~Illltary Affairs. H. R. Affairs. . 
5278. A bill for the relief of Edward N. Moore; without amend- By l\fr. WINSLOW:- A bill (H. R. 9397} grantmg· an increase 
ment (Ilept. No. 829). Referred to the Committ~of the Whole of pe.nsion to S. Angeline Wheelel";· to the Committee on Invalid 
Rouse. Pensions. 

PE'l'ITIONS', ETC: 
Mr. WURZBACH: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. . 

7131. A bill for the relief of Pleasant P. W. Harris; with 
amendments (Rept. No. 830). Referred to. the Committee· of 
the Whole House. 

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

Mr. WURZBACH : Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 
7133. A bill for the relief af James Shook; with an amendment 
'(Rept. No. 831). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

from the consideration ef the following bills, whieh were re-. 
f el'l'ed as follows : · 

.A bill (H. R. 9200) :for the relief or Herman Lincoln Chat­
koff; Committee on Military Atfatrs discharged·, and referred to 
the Committee on World War Veterans' I.egislation. 

A bill (H.B. 9'265) granting an increase of pensi-0n to Charles. 
H. Black ; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re­
ferred to the Committee on PensionS'. 

PUBI.10 BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND l\f.El\IORIALS 
Under clause-3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo:dals 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By }Ir. KNUTSON: A bilL (H. R. 9380) g.ranting the consent 

of Congress to the Board of County Commissioners ot Aitkin 
County r Mi.n11.y to. coMtruet a bridge aeross the Mississippi 
River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr-. ABER.t."'iETHY: A bill (H. R. 9381} to establish a 
national military par.k at the battle field of Moores Creek, 
N. C.; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mt. RAINEY :. A bill ( H. R. 9382) declaring an emergency 
in respect of certain ag.ricultu1'8.l commodities, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture~ 

2842. By the SPEAKER. (b:y request):. Petition Gt. the board 
of directors of the Maritime Association of the. Port of New 
York, favoring a carrying out of the plan of the Secretary o-f 
the Navy to modernize the Navy; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

2843. Also (by request)~ petition of eonvention o1 Illinois 
mine workers, favoring increase of salaries to postal emplosees; 
to the C-Ommittee- on. the Post. Offiee and Post Roads •. 

2844 • .A.ls~ (by request)·, petition. of national executive co?Q­
mittee- of the American Legion, expressing apQrecia:tlon of· the­
action of the House of Representatives in passing, the adjusted 
~ompensation bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

2845. Also (by request), petition of city I)arliament of the 
Community Councils of the City of' New York, N. Y., favoring 
a congressional investigatiou of teleprume rates and service 
throughout. the United States~ te. the Committee.: on Rules. 

2846. By Mr. BROWNE of Wisconsin: Petiti.on of Soo Line 
Employees? Association,. against Howell-Barkley bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. . 

2847. By Mr.. , FULLIDR: :Petition. of 900 citizens of Peru, 
La Salle County. Ill,. favoring the- enactment o-.f! the bill H. R. 
4088, known as the Upper- Mississippi River or Izaak Walton 
:League bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

2848. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petiti-0n of Boston, Central Labor 
Union, protesting against the bill whi<!h author~ the authori- , 
ties at the !federal penitentiary, Leavenworth, to· equip a por­
tion of. its instituUon with shoe-manufacturing machinery, 
which will ema:ble convict prison labo.r to compete with free 
labor in· the boot amt shoe industry; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. · 
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2849. Also, petition of Boston Central Labor 1Jnlon Boston, 
l\Insi-;., protesting agablst the awarding of a contrac by the 
United States Government for 500,000 yards of khaki cloth to 
be manufactured by a firm in England while there. ~re. thou­
sands of textile workers out of work or on short t e m the 
United States ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. . 

2850. By Mr. LEAVITT: Petitions of county o c1als of 
Fergus County, Mont.; city officials of Lewistown, l\iont.; 
Fergus Oonnty (Mont.) Republican central. committe~ Fergus 
County (Mont.) Demorratic central committee; Wr1 .t Land 
& Investment Co. Lewistown. Mont. ; Power Merca tile Co., 
Lewistown, Mont.: Fergus Loan & Investment Co., Le istown, 
Mont.; Carl Peteison, Fergus County agricultural .ag nt; and 
Lewistown Democrat-News, Lewistown, Mont., urgmg passage 
of tlle McNary-Haugen bill; to the Committee on Ag 

1
iculture. 

2851. By l\1r. RAKER: Letter from A. W. McKenzie Bieber, 
Calif., protesting against increase of parcel-post rates ; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

2852. Also, petitions of C. G. Brainerd, Loomis, Ca if. ; An­
gelina 1\1. Redstreake, Johnsville, Calif.; Huron B. Brown, 
Denair, Calif.; and F. E. l\Ioore, Copperopolis, Calif., i dorsing 
House bill 9035, increasing salaries of fom·th-class post asters ; 
to the Committee. on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

2853. Also, petitions of J. S. Hussey, Cromberg, Cali . ; B~lle 
SteYens, Igo, Calif.; F. B. Jones, Los Molinos, Calif., i dorsmg 
House bill 9035, increasing salaries of fourth-class post asters; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

2854. Also, petitions of Parker & Waterman l\Ianu ctn;ing 
Co., Los Angeles, Calif., and H. R. Williar, San F anc1sco, 
Calif., protesting against passage of House bill 4 23 ancl 
Senate bill 1898, providing for increase in salary fo • postal 
employees ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Po Roads. 

2855. Also, petition of A. A. Berke, jr., counsel for !h Pueblo 
Indians, 33 West Forty-second Street, New York Cit~, . urging 
passage of Senate bill 2932, in re lands of Pueblo Inc1fans; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. ..L 

2856. Also, petition of Mr. Clarenc~ B. Yates, · cre~ry 
Golcl Hill Grange, No. 326, Lincoln, Cahf., resolution pvosmg 
creation of a department of education; to the Com ittee on 
Education. 

2857. Also, petition of Joseph T. Watson, 824 LaJo la Ave­
nue, Los Angeles, Calif., urging support of House b 11 6484, 
providing for retirement of disabled emergency Arm~ officers 
of the World War; to the Committee on Military Affa rs. 

2858. Also, petition of 1\Iiss Myrtle C. Robertson, 1 irkland, 
Wnsh., protesting against change in the name of Mount ainier; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

SENATE 
FRIDAY, May ~3, 19~4 

(Legislative day of 1.'uesdf!'Y, lYJa,y 20, 1924) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expirati~ ~f the 
recess. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the abae ·e of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call he roll. 
The principal clerk called the roll, and the following enators 

answered to their names: 
Ball Fess Lenroot 
Bayard Fletcher Lod~e 
Borah Frazier l\IcI\.inley 
Brandegee George McNary 
Broussard Gerry Mayfield 
Bruce Glass l\IoS('s 
Bursum Hale Neely 
Cameron Harrelcl Norbeck 
Capper Harris Norris 
Caraway Harrison Oddie 
Copeland Heflin Overman 
Couzens Howell Owen 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. l'ei;>per 
Curtis Johnson, Minn. Phipps 
Dale Jones, N. Mex. Pittman 
Dial Jones, Wash. RalF<ton 
Dill Kendrick Ransdell 
Edge King Reed, Pa. 
Ferris Ladd Robinson 

SbP.ppar 
Shipstea 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
~tanley 
StephenR 
Sterling 
Swanson 
Trammel 
Wadswo th 
Walsh, ass. 
Walsh, l out. 
~·arren 
Weller 
Will ts 

Mr. CURTIS. I wa·s requested to announce that the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. BBoOKHART], the Senator from Ariz a [Mr. 
ASHURST], and the Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEE n] are 
attending a meeting of a special investigating committ e of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Seventy-four Senat rs have 
answered to the roll call. There is a quorum present. 

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION VETO--PERSO~AL EXPLANATION 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, I wish to have it appear in the 
RECORD that my failure to be present and vote on the soldiers' 
bonus bill on Monday last was due to a misapprehension on my 
part. As .J believed that I was paired with the Senator from 
Vermont [l\Ir. GREE!'\"'E] at that time, I was not present when 
the vote was taken. I merely wanted this statement to appea1· 
in the RECORD. Had I been present I would have voted to 
override the President's veto of the bill. 

TAX REDUCTION--CONFERENCE REPORT 

· Mr. Sl\IOOT. Mr. President, I submit a conference report 
on the bill (H. R. 6715) to reduce and equalize taxation, to 
provide revenue, and for other purposes. At this time I shall 
ask that it be printed in the RECORD without reading and I 
give notice that I shall call it up to-morrow morning. 

Mr. SMITH. May I ask the Senator if the report is unani-
mous? · 

Mr. SMOOT. The report is unanimous. I have also had 
copies of the report printed and I . shall have a copy placed 
on the desk of each Senator this afternoon, together with a 
copy of the bill containing the exact amendm~nts that have 
been made to the House text, and also the amendments us 
they have been agreed to in conference. To-morrow ·morning 
I desire, if it is the will of the Senate, to make a state­
ment as to just what the principal amendments agreed to 
in conference are, and aL~o showing- the revenue under 
the present law and the estimated revenue which the l\Iel­
lou plan and the bill as agreed upon in conference would 
provide. · 

The PRESIDE)iTT pro tempore. Is there objection to the · 
request of the Senator from Utah? The Ohair bears none, and 
it is so orde1·etl.-

The conference report is as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two House.;; on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6715) to reduce and equalize taxation, to provide revenue, and 
for other purposes, ha ,·ing met, after full aml free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re­
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 13, 
14, 15, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 
36, 48, 53, &'9, 71, 72, 76, 77, 80, 81, 82, 83, 89, 90, 92, 93, 95, 
123, 127, 128, 129, 132, 136, 137, 140, 141, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 
148, 149, 150, 153, 157, 158, 159, 161, 162, 163, 164, 166, 167, 168, 
169, 171, 172, 17 4, 176, 181, 183, 184, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 195, 
196, 197, 198, W9, 203, 205, 206, 207, 208, 200, 210, 211, 215, 222, 
223, 224, 225, 229, 253, 254, ancl 260. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend­
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 16, 17, 
20, 24, 20, 37, 38, 40, 42, 43, 45, 46, 49, 50, 52, 54, 55, 57, . 58, 
59, 60, 64, M, 66, 67, 68, 70, 73, 74, 75, 78, 84, 85, 86, 87, 94, 
97, 98, 99, 100, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109, 112, 113, 
115, 116, 118. 119, 120, 121, 1~4, 125, 126, 130, 131, 133, 134, 135, 
138, 139. 142. 151, 156. 160, 165, 170, 173, 175, 177, 178, 180, 182, 
185, 193, ~oo. 201, 20'.l, 204, 213, 214, 211, 218, 2rn, 220, 221, 226, 
227. 231. 2~2. 23H. 234, 235, 23G, 237, 238, 239, 241, 242, 243, 244, 
24f'i. 246, 247. 248, 249, 251, 252, 255, 256, 257, 258, and 259, and 
agree to the same. 

Amendmeut numberetl 12: That the House recede from its 
disag1·eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter i1roposed to be stricken out by the Senate amendment 
and on page 16 of the House bill strike out all after " shall " 
in line 9 down to and including the comma in line 10; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 39: That the House recede from its 
disagt·eement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, 
an cl agree to the io:ame with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the matter proposed to be inserted by the Senate amendment 
insert the following: 

" ( b) In the case of an individual the tax shall, in addition to 
the eretlits proYided in section 222, be credited with 2~ per cent 
of the amount of tax which would be payable if his earned 
net income constituted his entire net income; l>ut in no case 
shall the credit allowed under this subdivision exceed 25 p~r 
cent of his tnx under ~ection 210" and a period. 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 41: That the :louse recede from its 

disagreement ·to the amendmeut of the Senate numbered 41, and 
agree to the sarue with an amendment as follows: On page 5 
of th~ ~euate engrossed amendments, line 18, strike out "Two" 
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