Also, a bill (IL R. 6937) granting a pension to Nettie Wil-
liams ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 0938) granting a pension to Eliza Reed;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MOORE of Virginin: A bill (H. R. 6939) for the
relief of Thomas T. Grimsley; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. ROWBOTTOM: A bill (H. R. 6940) granting an in-
crease of pension to Margaret B. Arburn; to the Committée on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (H. R. 6941) granting an increase of
pieuslon to Charles Edwards; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. 7

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 6942) granting an increase of
pension to Mary Bayette; to the Commitfee on Iuvalid Pen-
glons, )

By Mr. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 6043) granting a pension to
Ephrinm K. Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 6944) to correct the military
record of Peter Christy, jr.; to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 6945) granting an increase of
pension to Allia Mitcheltree; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 6946) granting an increase of pension to
Catherine M. Schriver ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 6847) granting a pension to
Adelbert Bigelow ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiouns.

Also, a bill (H. R. 0848) granting an increase of pension to
Su=an M. Gregory; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 6949) granting an increase
of pension to Martha Ely ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WARE: A bill (H. R, 6950) granting an increase of
pension to Mary E. Kennedy; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 6951) granting an in-
creaze of pension to Addie H. Gardner; fo the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 6952) granting an inerease of pension to
Elizabeth J. Holliday; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6953) granting an inerease of pension to
Nora Furey; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6954) granting a pension to M., Cummins;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6955) granting a pension to John Scoft;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6956) granting a pension to John Jensen;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BEEDY : Resolution (H. Res. 51) providing compen-
sation for extra clerical labor performed in computing and dis-
tributing mileage for the first session of the Seventieth Con-
gress; to the Committee on Accounts.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

106. By Mr. BLOOM : Petition of Frank Nicholson and other
citizens of the United States Customs Sugar Corps, of 641 Wash-
ington Street, New York City, N. Y., petitioning for more com-
pensation ; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

107. By Mr. FULMER: Petition of the American Legion,
South Carolina, No. 1, favoring the retirement of disabled
emergency. Army officers; to the Committee on World War
Veterans' Legislation, :

108. Also, petition of the American Legion, South Carolina,
No. 2, favoring legislation which will provide for the payment
of a lump sum to dependents of those veterans who died or
were killed in serviee, as provided in the adjusted compen-
sation act; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legis-
lation.

109. Also, petition of the American Legion, South Carolina,
No. 4, favoring the passage of such legislation providing for a
complete survey of the situation and for adequate hospital
facilities for those entitled to treatment under provisions of
existing law ; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legis-
lation.

110. Also, petition of the American Legion, South Carolina,
No. 3, favoring such legislation as will remove all limits as to
time within which claims may be filed and evidence submitted
and considered for the securing of benefits provided by the
World War veterans' act of 1924, as amended ; to the Committee
on World War Veterans' Legislation,

111, By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Judge J. Albert Brack-
ett, 11 Pemberton Square, room 602, Boston, Mass,, urging abo-
litton of tax on admissions; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.
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112. By Mr. GARBER : Letter from L. E. Wood, Tulsa, Okla.,
urging the merit of bill providing for retirement of dizabled
emergenicy Army officers ;"to the Committee vn Military Affairs.

113. By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Memorial of sundry citizens
of Castroville, Tex., relative to conditions in Mexico; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

114 By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of 37 residents of Allegan,
Mich., and vielnity, protesting against any compulsory Suiulay
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Columbia,

115. By My. LINTHICUM : Petition of secretary Theatrical
Managers’ Association, Auditorium Theater, Baltimore, nrging
elimination of tax on theater tickets; to the Committee on Ways
aml Means,

116. Also, petitions of Hon. J. Ronald Horsey, Baltimore, Md.,
urging repeal of ilie Federal estate tax, and John C. Hill, secre-
tary Typothetz of Baltimore, Md., presenting resolution urging
substantial reduction in existing corporate Federal income tax;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

117. Also, petition of W. Herman Pearcy, St. George, 8. C,
favoring early action on bill for retirement of disabled emer-
gency officers ; to the Commitfee on Military Affairs.

118. By Mr. NIEDRINGHAUS: Petition of William Hannon
and 468 other e¢itizens of St. Lonis, Mo, not to pass the Sunday
bill (H. R.10311), nor any other bill enforcing the observance of
the Sabbath, or the Lord’s Day, or any other religious or ecclesi-
astical institution or rite; nor to adopt any resolution or hill
that will in any way give preference to one religion above
another, or that will sanetion legislation upon the subject of
religion; but that the American principle of total separation
between religion and the State may forever remain inviolable;
to the Committee on the District of Columbin.

119. By Mr. THOMPSON : Resolution of the Defiance Rotary
Club, Defiance, Ohio, dated December 3, 1927, in support of
House Joint Resolution 61, providing for a fitting memorial to
Gen. Anthony Wayne on the site of Fort Deflance, and provid-
ing for the preservation of the site; to the Commitfee on the
Library.

120. By Mr. VINSON of Kentucky: Petition of sundry citi-
zens of Elliott County, Ky., opposed to compulsory Sunday
observance bill; to the Committee on the District of Colmubia.

SENATE
Moxvay, December 12, 1927

The Chaplain, Rev, Z€Barney T. Phillips, D. I, offered ithe
following prayer:

The eternal God is our refuge and underneath are the ever-
lasting arms. Let us pray.

Almighty God, unto whom all hearts ave open, all desires
known, and from whom no secrets are hid, cleanse the thoughts of
our hearts by the inspiration of Thy Holy Spirit. Make us
godly for man’s sake and manly for God's sake, that we may live
as the sons of God among men. Prosper Thon the consultations
of these Thy servants, that whatsoever they do may be done to
Thy honor and glory and for the safety and welfare of Thy
people everywhere. Through Jesns Christ our Lord. Amen.

THOMAS J. WALSH, a Senator from the State of Montana,
appeared in his seat to-day.

THE JOURNAL

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the. pro-
ceedings of the legislative day of Tuesday, December 6, 1927,
when, on request of Mr. Curtis, and by unanimous consent, the
further reading was dispensed with and the Journal was
approved,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.
Haltigan, one of its reading clerks, announced that the House
had passed a bill (H. R. 5800) making appropriations to supply
deficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1928, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for
other purposes, in whieh it requested the concurrence of the
Senate.

The message also announced that the House had passed a
econcurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 7) providing for the print-
ing, with illustrations, of 10,000 additional copies of Honse
Document No, 90, being the mes=age from the President of rthe
United States transmitting a letter from the Hon. Dwight F.
Davis, Secretary of War, transmitting with favorable recom-
mendation the report of Maj. Gen. Edgar Judwin, Chief of
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Engineers, containing the plan of the Army engineers for flood
coutrol of the Mississippi River in its alluvial valley, in which
it requested the concurrence of the Senate,

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quornm.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Ashurst Ferris La Follette Shortridge
Barkley Fess MeKellar Bimmons
Raya Fletcher McMaster Smith
Bingham Frazier McNar, Smoot
lack George Mayfield Steck
PBlalne Gerry Metecalf Steiwer
Blease Gillett Moses Stephens
Borah Glass Neely Swanson
Bratton Goff Norbeck - Thomas
Brookhart Gould N He Trammell
Broussard Greene Oddie Tydings
Bruce ga.lal gmrmnn Tyson
Capper arris pps agner
Camiway Harrison Pine Waf;;:l, Aont,
Copeland H:gd(‘n Pittman Warren
Couzens Hefiin Ransdell Waterman
Curtis Howell Reed, Pa, atson
Liale Johnson Robinson, Ind, Wheeler
Denven Jones, Wash, Sackett Willis -
Dill Kendrick Schall
Edge Keyes Sheppard
Edwards King Shipstead

Mr. BRATTON. I desire to announce that the senior Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. Joxes] is absent on account of illness,
Thiz announcement may stand for the day.

Mr, HOWELIL. I wish to state that the senior Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. Norris] is detained at home by illness,

The VICE PRESIDENT. REighty-five Senators having an-
swered to their names, a gquornm is present.

HOUSE BILL AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED

The bill (H. R. 5800) making appropriations to supply de-
ficiencies in certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1928, and prior fiscal years, to provide supplemental
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and
for other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred to
the Committee on Appropriations,

The concurrent resolution (H. Con. Res. 7) was referred to
the Committee on Commerce, as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurving),
That there shall be printed with illustrations 10,000 additional coplies
of House Document No. 80, being the message from the President of
the United States, transmitting a letter from the Hon. Dwight F.
Davis, Secretary of War, transmitting with favorable reecommendation
the report of Maj. Gen. Edgar Jadwin, Chief of Engineers, containing
the plan of the Army engineers for flood control of the Mississippi
River in its alluvial valley, of which 5,000 shall be for the use of
the Committee on Flood Control of the House of Representatives,
3,000 for the use of the House document room, and 2,000 for the use
of the Senate document room.,

USELESS PAPERS IN THE STATE DEPARTMENRT

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of State, transmitting, pursuant to law,
a report relative to papers in the files of the Department of
State which are not needed or useful in the transaction of the
current business of the department, and have no permanent
value or historical interest, which, with the accompanying
papers, was referred to a Joint Select Committee on the Dis-
position of Useless Papers in the Executive Departments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. Borax and Mr.
Swaxsox members of the committee on the part of the Senate.

USELESS PAPERS IN THE WAR DEPARTMENT

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant to law,
a report relating to documents and files of papers which are
not needed or nseful in the transaction of the enrrent businesg
of the War Department, and have no permanent value or his-
torical interest, which, with the accompanying report, was
referred to a Joint Select Committee on the Disposition of
Useless Papers in the Executive Departments.

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr, REep of Pennsylvania
and Mr. FLErcHER members of the committee on the part of the
Senate.

REPORTS OF THE SECRETARY OF WAR

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate a com-

munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, pursuant

to law, reports, which were referred to the Committee on
Appropriations, as follows:

A report showing in detail the travel of civilian officers and

emplayees of the War Department on the regular roll on official
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business from Washington to points outside the District of
Columbia during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1927 ; and

A report showing expenditures from the appropriation for
the encouragement of breeding riding horses during the fiscal
year ended June 30, 1927,

REPORT OF NATIONAL FOREST RESERVATION COMMISSION

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of War, as ex officio president of the
National Forest Reservation Commission, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, a report of the said commission for the fiscal year
ended June 30, 1927.

Mr, McNARY. I ask unanimous consent that the report be
printed as a Senate document and referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the unani-
mous-consent request submitted by the Senator from Oregon?
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

REPORTS OF FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of War, as ex officio chairman of the
Federal Power Commission, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
following reports, which were referred as indicated:

A report showing permits and licenses issued under the
authority of the Federal power act during the fiscal year ended
June 30, 1927, together with certain information relating
thereto; to the Committee on Comimerce,

A report giving the aggregate number of the various publica-
tions issued by the commission during the said fiseal year with
other details; to the Committee on Printing.

A detailed report of travel taken by officers of the commis-
sion on official business from Washington to points outside the
District of Colnmbia during the said fiscal year: and

A report showing typewriters, adding machines, and other
similar labor-saving devices exchanged in part payment for
other machines during the said fiscal year; to the Committee
on Appropriations.

REPORTS OF THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE

The VIOE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Secretary of Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant
to law, the following annual reports for the fiscal year ended
June 30, 1927, which were referred as indicated :

A report showing the proceeds from sales of waste paper and
obsolete worthless documents amounting to $1,303.57;

A report showing in detail the travel on official business from
Washington to points outside the District of Columbia per-
formed by certain officers and employees of the Department of
Agriculture;

A report of revenues received at Center Market, Washington,
D. C.; and

A report showing the exchanges of typewriters, adding
machines, and other similar labor-saving devices of the de-
partment in part payment of new machines; to the Committee
on Appropriations.

A report showing the publications issuned and distributed,
giving cost of paper, printing, and preparation; to the Com-
mittee on Printing.

A report on the agricultural experiment stations;

A report showing the names of all persons employed, together
with their designations and rates of pay, in the Bureau of
Animal Industry, other than those whose salaries were paid ex-
clusively from the meat-inspection appropriation ;

A report showing the number of motor-propelled and horse-
drawn passenger-carrying vehicles purchased by the Depart-
ment of Argiculture for use outside the District of Columbia ;

A report showing the number of motor-propelled and horse-
drawn passenger-carrying vehicles purchased by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture from the appropriation of $40,000 for the
Bureau of Public Roads for use outside the District of
Columbia ;

A report of refunds to depositors of excess deposits for the
purchase price of timber or other use of national forest
I'esSOurces ;

A report showing the payments to officers or other persons
employed by State, county, or municipal governments from
sums allotted to the Bureau of Chemistry; and

A report showing contributions received on account of coop-
erative work with the Forest Service; to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

JUDGMENTS OF COURT CLAIMS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, a statement of all judgments rendered
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by the Court of Claims for the year ended December 3, 1927, the
amounts thereof, in whose favor rendered, and a brief synopsis
of the nature of the claims, which with the accompanying
statement was referred to the Committee on Appropriations
and order to be printed.

REPORT OF BURGEON GENERAL OF THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the report of the Surgeon General of the Public
Health Service for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1927, which,
with the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee
on Finance.

REMISSION OF DUTY ON ADVERTISING MATTER

The VICE PRESIDENT Ilaid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Postmaster General recommending a remission of
the duty on advertising matter transported in the international
postal service, in accordance with a resolution adopted at the
T’an American Postal Conference, held at Mexico City on Octo-
ber 15, 1926, which was referred to the Committee on Finance,

REPORT ON PETROLEUM INDUSTRY

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the vice chairman of the Federal Trade Commission,
transmitting, in response to Senate Resolution 31, agreed to June
3, 1926, a report of the said commission on “ Prices, profits, and
competition in the petrolenm industry,” which, with the accom-
panying report, was referred to the Committee on Manufactures.

ANNUAL EEPORT OF LIBRARIAN OF CONGRESS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Librarian of Congress, transmitting, pursuant to
law, his annunal report for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1927,
which, with the accompanying report, was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Library. ;

ANNUAL REPORET OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-

tion from the Comptroller of the Currency, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, the text of his annual report for the year ended
October 31, 1927, which, with the accompanying document, was
referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATE OF APPROPRIATIONS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the President of the United States, transmitting a sup-
plemental estimate of appropriation amounting to $25,000 for
the Department of Agriculture for the fiseal year 1928, to remain
av#ilable until June 30, 1929, to enable the Secretary of Agri-
culture to meet an emergency caused by the spread of the Par-
latoria date scale in California and Arizona, which, with the
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro-
priations and ordered to be printed.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota,
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce:

Joint Resolution 9, memorialiging Congress to amend the river and
harbor act so as to provide for maintenance of a uniform stage of
water in the headwaters of the Mississippl River throughout the
year . .
Whereas the river and harbor act passed by Congress in 1880 provided

for the creation of storage reservoirs to impound the high waters of the

Mississippl river during the spring and early summer and to release

them during the late summer and fall so as to produoce a greater flow

in said river during the low-water season in the interests of navigation
and disregarding the conservation and propagation of fish life in the
headwaters of the Mississippi; and

Wherecas the raising and lowering of the water in the storage reser-
voirs created by the War Department under said act has resulted in
destroying much of the natural feeding, resting, and breeding grounds
of migratory blrds and has affected the value of the property of riparian
owners and interfered with the natural propagation of game fish and
has resulted in the freezing of many tbousands of game fishes in shallow
bays during the winter months: Be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Minnesota

{the Fenate concurring), That Congress be, and it hereby is, memorial-

ized to so amend said river and harbor act that the wild life of the

Btate of Minnesota may be protected and propagated, and that said

act be amended so as to provide for the maintenance of a uniform

stage of water or a definite, fixed, and permanent low-water level in said
headwaters throughount the year: Be it forther
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Resolved, That a certified copy of this resolutlon be transmitted to
the Bpeaker of the House of Representatives and the Vice President of
the United States and to each Representative in Congress from the State
of Minnesota.

Joux A. JoHNSON,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
W. I. NorLax,
President of the Scnate,

Passed the house of representatives the 9th day of March, 1927,

Joax I. Levis,
Chirf Clerk House of Representatives,

Passed the senate the 10th day of March, 1927,

Geo. W. PEACHREY,
Becretary of the Kenate,
Approved March 11, 1927.

THEEODORE CHRISTIANSON,
Goveérnor,
Filed March 11, 1927,
Mike HoLMm,
Becretary of Btate.
I, Mike Holm, secretary of state of the State of Minupesota and
keeper of the great seal, do hereby certify that the above is a true and
correct copy of the resolution filed in my office Mareh 11, 1927,
[sEAL,] Mikr HorLwm,
Becvetary of State.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Illi-
nois, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce :

StareE oF ILLINOIS,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE.
To all to whom these presenis shall come, greeting:

I, Louis L. Emmerson, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do
hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a true photo-
static copy of Senate Joint Resolution 9, the original of which is now
on file and a matter of record in this office.

In testimony whereof 1 hereto et my hand and cause to be affixed
the great seal of the State of Illinois. Done at the city of Bpringfield
this 23d day of March, A, D. 1927,

[seaL.] Loris L. EMMERSON,

Beorvetary of State.

Senate Joint Resolution 9

Whereas the Illinpils River Valley has suffered ever increasing flood
stages during shorter intervals of time to such apn extent that the
valuable properties within its borders are being jeopardized to an
alarming extent; and 7

Whereas the necessities of drainage throughout the State of Ilinois,
also the State of Indiana, and the needs of sanitation and industry of
the citles on the upper river have added buge volumes of excess waters
to the natural preecipitation of the lllineis River Basin; and

Whereas the Federal Government has maintained dams in the river
for the purposes of navigation and will create a more comprehensive
deep waterway in compliance with present Federal legislation ; and

Whereas the problems of flood control are so great and far-reaching
and complicated that it is impossible for local interests to solve them
and Inexpedient for the State of Illincls to interfere or participate with
the War Department in the development of the Illinoils River; and

Whereas the War Department of the United States now in charge
of the river for navigation purposes is the only agent and governmental
department capable of successfully working out the necessary methods
for controlling the flood menace which is now a permanent factor in
the Ilinois River; and

Whereas a bill, H. R. 14838, Sixty-ninth Congress, second session,
proposes that the War Department be authorized to expend Federal
money for flood-control purposes in the Illinois River Valley along the
lines followed by the Mississippi Commission on the lower Mississippi
River : Therefore be it

Eesolved Ly the senate of the fifty-fifth general asgembBly (the house
concurring herein), That it is recognized that the War Department of
the Federal Government is the only and capable governmental depart-
ment that can successfully solve the problems Involved and give the
necessary flood control protection that will safeguard all the interests
involved in the valley without cgnuictlng with any other agency; and
be it ;

Resolved, That the attention of the Congress of the United States be
called to the seriousness of the situation and the wisdom and ex-
pediency of the measures proposed in the above-named bill; and be it

Resolred, That we most earnestly entreat both the House of Repre-
sentatives and the Senate of the United States that such proposed flood
control legislation be enacted into law at the earliest possible date
consistent with the necessary preliminary surveys; and be it
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Resolved, That a copy of this preamble and resolution be transmitted
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives and the President of
the Senate of the Unlted States by the secretary of state.

Adopted by the senate March 2, 1027,

FreEp E. STERLING,
Pregident of the Senate,

Jasmes H, PADDoCK,
Secretary of the Senate.

Concurred in by the house of representatives March 9, 1927,

ROBERT SCHOLES,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
B. H. McCaxx,
Olerk of the House of Representatives.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of
Wisconsin, which was referred to the Committee on Commerce:
Joint Resolution 25, memorializing Congress to grant Federal aid in the

construction of interstate bridges

Whereas the boundaries dividing-the several States in many instances
congist of natural water courses and rivers; and

Whereas the cost of Interstate bridges is very great since the rivers
in many instances are wide and the engineering and construction prob-
lems difficnlt to solve; and

Whereas the Constitution of the United States vests in Congress con-
trol over all interstate communication, and the Federal Government is
vitally interested in developing national highways cutting across State
lines: Therefore be it

Resolved by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Legisla-
ture of the Btate of Wisconsin earnestly requests and petitions the
Congress of the United States to enact legislation to give Federal aid
for the construction of interstate bridges; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, properly attested, be for-
warded to the presiding officers of both Houses of Congress and to the
Wisconsin SBenators and representatives therein,

HEXRY A. HUBER,
Presgident of the Senate.
0. G. Muxsox,
Chief Clerk of the Senate.
JoEN W, EBER,
Bpeaker of the Assembly.
C. E. SHAFFER,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint memorial of the Legislature of the State of Idaho,
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce:

Stare oF IpaHO,
i DEPARTMENT OF STATE.

I, Fred E. Lukens, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, and
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify :

That I have carefully compared the annexed copy of House Joint

Memorial 4 with the original thereof adopted by the senate and house

of representatives of the nineteenth legislative assembly of the Btate of
Idaho and filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State of
Idaho February 25, 1927, and that the same is a full, true, and eomplete
transcript therefrom and of the whole thereof, together with all in-
dorsements thereon.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto
the seal of the State of Idaho. Done at the capitol at Boise, Idaho, this
16th day of April, A. D. 1027,

[SEAL.] Frep E. LUEENS,

Secrctary of State.

House Joint Memorial 4, to the honorable Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of America in Congress as-
gembled :

We, your memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Idaho, respect-
fully represent: That—

Whereas that Snake River between Lewiston and Homestead, Idaho,
is the only means of transportation fo serve an area approximately 100
miles long and 14 miles wide, which area is rich In mineral deposits and
has great potential possibilities for the ralsing of agricultural crops and
stock ; and

Whereas the sald river can now be safely navigated only during
periods of high water by reason of obstructions therein consisting of
large boulders at some eleven places and extensive and important de-
velopments both in the State of Idalio-and the State of Oregon are for
that reason being retarded and prevented; and r

Whereas the opening of the channel in the Snake River for safe navi-
gation at all times of the yesr can be done only by the Federal
Government : Now therefore be it

Resolved, That the Legislature of the State of Idabo indorse and
approve of the opening up of the Snake River for safe navigation, as
aforesaid, and that the Congress of the United States be memorialized to
muke an appropriation soflicient for that purpose ; and be it further
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Resolved, That the secretary of state of the State of Idaho is hereby
instructed to forward this memorlal to the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatlves of the United States of America, and to send copies to
the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this State.

This memorial passed the house on the 14th day of February, 1027,

W. D. Ginuis,
Speaker of the House of Represeniatives.

This memorial passed the senate on the 18th day of February, 1927,
0. B. HarLuy,
President of the Scnate.

I hereby certify that the within memorial 4 originated in the house of
representatives during the nineteenth session of the Legislature of the
State of Idaho,

C. A. BOTTOLFSEN,
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatices.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing memorial of the Legislature of the State of Florida,
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce :

Senate Memorial 3

To the PRESIDENT AND COXGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES:

Whereas the State of Florida and the counties of Dade and Monroe
have caused to be dug a sea-level canal across the Peninsula of Florida
from the waters of the Atlantic Ocean at Mlami to the waters of the
Gulf of Mexico at Poinclann, saving all but 9 miles of the total dis-
tance; and

Whereas it is boped and expected that this 9-mile gap will be com-
pleted and opened within the near future, thus establishing a sea-level
water route across the SBtate of Florida : Therefore be it

Resolved by the Legislature of the Btate of Florida, That the Congress
of the United States of America be, and bereby is, memorialized to
pass the necessary legislation looking to the investigation and survey
of this cross-State waterway, in order to disclose the feasibility and
propriety of its being taken over by the Federal Government for im-
provement, operation, aud maintenance, to the end—

(1) That the benefits and protection afforded by the Atlantic inside
waterway route from Boston south and through the Florida East Coast
Canal now terminating at Miami may be immediately extended across
the peninsula of Florida to the Gulf of Mexico.

(2) That small shipping, in passing from the Atlantic Ocean to the
Gulf of Mexico, may be relieved of the necessity of rounding Cape
Sable with its attendant dangers and hazards.

(3) That the water-route distance for such shipping between points
on the Atlantic Ocean and polnts on the Gulf of Mexico may be
shortened.

(4) That this sea-level canal which traverses the heart of the Ever-
glades may be developed to its maximum usefulness in serving as an
artery of water transportation for this vast agrieultural empire which
is about to be opened; and

(5) That this canal developed to its full eapacity, with its ountlets to
the east and to the west, may be utilized in the draining of thousands
of acres of HEverglades lands, and the ultimate reclamation of the
Florida Peninsula south of the Tamiami Trall; be It

Resolved further, That United States Senators FLETCHER and TRAM-
MELL, and Representatives SEars, DrANE, GreEN, and Yox are hereby
most earnestly requested to extend their efforts toward the accomplish-
ment of the purpose of this memorial, and that the secretary of the
State of Florida be directed to transmit a copy of this memorial, under
the great seal of the State, to the Preslldent of the United States, to
the Congress of this Nation, and to Florida’s Senators and Representa-
tives in Congress.

Approved by the governor May T, 1927,

STATE oF FLORIDA, Office Secretary of State, ss:

I, H. Clay Crawford. secretary of state of the State of Florida, do
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy
of Senate Memorial 3, as passed by the Legislature of the State of
Florida, session 1927, as shown by the enrolled memorial on file in this
office.

Gilven under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at
Tallahassee, the capital, this the 15th day of November, A. D, 1927,

[sEAL.] H. CrAY CRAWFORD,

Secretary of State.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Wis-
consin, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary :
Joint Resolution 23, memorializing Congress to provide for earlier seat-

ing of Benators and Representatives elect

Whereas Members of Congress arve elected in November of even-
numbered years, but under the present Constitution of the United States
do not meet in regular session until December of the year following;
and
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Whereas In the so-called “short ™ session of Congress, which convene
in December following each general election, there are always many
Members who were defeated for reelection and repudiated by their con-
stituents ; and -

Whereas this prowision of the Constitution operates to prevent the
will of the people from being expressed in legislation within a reasonable
time : Now therefore be it

Resolred by the assembly (the senate concurring), That the Legisla-
ture of the State of Wisconsin hereby earnestly reguests and petitions
Congress to adopt and snbmit to the States the so-called * Norris amend-
ment " to the Constitution of the United States for the earlier com-
mencement of the terms of President, Vice President, and Members of
Congress, and for the convening of Congress in January of the year
following its election.

Resolved, That 8 copy of this resolution duly attested by the presiding
officers and chief clerks of the senate and assembly be forwarded to the
Presiding Officers of both Houses of Congress and to the Wisconsin
Benators and Representatives therein,

HexrYy A. HuUBER,
President of the Senate,
0. G. MuxNsoy,
Chief Clerk of the Senale.
Joux W. EBER,
Epéaker of the Assembly.
C. E. SHAFFER,
Chicf Clerk of the Assembly.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Idaho,
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary :

STATE OF IDAHO,
DEPARTMENT OF STATE.

I, Fred H. Lukens, secretary of state of the State of Idaho and cus-
todian of the seal of said State, do bereby certify that the attached Is a
full, true, and complete franscript of Benate Joint Resolution 7 en-
acted by the nineteenth session of the Legislature of the State of Idaho
and filed in this office the 11th day of March, 1927,

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto
the seal of the State of Idaho. Done at Boise, Idaho, the capital of
Idaho, this 27th day of April, A. D. 1927,

[sBaL.] Frep E. LUKENS,

Becretary of Btate.

Senate Joint Resolution 7

Whereas under the existing conditions newly elected Members of Con-
gress do not take their scats in Congress, unless at a special session,
until the elapse of more than a year after their election ; and
. Whereas Members of Congress who are not reelected continue to serve
and vote for their constituents for the duration of the short session of
Congress, although their successors have been elected ; and

Whereas such conditions are not productive of the best interests of the
people of the United States: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Legislature of the Blate of Idaho, That the Legis-
ture of the State of Idaho earnestly petition Congress to submit a con-
stitutional amendment to the several States which would provide that
Members of Congress should take their seats within a short time after
their election; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby directed to send copies
of this resolution to the President and Viee President of the United
States, to each Member of the Senate and House of Representatives of
the United States, and to the governors of each of the several States,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joiunt resolution of the Legislature of the State of Wis-
consin, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary:

Joint resolution memorializing the Congress of the United States to
provide for a nation-wide referendum on the question of modifying
the Volstead Act

Whereas the voters of the State of Wisconsin at a recent referendum
registered their disapproval of prohibition by a majority of approxi-
mately 176,000 votes; and

Whereas the people of Wisconsin have emphatically expressed them-
selves in favor of a modification of the Volstead Act to permit the
manufacture and sale of 2,756 per cent beer; and

Whereas a nation-wide test on the question of modifying the Volstead
Act would afford the means of accurately measuring the sentiment of
the entire country : Therefore be it

Resolved by the assembly (the senate comcurring), That the Wiscon-
sin Legiglature hereby goes on record as respectfully memorializing
Congress to provide the necessary machinery for the holding of a
nation-wide referendum on the question of modifying the Volstead Aet
to legalize the manufacture and sale of 2,75 per cent beer; be it further
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Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly attested by the proper
officers of the assembly and senate, be transmitted to the Presiding
Officers of each House of Congress,

Hexery A. HuBER,
Presgident of the Senate.
Joux W. EBER,
Bpeaker of the Assembly.
0. G. MuNsON,
Chief Clerk of the Senate.
C. E. SHAFFER, \
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of
Idaho, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary:

SraTE OF IDAHO,
DEPARTMENT OF STATE.

1, Fred E. Lukens, secretary of state of the State of Idaho and cus-
todian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that the attached
is a full, true, and complete transcript of Senate Joint Resolution
No. 2, enacted by the nineteenth session of the Legislature of the
Stute of Idaho and filed in this office the Tth day of March, 1927,

In testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto
the seal of the State of Idabo. Done at Bolse, Idaho, the capital of
Idaho, this 31st day of March, A. D. 1027,

[SEAL.] FriEp E. LUkEexs,

Secretary of State.

Senate Joint Resolution No. 2, proposing an applieation to Congress
to call a constitutional conventiom for the purpose of amending the
Constitution of the United States to make subject to taxation all
evidence of indebtedness of the United States, the several States,
municipal corporations, counties, and all taxing subdivisions and
taxing units thereof, together with the interest on and income from
such evidence of indebtedness

Be it resolved by the Legislature of the State of Idaho:

SECTION A. That with the concurrence of the legislatures of two-
thirds of the several States of the United States application is hereby
made to Congress to call a constitutional convention for the purpose
of proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States,
sald proposed amendment to read as follows:

“AMENDMENT XO. 20

“ BeeTion 1. All evidence of indebtedmess of the United States, the
several States, municipal corporations, counties, and all taxing suhdi-
visions and taxing units thereof, together with Interest on and In-
come derived from such evidence of indebtedness, shall be subject to
taxation by the United States, the several States, municipal corpora-
tions, counties, and all taxing subdivisions and taxing units thereof.

* 8pc. 2. The Congress and the several States shall have power to
enforce this article by appropriate legislation.”

Sec. B. The secretary of state is hereby directed to send duly au-
thenticated copies of this resolution to the Clerk of the United States
Senate, the Clerk of the United States House of Representatives, and
to the presiding officers of each branch of the legislature of the sey-
eral SBtates of the United States.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Mary-
land, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary:

THE STATE OF MARYLAND,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE.

I, David C. Winebrenner, 3d, secretary of state of the State of Mary-
land, under and by virtue of the authority vested In me by section 59
of article 35 of the Aunotated Code of Maryland do hereby certify
that James A. Young, who has made and signed the attached certificate,
was, at date thereof, clerk of the Court of Appeals of Maryland, United
Btates of America, duly elected and commissioned and sworn; that said
certificate in in dve form and by the proper officer, whose signature
thereto and the seal anthenticating the same I verily belleve to be
genuine.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and have caused
to be affixed the officlal seal of the secretary of state at Annapolis, Md,,
this 2d day of June, in the year of our Lord 1927,

[sEAL.] Davip C. WINEBRENNER, 3d,

Becretary of Biate.

Joint Resolution 5, requesting Congress to submit an amendment to the
Constitution of the United States providing that all amendments to
said Constitution shall be submitted to a referendum vote
Whereas under the present method of amending the Constitution of

the United States it is possible for amend ts to be adopted when

the majority of the people are opposed to them; and
Whereas under recent decisions of the Supreme Court of the United
States construing the provisions of Article V of the Constitution of the
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United States the people of every State have, in effect, been deprived
of any opportunity to express their views, whether directly through a
referendum or indireetly by the requirement that an election should
intervene between the submission of an amendment by Congress and
its ratifieation by the legislature of any State; and

Whereas it is contrary to the spirit of our institutions and of Amer-
fean lberty that any gerious change should be made in our form of
government without the consent of the governed : Therefore be it

.Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That the Congress of
the United States be, and it is hereby, earnestly requested to submit
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing that
theveafter all such amend ts shall be submitted to a referendum vote
and that no amendment shall become a part of the Constitution unless
it receives a majority of the votes cast for and against it in three-
fourths of the States; and be it further

Resolred, That the secretary of state of Maryland be, and he is
hereby, requested to transmit under the great seal of this State a copy
of the aforegoing rvesolution to the President of the United States
Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United
States, and to each of the Representatives from Maryland in the Senate
and House of Representatives of the United States.

Approved, April 1, 1927,

E. BrooEr LEE,
Bpeaker of the House of Delegates.
Davip G. McIxTosH, Jr.,
President of the Benate.
Filed, April 2, 1927,

STATE OF MARYLAND, 88!

1. James A. Young. clerk of the Court of Appeals of Maryland, do
hereby certify that the foregoing is a full and true copy of the joint
resolution of the General Assembly of Maryland, of which it purports
to be a copy, as taken from the original joint resolution belonging to and
deposited in the office of the clerk of the court of appeals aforesaid.

In testimony whereof T have hereunto set my hand as clerk and affixed
the seal of the said court of appeals this 2d day of June, 1927,

[8RAL. ] Jamus A. YoUxa,

. Clerk, Court of Appeals of Maryland.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing *joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of
Maryland, which were referred to the Committee on Finance:

THE STATE OF MARYLAND,
ExECUTIVE DEPARTMENT,

1, David C. Winebrenner, 3d, secretary of state of the State of Mary-
land, under and by virtue of the authority vested in me by section 59
of article 85 of the Annotated Code of Maryland, do hereby certify that
the attached is a true and correct copy of Joint Resolution 8 of the
acts of the General Assembly of Maryland of 1927,

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and have caused to
be aflixed the official seal of the secretary of state, at Annapolis, Md.,
this 24th day of Mareh, in the year one thousand nine hundred and
twenty-seven. !

Davip C. WINERRENNER, 3D,
Secretary of State.

Joint Resolution 8 and memorial of the General Assembly of Maryland
to the Benate and House of Representatives of the United States in
Congress assembled, requesting that legislation be enacted making
provision for loans to ex-soldiers on their bonus papers or certificates
Whereas by the adoption of the soldiers bonus act, provision has been

made for a bonus for ex-soldiers; and :

Whereas ex-soldiers have come into possession of a paper or certificate
providing for futuré payment; and

Whereas loans may be made upon this paper or certificate; and

Whereas it has become difficult and complicated to obtain these loans
through the ordinary channels: Thevefore be it

Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That the Senate and

House of Representatives of the United States in Congress asscmbled,

be, and they are hereby, requested and urged to enact legislation making

provislon for loans to ex-soldiers on said bonus papers or certificates;
and be it further

Resolved, That the Representatives from the State of Maryland in
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States be, and
they are hereby, requested to urge and support the enactment of such
legislation ; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of state of Maryland be, and he is hereby,
requested to transmit under the great seal of this State a copy of the
aforegoing. resolution and memorial to the President of the United

Btates Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the

United States and to each of the Representatives from Maryland in the

Senate and House of Representatives of the United States,

Approved March 18, 1927,

DecEMBER 12

THE STATE OF MARYLAND,
ExBCUTIVE DEPARTMENT,
I, David C. Winebrenner, 2d, secretary of state of the State of Mary-
land, under and by virtue of the authority vested in me by section 59
of article 35 of the Annotated Code of Maryland, do hereby certify that
the attached is a true and correct copy of Joint Resolution 12 of the acts
of the General Assembly of Maryland of 1927.

In testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set my band and have caused

to be affixed the official seal of the secretary of state, at Annapolis, Md.,
ihis 24th day of March, 1927,
[sBAL.] . Davip C. WINEBRENNER,
Secretary of State,

Jolnt Resolution 12, requesting Congress to make provision for the
removal of explosives stored in the Curtis Bay ordnance reserve depot,
Curtis Bay, Md.

Whereas great quantities of explosives are now stored by the Ordnance
Department of the United States Army in the Curtis Bay ordnance
reserve depot, immediately adjncent to Baltimore city ; and

Whereas the presence of such explosives at such place is a menace to
the lives and property of the people of the city of Baltimore: and

Whereas the Governor of Maryland and the mayor of Baltimore city
and the Association of Commerce of Baltimore city and other citizens
have requested the Secretary of War to provide for the removal of said
explosives, and the Benators and Representatives from Maryland have
urged upon Congress the ennctment of legislation providing for such
removal, but no provision for such removal has been made, and such
menace to the lives and property of the citizens of Baltimore city
continues : Therefore be it

Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That the Congress of
the United States be requested to take appropriate action to bring about
the speedy removal from the Curtis Bay ordnance reserve depot of the
explosives there stored; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of state of Maryland be, and he is hereby,
requested to transmit under the great seal of this State a copy of the
foregoing resolution to the President of the United States Senate, the
Speaker of the House of Representatives, to the Secretary of War, and
to each of the Representatives of Maryland in both Houses of Congress.

Approved March 18, 1927.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the Stute of
Illinois, which was referred to the Committee on Finance :

BTATE oF ILLINOIS,
OFFICE OF THE SECEETARY OF STATE.
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting:

1, Louis L. Emmerson, seeretary of state of the Btate of Illinois, do
hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a true copy
of House Joint Resolution 17, the original of which is now on file and
a matter of record In this office.

In testimony whereof I hereto set my hand and cause to be affixed the
great seal of the State of Illinois. Done at the city of Springfield this
Oth day of March, A, D, 1927.

[BEAL.] Lovis L. EMAMERSON,

Secretary of State.

House Joint Resolution 17

Whereas the adjusted war veterans' compensation act, adopted by the
United Btates Congress, which provided for the issuance of adjusted
serviee certificates to the veterans of the World War contemplated that
banks throughout the country would make loans on said certificates to
the veterans; and

Whereas untold hardships and embarrassment are being suffered by
the veterans because the great majority of the banks refuse to make
loans on sald certificntes; and

Whereas the United States Veterans' Burean now has on hand funds
totaling over $300,000,000 which could be used in making loans to
yeterans on their adjusted service certificates; and

Whereas it would be beneficial alike to the war veterans and to the
banks if the funds in the hands of the United States Veterans' Bureau
could be used in making loans to the veterans: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Houge of Representatives of Illinois (the Senate con-
curring herein), That the efforts of the veterans of the World War to
authorize, by appropriate legislation, the United States Veterans’ Bureau
to use the funds under the control of said bureau for the making of
loans direct to said veterans upon their adjusted service certificates be,
and the same are, hereby approved ; and be it further

Resolved, That coples of this preamble and resolution be forwarded
to the presiding officers of both Houses of the Congress of the United
States.

Adtopted by the house February 8, 1927,

ROBERT SCHOLES,
Speaker of the House of Representatives.
B, H. McCARNN,
Clerk of the Hounsge of Representatives,
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Coneurred in by the Senate February 17, 1927,
Frep E. STERLING,
President of the Benate.
J. H. I"ADDOCE,
Secretary of the Senate.
Filed March 8, 1927, r
Louis L, EMMERSON,
Becrctary of State.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of
Maryland, which was referred to the Committee on Finance:

THE BTATE oF MARYLAND,
ExXECUTIVE DEPAETMENT,

I, David C. Winebrenner, 8d, secretary of state of the State of
Maryland, under and by virtue of the authority vested in me by section
59 of article 35 of the Annotnted Code of Maryland, do hereby certify
that the attached Is a true and correct copy of Joint Resolution 3, of
the acts of the General Assembly of Maryland of 1927,

In testimony whereof I have hercunto set my hand and have caused
to be affixed the officidl seal of the secretary of state at Anmapolls, Md.,
this 14th day of March, in the year 1927,

[8EAL.] Davip C. WINEBREXNER, 84,

Secrctary of State.

Joint Resolution 3 and memorial of the General Assembly of Maryland
to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States’in
Congress assembled requesting the repeal of Title III of the revenue
act of 1926, known as estate tax law

Whereas except in ilmes of national stress the imposition of in-
heritance and estafe taxes has been considered as being within the
sole provimee of the several States; and

Whereas in the past the Federal Government has entered this field
of taxation vnly because of war contingencies ; and

Whereas the present Federal estate tax is the successor to a tax
first Imposed in 1916 because of the threat of war and was subsequently
continued primarily as a war measure ; and

Whereas the World War has long since ended and the proceeds at
present devived by the Government from the Federal estate tax con-
stitute a ecomparatively small factor in Federal revenue ; and

Whereas the Federal Govermment has no occasion for remaining in
any field of taxation esseniially local by nature except for the purpose
of revennue to meet the financial requirements of its Budget ; and

Whereas there is no emergency or other pressing need which should
militate against the prompt and immediate withdrawal of the Govern-
ment from the exercise of a taxing power which is logically and
primarily a matter for the determination of each individual State:
Therefare be it

Besoleed by the General Asscmbly of Maryland, That the Senate and
Iouse of Representatives of the United States In Congress assembled
be, and they are hereby, requested and urged to repeal Title 111 of the
revenue act of 1926 kpown as the estate tax law, to the end that the
Federal Government gurrender back to the State govermments a sphere
of taxation properly belonging to them and which should only be
invaded, if aft all, in times of great national necessity; and be it
further

Resolred, That the Representatives from the State of Maryland in
the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States be, and
they are hereby, requested to urge and support the repeal of the
above-mentioned law ; and be it further

Resoleed, That the secretary of state of Maryland be, and he is
hereby, requesied to transmit under the great seal of this State a copy
of the foregoing resolution and memorial to the I'resident of the
United States Sepate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives
of the United States and to each of the Representatives from Maryland
in 'the Senate sand House of Representatives of the United States,

Approved March 11, 1927,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of
Florida, which was referred to the Committee on Finance:

Senate Concurrent Resolution 7

Be it resolved by the genate (the house of representatives concur-
ring), That—

Whereas the people of Florida, by an overwhelming majority, adopted
a constitutional amendment prohibiting the State from levying in the
future any Inheritance or income tax; and

Whereas the State's finances are in such an admirable condition that,
althobgh it has ne seyerance tax, po corporation tax, mo corporation
stock-transfer tax, no franchise tax, no Income tax, and no inheritanee
iax, it has no bonded indebtedness of any kind or character, does not
owe a dollar, and has as of the 1st of April in its treasury in excess of
§11,466,280.05 in cash, thus demonstrating beyond question that the
levying of an inheritance or an income tax is absolutely unuoecessary in
this Btate; and
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Whereas the Congress of the United States, in enaciing the present
revenue law, providing therein for a Federal inheritance tax, but allow-
ing those Btates that have inheritance taxes a eredit to the extent of
80 per cent of the taxes so paid, the avowed purpose of which was to
foree the Btates of Florida, Alabama, and others similarly situated to
levy an inberitance tax; and

Whereas taxing the dead, either by Federal legislation or State legis-
lation, is a capital levy and shonld not be resorted to except in time of
war or other grave emergency ; and

Whereas an inheritance tax, if it is to be written into law at all, is
a prerogative ef the State, a polifical question exclusively within the
province of the State; and

Whereas Congress by giving te the respective States that have in-
heritance taxes credlt for 80 per cent of the taxes so puid admits and
concedes that the Federal Government does not need the revenue ; and

Whereas the action of Congress, In endeavoring by Federal legislation
to coerce a sovereign State into enacting legislation contrary to the
wishes of the people of that State in a guestion of purely local concern,
is upprecedented, arbitrary, indefensible, and contrary to the very
Tundamentals of our American form of government: Thercfore be it

Resolved, That we protest against the passage of a Federal inher-
itance tax, and especially one in the form of that which has been
passed, and we regard such action upon the part of Congress as unnec-
eszary, uncalled for, indefensible, without justification, and comntrary
to tAd fundamental principles upon which the Republic is founded;
that we reaffirm our confidence in the wisdom of the people of Florida
in adopting the constitutionnl amendment prohibiting the Legislature
of Florida in the future from ever levying any State income or in-

‘heritance taxes; and that the State of Florida declines to be coerced

into repealing the constitutional provision forbidding the levying of
taxes upon the estates of dead men, but avows its intention of forever
maintaining and continuing the constitutional amendment in question;
be it further

Resolved, That we call upon our Senators and Representatives in
Congress to demand the repeal of the Federal inheritance tax and that
ihey continne to take such vigorouns action as may in their judgment he
deemed best to bring this-about; be it further

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to all Members of
Congress, the President of the TUnited States, the Becretary of the
Treasury, the President of the Senate of the Unifed States, the Speaker
of the House of Representatives of the United States, the chairman of
the United Stateg Senate Finance Committee, the chairman of the
Ways and Means Committer of the House of Representatives of the
United States, the press of this State and of the Nation.

Approved by the govermor April 23, 1927,

STATE OF FLORIDA,
Office Secretary of State, ss:

1, H. Clay Crawford, secretary of state of the Btate of Florida, do
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a trune and correet copy
of Benate Concurrent Reselution 7, as passed by the Legislature of the
State of Florida, gessjon 1927, as shown by the enrolled resolution on
file in this office.

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida at
Tallahassee, the capital, this the 15th day of November, A. D. 1927,

[SBAL.] - H. CLAY CRAWFORD,

Becretary of State.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of

Wisconsin, which was referred to the Commitfee on Foreign

Relations:
Joint Resolution 87

Whereas war between nations under existing international law is a
lawful institution, and any nation, with or witbout cause, may declare
war against any other nation; and

Whereas war is the greatest existing menace to society, and the
next great war is almost certain to be more terrible than any previous
war and Is likely to engulf and destroy civilization ; Now therefore be it

Resolved by the semate (the essembly concwrring), That war between
nations should be outlawed as an institution or means for the settle-
ment of international controversies by making it a public crime in
international law, and that every nation should be encouraged by
golemn agreement or treaty to bind itself to indict and punish its own
interpational war breeders or instigators and war profiteers under powers
similar to those conferred upon cur Congress under Article I, section 8,
of our Federal Constitution, which clothes the Congress with tha
power to define and punish offenses against the law of nations; and
be it further

Resolved, That the Presldent of the United States and Congress be

,and are hereby memoralized to take the necessary steps to make this

country the leader in the movement for the outlawry of war through
agreements with other mations and through legislation curblog ail
instigators of war and war prefiteers; be it further
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Reselved, That a copy of this resolution. properly attested, he sent
to the President of the United Stites, to the Presiding Officer of each
House of Congress, and to each Wisconsin Member thereof.

Jony W. Esug,
Speaker of the Assemdly.

C. E, SHAFFER,
Chief Clerk of the Assemlly.

Hexey A. Husrkm,

President of the Renate.

0. G. Myuxsox,
Chief Clerk of the Senate,

Joint Hesolution 38, memorializing Congress to adopt Senate Concurrent
RResolution 15, Sixty-ninth Congress, second session, relating to ** dol-
lar diplomacy ™
Whereas Senate Concuarrent Resolution 13 has been Introduced in the

SBixty-ninth Congress, second ses=ion ; and
Whereas suech resolution provides as follows :

“ Resolred, That the President be, and lwe is hereby, reguested to
direet the Departments of State, Treasary, and Commerce, the Federal
Iteserve Board, and all other agencies of the Government which are or
oy be concerntd thereunder, to refrain henceforth, without specifie
prior aunthorization of the Congress, from—

“{1) Directly or indirectly engaging the responsibility of theg Gov-
ernment of the Unlted Siates, or otherwise on its behalf to supl'\'iue
the fulfilment of finnncial arrangements between citizens of the United
States and soverelgn foreign zovernments or politieal subdivisions
thereof whether or not recognized de jure or de facto by the United
States Government; or

“(2) In any manner whatsoever giving official recognition to any
arrangement which may commit the Govermment of the United States
to any form of military intervention in order to compel the observance
of alleged obligations of sovereign or subordinate authority, or of any
corporations or individuals, or to deal with any such arrangement
except to secure the settlement of claims of the United States or of
United States citizens through the ordinary channels of law provided
therefor in the respective foreign jurisdictions or through duly aunthor-
ized and accepted arbitration agencies.” Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the senate (the assembly eoncurring), That Congress be,
and is hereby, respectfully petitioned and nrged to adopt Senate Con-
carrent Resolution 15 ; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this reselution, properly attested, be sent
to the presiding officers of both Houses of Congress and to each Wis-
consin Member thereof,

HExRY A. HuBER,
President of the Senate.
0. G. Mussox,
Chief COlerk of the Senafe,
JoaxN W. EBEr,
Speaker of the Assembly.
C. E. BHAFFER,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.

Joint Resolution 39, memorializing the National Government to submit
to arbitration the Mexican and Niearaguan controversies
Whereas difficulties bave arisenm between Mexico and the United
States relative to the retroactive and confiscatory provisions of the land
laws of Mexico ns affecting the claims of certain private citizen= of the
. United States; and
Whereas the attitude of the United States Government fownrd Mexico
and Niecaragua has been in spirit, at least, a violation of the Monroe
doctrine ; and
Whereas the President of Mexico has signified his willingness to sub-
mit to arbltration the controversies arising ont of the land laws of that
country : Therefore be it
Reaolred by the senate (the assembly concurving), That the Govern-
ment of the United States discontinue its present policy of interference
in these countries and make every effort to submit the matters in con-
troversy between the United States and the Governments of  Mexico
and Nicaragua to arbitration ; be it further .
Resolved, That a copy of this resplution, properly attested. be =ent
to the President of the TUnited States, the Secretary of Stafe, the
chalrman of the Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate, the Presid-
ing Officers of both Houses of Congress, and each Wisconsin Member
thereof.
HexrYy A, HUBER,
President of the Senate,
0. G, Muxsox, -
Chief Clerk of the Senate.
Joux W, HBur,
Speaker of the Assembly.
. E. SBHAFFER,
Chicf Clerk of the Assembly.
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The VICE PRESIDENT also laid bLefore the Senate the fol-
lowing memorials of the Legislature of the State of Florida,
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs;
House Memorial 1, divected to the President and Congress of the United

Btites requesting the establishment of milltary schools or camps for

the purpose of training aviators upon the present Government fields

of Dorr and Carlstrom, located near Avendia, in De 8oto County, Fla.

Whereas the pegple of the State of Florida are inten=ely interested in
the public welfare and common defense of the Nation; aond

Wherens the training of aviators is essentinl to insuring the publie
welfare and maintalning the common defense of (he Nation ; and

Wherens the people of the United States now own in the State of
Florida two flying fields, to wit, Dorr and Carlstrom, located neac
Areadia, in De Sote County, Fla.; and

Whereas said fields are not being nsed now as aviation training
camps ; and

Whereas the facilities of said flelds for flving are unsurpassed by any
in the world, due to the region about the camps and the atmospheric
conditions most conducive to the safety for fiying; nnd

Whereas the Florida climate is equal and mild sind the loeation of the
camps naturally healthful ; and

Whereas the said flying flelds of Dorr and Carlstrom form an ideal
location for the training of aviators: Be it
« Resolved by the Legisiature of the State of Florida, That the Presi-
dent of the United States and Congress be, find they are herchy, earnestly
solicited to take such steps as may be necessary, either by the legixla-
five or executive branches of the Federnl Government, to establish at
the fields of Dorr and Carlstrom, loeated nenr Arecadia, in De Hoto
County, Fla., Government schools or training cumps for the purpose of
training and egquipping aviators for the use of aerial service in the
United States Army, or for other public service: be it further

Resolved, That copies of this ial be Parnished by the secretary
of state to the President of the United Btates, the Vice President, the
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, and to
euch Senator and Representative in the Congress of the United States,

Approved hy the governor April 23, 1927,

BTATE OF FLORIDA,
Office Sceretary of Rtate, sa:

1, H. Clay Crawford, secretary of state of the Staute of Florida, do
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a frue and correct copy
of House Memorial 1 as passed by the Legislature of the State of
Florlda, session 1927, as shown by the enrolled memorial on file in this
office.

Given under my hand amd the great seal of the State of Florida at
Tallahassee, the capital, this the 15th day of November, A. D, 1927.

[8EAL.] H. CLAY ('RAWFORD,

Becretary of Btate.

House Memorial 6

A joint resolution proposing an memorial to Congress iwndorsing the

support by the Government of adequate appropriations for the

support of the National Guard and the Organized Reserves

Whereas there is located in Florida two separate regiments of the
Florida National Guard which iz maintained to a large extent by
Federal appropriation of money ; and

Whereas there is also located in the State of Florida various units of
the Organized Heserves constituted under the provislons of the national
defense act of 1920 ; and e

Whereas the National Guard forms an essentinl and necessary
organization for use in peace time, as evidenced by its services during
the recent hurricane disaster in Florida, as well as an adequate fighting
organization in the event of wur; and

Whereas the people of Florida desire to see the National Guard
and the Organized Heserves of the Unlted Siates supported by adequate
appropriations reasonably sufficient to enable these organizations to
accomplish the purpose of their organization, sald approprintions to be
as liberal as may be consistent with the welfare of the public and the
general good : Therefore be it

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Florida, That the Legisla-
ture of the State of Florida herein memorializes and requests its two
Senators in the United States Senate and its four Representatives in the
Congress of the United States to use all honorable means In their power
to prevent the handicapping or crippling of the Nationanl Guard or Or-
ganized Reserves by the withdrawal of any existing approprintions there-
from, and that they nse all honorable means in their power to secure for
the use of the National Guard and Organized Reserves as liberal an ap-
propriation for the training of such National Guard and reserves as may
be consistent with the welfure of the Government, and that a copy of
this memorial be sent to each of the United States Senators from
Florida and to each of the Congressmen from Florida, to the President
and Vice President of the United States, and to the Speaker of the
Nutional House of Representatives, and to the Chicf of the Militia
Burean of the War Department, all duly certified to and under the
great seal of the State of Florida.

Approved by the gavernor May 23, 1927,
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StrATE OF FLORIDA,
OFFICE OF SECRETARY OF STATE.
1, H. Clay Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy
of House Memaorial 6, as passed by the Legislature of the Btate of
Florida, session 1927, as shown by the enrolled memorial on file in this
office,
Given under my hand and the great geal of the State of Florida at
Tallabassee, the capital, this the 15th day of November, A. D. 1927,
[sEAL.] H. CraY CRAWFORD,
Recretary of State.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the
following senate concurrent resolution of the Legislature of
Indiana, which was referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, STATE OF INDIANA,
Office of the Becretary of State.

I, F. E. SBchortemegier, secretary of state of the State of Indiana,
hereby certify that the following and hereto attached is a full, true, and
ecomplete copy of enrolled Senate Concurrent Resolution 6 of the seventy-
fifth regular session of the General Assembly of the State of Indiana,
begun on the 6th day of Janunary, A. D. 1927, which gald resolution was
filed in my ofice on the 28th day of February, A. D, 1927, as the same
appears on flle, as the law directs, in this office.

In testimony whereof I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal
of the Btate of Indiana. Done at my office in the city of Indianapolis
this 30th day of November, A. D, 1927,

[smAL.] F, E. SCHORTEMEIER,

Seerctary of State,

Enrelled S8enate Concurrent Resolution 6 (ch. 2653)

A concurrent resolution requesting the Congress of the United States to
appropriate funds to carry out eertain recommendations of the Chief
of Staff of the United Btates Army made in furtherance of the national
defense act of 1920

Whereas the President of the United States in a recent message to
the Congress of the United States has stated that the Army and Navy of
the United States should be strengthened and that a people who neglect
their, national defense are putting in jeopardy their national honor;
and

Whereas in furtherance of the national defense act of 1920, and
amendments thereto, and in order to increase and promote the strength
and effectiveness of the Army, the Chief of Staff of the Army of the
United States has recommended substantinlly as follows:

(g) That the Regular Army be brought back to the strength of 150,000
enlisted men and 13,000 officers, and that it be suitably housed and
enabled to conduct annual maneuvers on a moderate seale;

(b) That the National Guard be given the support necessary to permit
its progressive development toward a strength of 250,000 ;

(¢) That the skeleton organization of the Organized Reserves be ade-
quately maintained ; 5

(@) That all reserve officers receive an average of 15 days' training in
each 3 years;

(e) That the Reserve Officers' Tralning Corps units be further devel-
oped ; and

(f) That provision may be made for a gradual increase in the number
accommodated annually In citizeps' military training eamps: Therefore

SECTION 1. Be it resolved by the General Assembly of the State of
Indiana, That the General Assembly of the State of Indiana respectfnlly
and earnestly urges upon the Congress the necessity of appropriating
such funds and enacting such legislation as will adequately provide for
the effective carrying out of the provigions of the national defemse act
of 1920 and also the recommendations of the Chief of Staff of the Army
of the United States hereinbefore set forth.

Sgpe, 2. Suitable copies of this resolution shall be sent by the seere-
tary of state to the President of the United States, the presiding officers
of both branches of Congress, to the Senators and Representatives in
Congress from this State, and to the members of the congressional
Committees on Appropriations and Military Affairs,

F. HaroLD VAN ORMAN,
President of the Senate,
Hargy G, LEesvix,
Bpeaker of the House of Representatices.

Gavernor of the Stu'tc of Indiana.
Filed February 28, 1927, 410 p. m. '
F. E. SCHORTEMEIER,
Secretary of State.
The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing senate resolution of the Legislature of the State of

Arizona, which was referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

459

ETATE OF ARIZONA,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETART.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Rtate of Arirona, ss:

I, James H. Kerby, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the
within is a true, complete, and correct copy of Senate Resolution 1 of
the fourth special session of the Eighth Legislature, State of Arizoms,
all of which is shown by the original en file in this department.

In witness whereof I bave hereunto set my hand and afixed my official
seal. Done at Phoenlx, the e¢apital, this 12th day of November, A. D,
1927.

[SEAL.] Jaues H. Kerpy,

Reeretary of State.

ARizONA STATE SEXNATE,
EicHTHE LEGISLATURE, FOURTH Brecian SESSI1ON.

Senate Resolution 1

Whereas there were nine clagses of officers who fought for the Unlted
States in the World War, to wit: Army, emergency, provisional, rez-
ular ; Navy, emergency, provisional, regular; Marine, emergency, provi-
sfonal, regular; and 3

Whereas of the nine named classes of officers, eight classes, to wit,
the officer of the Army, * *  * provigional, regular; Navy, emer-
gency, provisiomal, regular; Marine, emergency, provisional, regulor;
who became dizabled in line of duty to the extent that they were inca-
pacitated for further active service, have been for the past seven years,
under laws passed by Congress, retired on 75 per cent of their active-
duty pay om account of such disability ; and

Whereas the niuth elass of such officers, to wit, the emergency Army
officers, who became disabled In line of duty to the extent that they
were Incapacitated for further active service, have been for the past
seven years denied by Congress the retirement privileges which long ago
were accorded the other eight classes of dizabled officers; and

Whereas the American Leglon at each of its national conventions,
including the recent A. E. F. Convention held in Paris, has overwhelm-
ingly voted to have endcted into law leglslation for the retirement of
the emergency Army officer permanently disabled in line of duty during
the World War <0 as to place them on the same footing as the other
eight classes of disabled officers who are mow on the retired lsts; and

Whereas practically all the veterans' organizations have voted in
department and natiopal conventions to have enacted into law legislation
to accord the disabled emergency Army officers the same retirement
privileges long ago accorded by Congress to the other eight elasses of
officers ; and

Whereas bills to grant this justice have been pending in the National
Congress since the armistice; and

Wheress measures similar to the Tyszon-Fitzgerald bills of the Sixty-
ninth Congress will be introduced in the Seventieth Congress: Now
therefore be it

Resolced by the Arizona State Scnate, Eighth Arizona Legislature, in
gpecial session assembled, at Phoenle, Ariz., That we do favor and urge
the passage of such legislation as will eliminate this injustice; and be
it further

Resolved, That coples of this resolution be furnished to the President
of the SBenate, the Speaker of the House of Representiatives, and to
Benators HEXRY AsHUEST and Carn Haypex and Hon, Lewis B. Dove-
LAs, our Representatives in Congress,

President of the Senate.

Necretary of the Senate,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing house resolution of the Legislature of the State of
Arizona, which was referred to the Committee on Military
Affaire:

Hovse o REPRESENTATIVES,
Eighth State Legislature.
. House Resolution 4 L

Whereas there were nine classes of officers who fought for the
United States in the World War, to wit, the officers of the Army,
emergency, provisional, regular; Navy, emergency, provisional, regular;
Marine; emergency, provisional, regular; and

Whereas of the nine named classed of officers eight classes, to wit,
the officers of the Army, * * * provisional, regular; Navy,
emergency, provisional, regular; Marine, emergency, provisional, regu-
lar, who became disabled in line of duty to the extent that they were
incapacitated for further active service, have been for the past seven
years, under lawe passed by Congress, retired on 75 per cent of their
active-duty pay on account of such disability ; and

Whereas the ninth class of such officers, to wit, the emergency
Army officers, who became disabled in line of duty, to the extent that
they were incapacitated for further active service, have been for the
past seven yeurs denied by Congress the retirement privileges which
long ago were accorded the other eight classcs of disabled officers; and




Whereas the American Leglon at each of its national conventions,
including the recent American Expeditionary Forces convention held in
Farls, has overwhelmingly voted to have enacted into law legislation
for the retirement of the emergency Army officers permanently disabled
in line of duty during the World War so ns to place them on the same
footing as the other elght classes of disabled officers who are now on
the retired list; and

Whereas practically all other veterans’ organizations have voted in
department and national conventions to havé enacted into law legisla-
ation to accord the disabled emergency Army officers the same retire-
ment privileges long ago accorded by Congress to the other eight
classes of officers; and

Whereas bills to grant this justice have been pending in the National
Congress since the Armistice.

Whereas measures similar to the Tyson-Fitzgerald bills of the
Bixty-ninth Congress will be introduced in the Seventieth Congress:
Now therefore be it

Resolved by the howse of rvepresentatives, eighth State legislature,
in special gession assembled, at Phoenir, Ariz,, That we do favor and
urge the passage of such legislation as will eliminate this injustice; and
be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolutlon be furnished to the President
of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, and to
Senators HENRY AsSHURST and Cart HaYpEN and Hon. Lewis W.
DovGras, onr Represenfatives in Congress.

Passed the house October 81, 1927,

Carried unanimously,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing memorials of the Legisiature of the Territory of Alaska,
which were referred to the Committee on Territories and In-
sular Possessions:

UXNITED STATES OF AMERICA, TERRITORY OF ALASKA,
Office of Secretary for the Territory.

1, Kurl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great secal
of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed
copy of Senate Joint Memorial ® of the Alaska Territorial Legislature,
1027, with the original thereof, and that the same is a full, true, and
correct copy of said original now on file in my office,

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and aflixed hereto
the seal of the Territory of Alaska at Juneau, the capital, this 4th
day of May, A. D. 1027,

[sEAL] Kant. THEILE,
Secretary of Alaska,

Benate Joint Memorial 9

To the Senale and House of Representatives of the United States of

Ameriea:

Your memorialists, the Legislatare of the Territory of Alaska, do
most respectfully and earnestiy represent that—

Whereas large portions of the Territory of Alaska are well adapted
as grazing lands for musk oxen; and

Whereas musk oxen formerly naturally inhabited Alaska, but were
exterminated many years ago; and

Whereas In those portions of Alaska suited to musk oxen It has not
vet been proven fo be commercially successful to ralse cattle or sheep;
and

Whereas it appears that the ralsing of musk oxen can be successfully
innugurated in the Territory in regions in which cattle and sheep
raising has not been proven successful; and

Wherens musk oxen are valuable for both their meat and hides, and
are therefore promising substitutes for ecattle and sheep: There-
fore be it

Resoleed, That the Congress of the United States be, and is hereby,
petitioned to pass a bill and appropriate money authorlzing the intro-
duction of musk oxen, similar to the provisions of Senate Bill 4938,
introduced by Senator Nomsrck in the Sixty-ninth Congress, first
ses=ion,

The carrying out of the recommended work will be of great imme-
dinte and ultlmate benefit to the Territory and prove to be a well-
paying investment,

Therefore your memorialista respectfully urge the action recom-
mended.

Apnd your memorialists will ever pray.

I"assed the senate April 22, 1927,

BarTLEY HOoWwARD,
President of the Scenate.

Attest:
RuTH REAT,
Becretary of the Senate.
Tassed the hous=e April 27, 1927,
Busmxpr 8. SarH,
Speuaker of the House,
Attest:

Casu Cous, ;
Clerk of the House.
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I hereby certify that the above and foregoing Is a full, true, and
correct copy of the original of Senate Joint Memorial 9, pussed by the
genate and house of representatives,

RuTH REAT,
Becretary of the Senate,

L

UXLTED STATES OF AMERICA, TERRITORY OF ALASKA,
Office of the Secretary for the Territory.

I, Karl Thelle, secretary of Aluska and custodian of the great seal of
said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed copy
of House Joint Memorial 8 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature, 1027,
with the original thereof, and that the same is a full, true, and correct
copy of said original now on file in my office,”

In testimony whereof I have hercunto set my hand and affixed hereto
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the eapital, this 2Tth
day of April, A, D. 1927.

[8EAL.] Kart, THEILE,
Secretary of Alnska.

House Joint Memorial 8

To the President and Congress of the United States, and to the Wur

Departiment, Washington, D. O.:

Your memorialist, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, respect-
fully represents; 2

That the completion of the Government highway from Skagway,
Alaska, to the International boundary line at the summit of the White
Pass, will become the American terminal portion of an international
high road from that port to the highways and waterways at the head-
waters of the Yukon River, and furnish an outlet of that rich mining
region to that terminal; such a highway will give free aceess to auto-
mobiles and other vehicles to the mining regions around Atlin and White
Horse, British Columbia, and thence down the Yukon River, via Dawson,
to eastern Alaska; it will be of great benefit to Skagway and will tend
to bring the trade of the upper Yukon interior out to that American
port, and will tend to increase population, prospecting, and the develop-
ment of mining along the upper Yukon and around Skagway and in
eastern Alaska.

That the consiruction of sald highway, of which the Government has
now constructed about one-fourth part, will give American tourists gquick
and easy entry from Skagway over the magnificent White Pass scenic
route into the Lake Bennett, Atlin, and White Horse regions, and cou-
nect the highways in those regions with the terminal at Skagway, and
be of great advantage in trade to the said port of Skagway.

That the Alaska road commission has heretofore had comtrol of work
on gaid project, and ought to be allowed and authorized to compleia
the same; that the people of Alaska have confidence in the said Alaska
road commission and its abllity to do good and efective road work ;

Now, therefore, your memorialist respectfully petitions for the com-
pletion of the Bkagway highway to the summit of White Pass, and that
it be so completed by the Alaska road commission out of funds appro-
priated by the Congress of the United States for the constroction of
roads, trails, and bridges in Alaska.

And your memorialist will ever pray: Be it

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the President of
the United States, the President of the United States Senate, to the
Bpeaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, to the
honorable Becretary of War, and to the Hon. Dax SurHERLAND, Delegate
from Alagka, Washington, D. C.

Passed hsrv the house April 20, 1927,

Buumxer 8. BarrH,
Bpeaker of the House.

Attest :

Casu CoLE,
Clerk of the House,

Passed by the senate April 23, 1927,

Bartrey Howanp,
Presideat of the Senate.
Attest:
Rurm Rear,
Secretary of the Senate.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, TERRITORY OF ALASKA,
Office of the Seoevetary for the Territory.

I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal of
said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compaved the annexed copy
of Senate Joint Memorial 7 of the Alaska Territorial Leglslature, 1927,
with the original thereof, and that the same is n full, true, and correct
copy of said original now on file in my office,

In testimony whereof I have bereunto set my band amid affixed hereto
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, thizs 25th
day of April, A, D. 1927,

[SEAL.] EARrL THEILE,
Becretary of Aloska.
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Senate Joint Memorial 7

Tg the Senate and House of Represemtatives of the United Btates of

America:

Your memorialist, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, does
most respectfully and earnestly represent that:

Whereas a1l of Alagka is well adapted to the raising of game and fur-
bearing animals; and

Whereas certgin valuable fur-bearing animals native to Alaska have
been exterminated over considerable areas of Alaska, and on other areas
well adapted to raising certain fur-bearing and game animals, such ani-
mals do not naturally occur; and

Whereas fur-bearing and game animals are one of the important re-
sources of the Territory and can be made to be of much greater value
to the Territory by the stocking of lands with animals adapted to such
hablitats, und the proper protection and upbuilding of the wild for-
bearing and game stock indigenous to the Territory ; and

Whereas the Congress of the United States has by specific act retained
jurisdiction over the game and fur-bearing animals of the Territory and
has thereby prevented the Territory from taking an active part in the
upbuilding of the wild life: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be, and is hereby,
prtitioned to assist in these matters by—

1. Appropriating funds and authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture
or the Alaska Game Commission to adopt and carry out a program of
stocking lands of Alaska with valpable fur and game animals, similar
to the program adopted by the Territory (ch. 51, Session Laws of 1925),
for the beginning of which the Territory appropriated $10,000.

2, Increasing the appropriation for the protection of fur and game
in Alaska and providing a special appropriation for the cobtaining of
needed transportation equipment to enable the Alaska Game Commis-
sion to carry on adeguate wild-life protective work in Alaska.

Such expenditures will be of great immediate and ultimate benefit to
the Territory and prove to be a well-paying investment.

Thetefore your memorialist respectfully urges that these proposals be
adopted.

And your memorialist will ever pray.

Passed the senate April 13, 1927.

BATLEY HOWARD,
President of the Senate.

Attest :

RuTH REBAT,
Seeretary of the Senate.

Passed the house April 19, 1927,

Sumxer 8. BMITH,
Bpeaker of the House.

Attest:

Casu Core,
Clerk of the House.

1 hereby certify that the above is a full, true, and correct copy of the

origina]l Sentite Jolnt Memorial 7 passed by the senate and house of

representatives.
RUTH REAT,

Becretary of the Senale.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, TERRITORY OF ALASKA,
Office of the Becretary for the Territory.

1, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal
of said Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed
copy of House Joint Memorial 6 of the Alaska Territorial Legisliture,
1927, with the original thereof, and that the same is a full, true, and
eorrect copy of said original now on file in my office. )

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed hereto
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 15th
day of April, A. D, 1927.

[sEAL.] EKarr THEILE,
Secretary of Alaska.

House Joint Memorial 6

To the honorable the Congress of the United States:

Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, in
regular session assembled, respectfully represent:

That the future growth and development of the greater portion of the
Territory of Alaska is largely dependent upon the successful operation
and maintenance of the Alaska Rallroad ; that during the comparatively
few years since its completion this railroad bas been the chief factor
in bringing into interior Alaska large and important mining and other
Interests, some of which involve the expenditure of many millions of
dollars, and which are, with good reason, expected to give permanent
employment to a great many people and to result in the ovitimate
gettlement, development, and prosperity of Alaska ;

That freight and passenger traffic over the Alaska Railroad is showing
a stendy and gradoal increase, but, In the opinion of your memorialists,
it is greatly hampered because of the fact that no protection whatever
is afforded either the traveling public or the employees of the railroad
against the dangers and hazards incident to railroad travel, as the
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United States has elected, in the operation of the railroad, to avail itself
of its sovereign right not to be sued in any matter or action arising
out of the operation of the road;

That your memorialists believe that it is a matter of simple justice
and right that the United States should in mo wise differ in its status
from any other common carrier and shonld be willing to make repara-
tion and should compensate, go far as it is possible to do so, any person
suffering injuries or any financial loss by reason of the operation of the
sald railroad, or by reason of any accident arising ont of the operation
thereof, on the same basis as if the United States were a common
earrier.

Wherefore your memorialists pray that a law be enacted by the Con-
gress by the provisions of which the United States shall consent to be
sued in all actions founded upon any contract, express or implied, with
the Government of the United States in connection with tlie operation of
the Alaska Railroad, or for damages, liquidated or unliguidated, whether
founded in tort or otherwise, arising out of the operation of the said
Alagka Railroad, in respect to which the party would be entitled to
redress against the United States either in a court of law or equity if
the United States were suable; declaring the Alaska Railroad to be a
common carrier and subject to all the laws of the United States per-
taining to common ecarriers; that such actions may be prosecuted in the
courts of Alaska, and that the judgments which may be rendered therein
against the United States may be paid in the same manner as judgments
rendered in the United States Court of Claims,

And your memorialists will ever pray.

Passed by the house April 1, 1927,

BuMxEr 8, SMITH,
Speaker of the House.
Attest
Casx CoLE,
Clerk of the House.

Passed by the senate April 12, 192,

BarTLEY HOowWAaRD,
President of the Senafe.
Attest: .
RuTH REAT,
Beeretary of the Senate,
UxITED STATES OF AMERICA, TERRITORY OF ALASEA,
Office of the Becrctary for the Territory.

I, Karl Theile, secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal
of said Territory, do bereby certify that 1 have compared the annexed .
copy of Benate Joint Memorial 5 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature,
1927, with the original thereof, and that the same is a full, true,
and correct copy of said original new on file in my office.

In testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto
the seal of the Territory of Alaska, at Juneau, the capital, this 4th day
of May, A. D, 1927,

[sEAL.] EarrL THEILE,
Secretary of Alaska.

Benate Joint Memorial 5

To the Congress of the United Staies:
Your memorialists, the representatives of the people of the Territory
of Alagka in session assembled, do respectfully petition:
That whereas there are certain areas of the public lands in Alaska
that are adapted to the grazing of catile and other livestock; and
Whereas the great agricultural western section of the United States
was developed largely by the governmental policy of granting settlers
title to the land; and
Wheress a governmental policy of leasing land is not an American
poliey because Americans bave always obtained title to the land npon
which they live; and
Whereas the grazing homestead act of Congress bas aided in build-
ing up the old fronotier of the United States and we believe will oper-
ate to stimulate the grazing industry in Alaska, we therefore peti-
tion the Congress to extend the provision of that act to this Terri-
tory as an inducement to agriculturists to preempt our public lands.
And your memorialists will ever pray.
Passed the senate April 19, 1927, 3
g BARTLEY HOWARD,
President of the Scnate,
Attest :
RurH REaT,
d . Becretary of the Senate,
Passed the bouse April 27, 1927,
BuMxER B, SMITH,
Bpeaker of the House,
Attest:
CasH CoLE,
Clerk of the House,
This is to certify that the foregoing is a full, true, and correct copy
of the original of Senate Joint Memorial 5, passed by the senate and
house of representatives.
RuTtH REaT,
Secretary of the Nenate.
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, TERRITORY OF ALASKA,
Office of the Recretary for the Territory.

I, Karl Theile, Secretary of Alaska and custodian of the great seal
of gaid Territory, do hereby certify that I have compared the annexed
copy of House Joint Memorial 1 of the Alaska Territorial Legislature,
1927, with the original thereof, and that the same is a full, true, and
correct copy of said original now on file in my office.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed hereto
the seal of the Territory of Alaska at Juneau, the ecapital, this 13th
day of April, A. D, 1927,

[sEAL.] Karn THEILB,
Becretary of Alaska.

House Joint Memorial 1

To the President and Congress of the United States:
Your memorialists, the Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, in
eighth regular session assembled, do most respectfully represent that—
Whereas the construction of roads is a necessary requirement for
the proper development of Alaska ; and
Whereas the Fifth Alaska Territorial Legislature realizing the ad-
vantages and necessity of such improvement on Seward Peninsula, au-
thorized the purchase of the Seward Peninsula Railroad; and
Whereas this rallroad, now designated as the Nome-Shelton tramway,
has proven of inestimable benefit to the southern part of Seward
Peninsula ; and
Wherens under aothority of the act of Congress approved June 30,
1921, the Alaska Road Commission submitted a report printed in House
Document No. G14, Sixty-seventh Congress, fourth session, recommending
the extension of the Nome-Shelton tramway in connection with related
road and trail development on the Seward Peninsula; and
Whereas House Joint Resolution 60, Sixty-eighth Congress, first ses-
sion, authorizing the adoption of the above-mentioned report, was ap-
proved by the House Committee on the Territories, passed the House by
unanimous consent on January 28, 1925, but failed of passage in the
Senate because it was not considered; and
Whereas House Joint Resolution 73, Sixty-ninth Congress, second ses-
gion, In identical terms, was approved by House Committee on the Ter-
ritorles, passed the House on Febroary 2, 1927, but failed of passage in
the Senate because it was again not considered in the closing days of a
short eession : Now therefore be it
Resolved, That your memorialists most respectfully urge that Con-
gress give the proposed extension of this tramway their .most earnest
and favorable consideration ; and therefore be it further
Resolved, That the secretary of Alaska be instructed to semd copies
of this memorial and supporting petition to the President of the United
States, the Senate and House of Representatives, to the Seeretary of
War, and to the Hon. DAN A. SUTHERLAND, Delegate for Alaskn,
Passed by the house March 81, 1927.
SuMmyer 8, SmriTH,
Speaker of the House,
Attest:
Casa CoLg,
Clerk of the House,
Passed by the senate April 0, 1927,
BARTLEY HOWARD,
President of the Benate,
Attest:
RuTH REAT,
Becretary of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing resolutions of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii,
which were referred to the Committee on Territories and Insular
Possessions :

Concurrent resolution

Whereas the lessees of tracts of Hawailan home lands on the island
of Molokai have made remarkable progress in the development of thelr
tracts notwithstanding the inadequate water supply for irrigation
purposes ; and

Whereas with proper irrigation the lessees of sald tracts would be
enabled to cultivate their tracts more properly and increase thelr finan-
cial returns for their efforts; and

Whereas by providing an increased water supply for irrigation pur-
poses the value of the tracts would increase and the taxes therefrom
would be greater; and

Whereas it would be to the financlal advantage of the Territory in
the form of Increased returns from taxation to provide a more ade-
quate water supply : Now therefore be it

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate comcurring),
That the Congress of the United States be requested, through the Dele
gate to Congress from the Territory of Hawali, to extend to the
Territory of Hawali the provisions of the reclamation act; and be
it forther

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Gov-
ernor of Hawaii, the President of the Senate, and the Speaker of the
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House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, and to
the Delegate to Congress from the Territory of Hawail.

THE HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
TERRITORY OF HAWAIT,
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 27, 1927,
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was
adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawali on
April 19, 1927,
C. H. Cookr,
Bpeaker House of Representatives.
JosEPH (ORDENSTEIN,
Clerk House of Representatives.

THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAILL

Honolulu, Hawaii, April 27, 1927,

We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was
adopted in the Senate of the Territory of Hawaii on April 26, 1927,

RoseErt U, SHINGLE,

President of the Senate,

ALBERT E. LLOYD,
Clerk of the Senate.

Concurrent resolution

Whereas the women of the Territory of Hawall have shown an
interest in civie affalrs and in the administration of justice at least
equal to that shown by the men; and

Whereas it has been proposed that women should be permitted to
serve as jurors; and

Whereas it is but proper that the Legislature of the Territory of
Hawaii should consider the advisability of enacting a law to permit
women to serve on juries; and

Whereas such a law would be In direct confliet with the provislons
of section 83 of the organic act: Therefore be It

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Legislatiure of the
Territory of Hawaii (the Senate concurring), That Congress be requested
to so amend the provisions of section 83 of the organic act that the
Legislature of the Territory of Hawail may enact a law permitting
women to serve on juries; and be it further

Resolved, That coplies of this resolution be forwarded to the President
of the United States, the President of the Senate of the United States,
the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, and
to the Delegate to Congress from Hawail.

TuE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES OF THE
TERBITORY oF HAWAIL,
Honolulu, Hawaii, Apri] 20, 127,

We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was finally
adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawail on
April 20, 1927,

3 C. H. Cooxe,
Bpeaker House of Representatives.
JOSEPH ORDENSTELX,
Clerk House of Representatives,

THE SENATE OF THR TERRITORY OF HAWAU,
Honolulu, Haicaii, Apri] 20, 1927,

We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was
adopted by the Senate of the Territory of Hawail on April 19, 1927.
ROBERT . SHINGLE,
President of the Senate.
ALBERT E. LLoYD,
Clerk of the Benate.

Concurrent resolution

Whereas the annual compensation paid to the Governor of the Terri-
tory of Hawail is §10,000; and

Whereas the governor, on account of the peculiar geographical position
of the Territory of Hawail, has been compelled to expend large sums of
money to entertain distinguished visitors from the mainland of the
United States and from foreign countries visitlng the Territory and
passing through Honolulu; and

Whereas the present compensation provided fof the governor of the
Territory, under the pecullar eircumstances existing in Hawaii, Is inad-
equite : Now therefore be it

Resolved by the House of Repreaentatives of the Terrvitory of Hawaii,
regular session of 197 (the Senate concurring), That the Congress of the
United States be respectfully requested to increase the annual compen-
sation of the Governor of the Territory of Hawaii from $10,000 per
annum to $12,000: And be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the Presi-
dent of the United States, the President of the Senate and Speaker of
the House of Representatives of the Congress of the United States, and
to the Delegate to Congress from the Territory of Hawail
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THE HOUSE OF REPEESENTATIVES OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAIT,
Honolulu, Hawaidi, April 27, 127,
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was adopted
in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawaii on April 26,
1927,
C. H. CookE,
Bpeaker House of Representatives.
JosErH ORDENSTEIN,
Clerk House of Representatives.
THE SENATE OF THE TEERITORY OF Hawall,
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 27, 1927,
We hereby certify that the foregolng concurrent resolution was
adopted by the Senate of the Territory of Hawaiil on April 27, 1927,
RoepErT W. BHINGLE,
President of the Senate.
ALBERT E, LLOYD,
Clerk of the Benate.

Concurrent resolution

Whereas under the laws of the United States of America, and particu-
larly under section 320 of the penal laws of the United States, it is
provided that no boxing exhibitions can be carried on in the Territory
of Hawaii; and

Whereas the people of the Territory of Hawaii are interested in and In
favor of allowing boxing exhibitions to be carried on in the Territory
of Hawaii, under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by
the Legislature of the Territory of Hawail : Now therefore be it

Resolved by the Benate of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii
(the House of Representatives concurring), That the Congréss of the
United States of America be requested to amend section 320 of the penal
laws of the United States (35 Btat. L. 1150) by changing the last para-
graph of said law to read as follows:

* The provision of this section shall apply to all of the Territories of
the United States and the Distriet of Columbia, but shall not include
the Territory of Hawali”; and be it further

Resolved, That certified coples of this resolution be forwarded to the
President of the United States, to the President of the Senate, and to
the EBpeaker of the House of Representatives of the Cobngress of the
United States, to the chairman of the Committee on Territories of the
Senate and of the House of Representatives of the Congress of the
TUnited States, and to the Delegate to Congress from the Territory
of Hawall.

THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY oF Hawal,
Honolulu, Hawait, April 1, 1927,
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was
adopted in the Bemate of the Territory of Hawaili on March 31, 1027.
RoBerT W. BHINGLE,
President of the Senate.
ALBERT E. LLOYD,
Clerk of the Benate,
Tae House OF REPRESEXTATIVES OF THE
TERRITORY OF “HAwaIll,
Honolulu, Hawoii, April 1, 1927,
We hereby certify that the foregeing econcurrent resolution was
gdopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawail on
April 1, 1927,
G. E. CooKEs,
Bpeaker House of Representatives,
JosSEPH ORDENSTEIN,
Clerk House of Representatives,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing communications from the Secretary of the Interior,
- which, with the accompanying papers, were referred to the
Committee on Territories and Insular Possessions and ordered
t¢ be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, Decembler 5, 1927,
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE.

Sik: 1 transmit herewith a copy of a letter from Hon. W. R. Far-
rington, Governor of Hawaii, submitting for consideration a copy of
Joint Resolution 4, passed by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawall
at its fourteenth blennial session and signed by the governor April 20,
1927, in relation to the claim of the Territory of Hawaii on behalf of
the University of Hawali for recognition by the Federal Government of
its right to share in the benefits of certain acts of Congress.

Respectfully,
Hrexrr WoORE.

TERRITORY OF HAWALI, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER,
Honolulu, May 2}, 1927,
The honorable SPEAEER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
United Btates Congress, Washington, D. C.
{Through the honorable Secretary of the Interior).
DEar Sir: I transmit for youor consideration and presentation to the
House of Representatives, United States Congress, where it may possibly
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be referred to the appropriate committee, Joint Resolution 4, passed by
the Legislature of the Territory of Hawail at its fourteenth biennial ses-
sion and signed by the governor of the Territory. This joint resolution
is entitled * Declaring the claim of the Territory of Hawali on be-
half of the University of Hawaii for recognition by the Federal Gov-
ernment of its right to share in the benefits of certain of the acts
of Congress.” :

The people of the Territory of Hawail feel that thelr Territorial uni-
versity, beginning, as the State universities have done, with a college of
agriculture and mechanic arts, is the proper center for the continuation
of those activities contemplated by the United States Congress through
the so-called Hatch and Adams fund provided for the study of agricul-
tural problems and the promotion of scientific research In relation
thereto,

Hawaii has, since It became part and parcel of the United States, con-
tributed to the Federal Treasury over $100,000,000 in excess of the Fed-
eral expenditures within the Territory, except, of course, the expenditures
of the establishments of the Army and Navy. The people of the Terri-
tory are pleased to bear their share of national burdens as required by
the revenues derived thromgh customs and the bureau of internal rev-
enue. Having established their position as contributors to the Federal
revenue in larger amounts than many of the States of the Union, they
are of the opinion that they should derive benefits from national legis-
lation in the same proportion that the various States are benefited by
gpecific legislation, especlally in relation to agricultural industry.

Yours respectfully,
W. R. FARRINGTON,
Governor of Hawaii.

TERRITORY OF HAWAIL
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY.
This is to certify that hereto attached is a true and correct eopy of
Joint Resolution 4 of the regular session of 1927 of the Legislature of
the Territory of Hawaii, the original of which is on file in this office.
In witness whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and caused the
great seal of the Territory of Hawaii to be affixed,
Done at the capitol in Honolulu, this 12th day of May, A. D, 1927,
[sEAL.] Raymoxp C. BrRowN,
Secretary of the Territory of Hawaii,

Joint Resolution 4, declaring the claim of the Territory of Hawaii on
behalf of the University of Hawaii for recognition by the Federal
Government of its right to share in the benefits of certain of the acts
of Congress

Whereas the Congress of the United States by an act approved March
2, 1887 (24 Stat. L. 440), made provision for agricultural experiment
stations to be established under the direction of the college or colleges
or the agricultural departments thereof in each State or Territory
which had been established or which might thereafter be established in
accordance with the provisions of an act of Congress approved July 2,
1862 (12 Stat. L. 5603), entitled “An act donating public lands to the
several States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit
of agriculture and the mechanie arts,” or any of the supplements to
sajd act; and 4

Whereas the sald Congress has further endowed agricultural experi-
ment stations so established and directed under the provisions of an
act of Congress approved June 7, 1888 (25 Stat. L. 176), and an act
approved March 16, 1906 (34 Stat. L. 63), and an act approved Febru-
ary 24, 1925 (43 Stat. L. 970) ; and

Whereas the Congress has further made provision for and endowed
agricultural extension work in the several Btates of the Union by the
provisions of an act approved May 8, 1914 (38 Stat. L. 372), entitled
“An act to provide for cooperative agricultural extension work between
the agricultural colleges In the several States receiving the benefits of
an act of Congress approved July 2, 1862, and of acts supplementary
thereto, and the United Btates Department of Agriculture™; and

Whereas the Territory of Hawail has established as a part of the
University of Hawali a college in accordance with the provisions of said
act of the Congress approved July 2, 1862, and its supplements, and
the Legislature of the Territory of Hawail has given its assent to the
provisions of all acts of the Congress providing for agrieultural experi-
ment stations in econnection with eolleges of agriculture and mechanic
arts, such assent being expressed in section 4 of Act 203 of the session
laws of 1919 (sec. 403 of the revised laws of Hawall, 1925) ; and

Whereas all of the States of the Unlon and some of the present
Btates when they were Territories have received the benefits provided
by the Congress for such agricultural experiment stations, and the
Territory of Hawail is elearly within the purport and intent of these
acts and the best practice as applled to other Territories, but has thus
far been denied sald benefits: Therefore be it

Enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, The Legis-
lature of the Territory of Hawaii bereby reaffirms the declarations and
clanims specifically set forth in the aet of said legislature approved
April 26, 1923, entitled “An act to define and declare the clnims of the
Territory of Hawail concerning its status in the American Union and
to provide for the appointment of a commission to secure more complete
recognition of such claims by the Federal Government,” referring
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especinlly to the high standard of educational institutions and educa-
tional policies in which American ideals and American programs have
prevailed for a hundred years, and does further reiterate and express
its confidence in the intent of the Congress to do full justice to the
Territory of Hawali, and its belief that the failure of the Territory of
Hawail to receive for the use of the University of Hawaii the benefits
provided by the aforesaid acts of Congress for the establishment of agri-
cultural experiment stations in connection with the University of
Hawaii and the endowment of agricultural extengion work will be
speedily remedied when the Congress is fully informed of the facts.

The Legislature of the Territory of Hawail hereby makes formal
request of the Congress that In future annual appropriations made to
carry out the provisions of the above-cited acts to establish and endow
agricultural experiment statlons, the Congress of the United States
include the sums necessary to provide for the participation of Hawail
in the benefits of said acts.

The Legislature of the Territory of Hawall hereby respectfully re-
quests the Congress of the United States to so amend sald act approved
May 8, 1914 (38 Stat. L, 372), as to include the Territory of Hawaii
within its scope on a parity with the several States, and does further
request that in foture annual appropriations made to carry out the
provisions of said act the Congress include the sums necessary to make
sald amendment effective.

To the end that the conditions herein recited may be remedied, the
Governor of Hawail, in association with the Delegate to Congress from
Hawali, is requested to present and urge the claims of the Territory of
Hawnll as above set forth to the next session of the Congress of the
United States and the executive departments of the Federal Government.

Approved this 20th day of April, A, D. 1927,

W. R. FARRINGTON,
Governor of the Territory of Hawaii,
ExecuTivi CHAMBER, TERRITORY oF Hawall,
Honolulu, May 25, 1927,
The honorable the PRESIDENT OF THB SENATE,
United States Congress, Washington, D. C.
(Through the honorable the SBecretary of the Interior).

Dear Sig: I transmit for your information and presentation to the
United States Benate In the usual manner certified copy of Joint Reso-
lution 1, passed by the Leglslature of the Territory of Hawaill in
regular session of 1927, entitled:

“ Declaring the project of rehabilitation of the Hawaiian race, as
provided by the Hawailan homes commission act, 1920, and as adminis-
tered by the Hawalian homes commission a success, requesting the
Secretary of the Interior to approve the extension of the activities of
the commission under said act, urging the Congress of the United States
to extend the provisions thereof to all of the islands of the Hawalian
Group, and recommending certain amendments thereto.”

Very respectfully,
W. R. FARRINGTON,
Governor of Hawaii.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
December 5, 1927,
Respectfully forwarded to the President of the Senate, Washington,

DC.
HueerT WORK, Secretary.

TERRITORY OoF HAWAI,
OFFICE OF THE BECRETARY.
This is to certify that hereto attached is a true and correct copy of
Joint Resolution 1 of the regular session of-1927 of the Legislature
of the Territory of Hawail, the original of which is on flle in this
office,
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the
great seal of the Territory of Hawaii to be affixed,
Done at the capitol in Honolulu this 12th day of May, A, D. 1927,
[SEAL.] Raymoxp C. Brownw,
Seeretary of the Territory of Haiwaii.

Joint Resolution 1, declaring the project of rehabilitation of the Ha-
waiian race, as provided by the Hawalian Homes Commission act,
1920, and as administered by the Hawailan Homes Commission, a
success, requesting the Secretary of the Interior to approve the
extenslon of the activities of the commission under said act, urging
the Congress of the United States to extend the provisions thereof
to all of the islands of the Hawaiian group, and recommending certain
amendments thereto
Whereas by act of Congress of July 9, 1921, known as the Hawailan

homes act, 1920, large areas of public lands of the Territory of Hawaii

were set aside to be administered by the Hawalian Homes Commission,
created by said act for the benefit of native Hawalians in order to
rehabilitate the Hawalian race and prevent the decrease and possible
extinction thereof; and

Whereas the Hawalian Homes Commission was organized and became
operative on September 16, 1921; and
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Whereas under sald act the activities of the commission were Hmited
to the island of Molokai and to the lands of Keaukaha and Panaewa
in Walakea, South Hilo, and the land of Walmanu on the island of
Hawaii; and

Whereas nearly all of the available lands on the island of Molokai
suitable for cultivation under present conditions and portions of the
lands of Keaukaha have been allotted to and settled upon by native
Hawailans; and

Whereas the Hawailans who have taken up tracts of Hawaiian home
lands have been successful, as evidenced by the following :

(a) One of the outstanding features of the work is that to date not
one person that has settled on the land has left it.

(b) The 116 families occupying homesteads on the island of Molokal
are making comfortable homes, their lands in most Instances being
profitably cultivated, and while there is no excessive wealth or luxury
they are steadily making payments on the loans granted under the
agreement of the lease,

(¢) The house lots near Kaunakakal on Molokal and at Keaukaha
on Hawaii have proved one of the best features of the commission's
activity ; especially on Hawail have these lots served the intended
purpose of getting working people out of the tenements.

(d) Cooperative marketing for handling the vegetables, poultry, and
work is beginning to take shape among the homesteaders; and

Whereas of a total population of 650 native Hawalians in the home-
steaded areas on Molokai there have been 38 births and 11 deaths; of
the deaths, 3 were from pulmonary tuberculosis, one from accident, 1
from poisoning, 1 born defective, 1 unattended, and 4 from removable
causes, thus making a mortality rate of less than 1 per cent; and

Whereas on the basig of such success the commission's activities
should be extended ; and

Whereas under section 204 of the Hawalian Homes Commission act
further authorization of the Congress of the United States and the
approval of the Secretary of the Interior of the United States must be
secured before the commission could further use, lease, or otherwise dis-
pose of Hawaiian home lands to native Hawaiians under the provisions
of the act: Therefore be it

Enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, That the proj-
ect of rehabilitation of the Hawalian race, under the Hawalian Homes
Commission act, as administered by the Hawailan Homes Commission,
is hereby approved and declared a success ;

That the Secretary of the Interfor of the United States be respect-
fully requested to give his approval to the extension of the activities
of the Hawalian Homes Commission, under the Hawalian Homes Com-
mission act, 1920, to all of the islands of the group, and that the
Congress of the United States authorize the extension of the said
project of rehabilitation to the Hawailan Homes Commission lands on
all of the islands of the Hawaiilan group, as set forth in the said act:

That the Congress of the United States amend section 204 so as to
authorize, and the Becretary of the Interior of the United States ap-
prove, the immediate selection by the commission of all of the available
lapds named in section 203 for allotment and settlement by native
Hawaiians, provided that the land so selected shall not be allotied for
gsettlement until existing leases expire: Provided, That the commission
may return such portion of the available lands to the commissioner of
public lands as may not be immediately needed for the purposes of the
act, to be 1 i by the issi of publie lands as provided in sub-
division D of section 73 of the organic act, such lease to contain a with-
drawal clause and the lands so leased may be withdrawn for the pur-
poses of the said act upon the giving of five years' notice of such with-
drawal : And provided further, That the commission shall not lease, use,
nor dispose of more than 20,000 acres of the area of Hawaiian home
lands for settlement by native Hawalians in any five calendar-year
period.

Approved this 13th day of April, A. D. 1927,

(Signed) W. R. FARRIXGTOX,
Governor of the Territory of Hmwaii,

TERRITORY OF Hawall, EXECUTIVE CHAMBER,
Honolulu, May 2§, 1927,
The honorable the PRESIDENT OF THE BENATE,
United States Congress, Washington, D. C.
(Through the honorable the Secretary of the Interior.)

Drar Simr: I transmit for your information and presentation to the
United States Scnate in the usual manner certified copy of Joint Reso-
lution 2, passed by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii in regu-
lar session of 1927, entitled :

“ Memorializing the Congress of the United Btates of America to
exempt all officials and employees of the Territory of Hawall and its
political subdivisions from the payment of Federal income taxes”

Very respectfully,

W. R. FARRINGTOY,
Governor of Hawali,
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. TERRITORY OF HawAI, .
OFFICE OF THE SECEETARY.
This is to certify that hereto attached is a true and correct copy of
Joint Resolution 2 of the regular session of 1927 of the Legislature of
the Territory of Hawali, the original of which is on file in this office.
In witness whereof I have hereunto set my hand and caused the
great seal of the Territory of Hawall to be affixed.
Done at the capitol in Honolulu this 12th day of May, A, D. 1927,
[sEAL.] Raxrmoxp C. BROWN,
Beeretary of the Territory of Hawaiil,

Joint Resolution 2, memorializing the Congress of the United Btates of
America to exempt all officials and employees of the Territory of
Hawaii and its political subdivizions from the payment of Federal
income taxes
Whereas under the revenue act of 1921 of the Congress of the United

States the officials and employees of the Territory of Hawaii and its

politienl subdivisions are compelled to pay taxes upon income derived

from the Territory or its political subdivisions; and

Whereas the officials and employees recelving compensation from the
various States of the Union are exempt from the payment of income
taxes : and

Whereas, although the United States Government bhas the power to
tax the income from salaries derived from the Territory of Hawafil or
its political subdivisions, such taxation amounts to a discrimination In
favor of the officials and employees of the various States of the Union
as against the officlals and employees of the Territory of Hawaii: Now
therefore be it

Enacted by the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii, That the Con-
gress of the United States is hereby formally requested, through the

Delegate to Congress from the Territory of Hawaii, to amend section

213 of the revenue act of 1921, =0 as to exempt from taxation there-

under all income in the form of salaries derived by the officials and

employees from any Territory or the political subdivisions thereof if
the laws of the Territory require the payment of a tax on such salarles.
Approved this 15th day of April, A, D, 1927,
(Signed) W. B. FARRIXGTOX,
Governor of the Territory of Haicaii,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing communication from the Governor of the Territory of
Hawalii, together with resolutions of the legislature of the Ter-
ritory, which were referred to the Committee on Territories and
Insular Possessions and ordered to be printed in the REecorp,
as follows:

TERRITOEY OF Hawail, ExecoTive CHAMBER,
Honolulu, April 15, 1927,
The honorable I'RESIDENT AND MEMBERS
OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES,
Washington, D, C.

GENTLEMEY : I inclose for your consideration a copy of a concurrent
resolution passed by the members of the Fourteenth Legislature of the
Territory of Hawail, requesting an amendment to the act under which
various States of the Union have been Invited to display in Statuary
Hall of the Capitol of the United States, two statues of distinguished
sOns,

The Territory of Hawall now makes its appeal for mog;:ltion to the
end that statues of Jonah Kuhio Kalanianaole, for 20 years Delegate
to Congress from the Territory and a member of the former royal
family of the Hawailan monarchy, and Hon. Sanford Ballard Dole,
President of the Republic of Hawaii, first governor of the Territory of
Hawali, and judge of the United States District Court of Hawall, may
be placed in Statuary Hall

Hawaii has sinee its annexation to the United States carried all the
financial responsibilities of a State. It is to-day practically a State,
except that ifs executive and judicial officers are appointed by the
President of the United States; its laws may be changed by the Con-
gress of the United States, and its representation in the Congress is
through a Delegate who has no vote in Congress.

These leaders whom our citizens desire to especially honor gave a
lifetime of service to their country, They were pioneers in a great out-
post.  They deserve recognition in the same way that bonor is done to
other famous sons of our Nation,

Yours very truly,
W. R. FARRINGTON,
Governor of Hmoaii.

Concurrent resolution
Whereas by act of Congress of July 2, 1864, it is provided that the
President of the United States shall invite the various States of the
Union to display in Statuary Hall of the Capitol of the United States
not more than two statues of distinguished sons; and :
Whereas the act limits the privilege to the various States of the
Union ; and
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Whereas it would be fitting and proper for the privilege to be
extended to the Territory of Hawalii, and that the said Territory pre-
sent the statues of Jonah Kuhio Kalanianaole, Prince of the Hawailan
Kingdom and former Delegate to the Congress of the United Btates
for a period of mearly 20 years, and Sanford Ballard Dole, President
of the Republic of Hawali and first Governor of the Terrltory of
Hawanii: Now therefore be it

Resolved by the Senate of the Legislature of the Territory of Hawaii
(the House of Representatives econcurring), That the Congress of the
United States be requested to amend said act so as to Include the terri-
tories, and that the Delegate to Congress from the Territory of Hawaii
use his good offices to request the President of the United States to
invite the Territory of Hawail, as provided by sald act, to place in
Statuary Hall of the Capitol of the United States the statues of Jonah
Kuhlo Kalanianaole and Sanford Ballard Dole ; and be it further

Resolved, That the Governor of the Territory of Hawail be requested
to forward a copy of this resolution, with his approval thereof, to
the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Represen-
tatives of the Congress of the United States and the Delegate to
Congress from the Territory of Hawali.

THE SENATE OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAIL
Honolulu, Hawait, April 12, 1927,
We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was
adopted in the Senate of the Territory of Hawail on April 11, 1827,
ROBERT M. SHINGLE,
President of the Senate.
ALBERT E. LLOYD,
Clerk of the Senate,
THE HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
oF THE TERRITORY oF Hawarl,
Honolulu, Hawaii, April 12, 1927,

We hereby certify that the foregoing concurrent resolution was
adopted in the House of Representatives of the Territory of Hawail on
April 12, 1927,

C. C. CoOKE,
Speaker, House of Representatives.

Clerk House of Representatives,
The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the
following memorial of the Legislature of the State of Arizona,
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs:

BTATE OF ARIZONA,
OFFICE OF THE SECEETARY,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
State of Arizona, ss:

I, James H. Kerby, secretary of state, do hereby certify that the
within s a true, correct, and complete copy of Senate Memrorial 4, of
the eighth legislature, regular session, State of Arizona, 1927, “ To the
Senate and House of Hepresentatives of the Congress of the Unlted
Stntes of America in Congress assembled to make appropriations for
roads over Indian reservations ™ ; all of which is shown by the original
bill on file in this department,

In witness whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and aflixed my
official seal. Done at Phoenix, the capital, this 12th day of March,
A, D. 1927,

[88AL.] James H. Kerny,

Secretary of Stafe.

Senate Memorial 4, to the Senate and House of Representatives of the
Congress of the United States of Amerlca in Congress assembled, to
make appropriations for roads over Indian reservations

Your memorialist, the Eighth Legislature of the State of Arizona,
In regular session convened, respectfully represents: :

That of the 73,000,000 acres of land comprising the State of Ari-
zona, approximately three-fifths are reserved by the Government of the
Unlted States; .

That over these reserved lands the State of Arlzona exercises no
supervision nor jurisdiction ; L

That 20,000,000 acres of these lands are reserved by the Government
of the United States to the use and benefit of the Indians in the
State of Arfzona;

That the above condition exists in many States;

That these Indian reservations are so situate as to prevent a sys-
tematic development and extension of county, Btate, or national high-
ways without the cooperation and assistance of the Government of
the United States;

That the Congress of the United States in enacting a most beneficlent
national road law has wholly failed to make any provisions for the
construction and maintenance of highways over and upon the lands
reserved by the Federal Government to the use and benefit of its Indian
wards ; ]

Whereas adequate tr tation facilities are a wvital factor in the
prosperity and civilization of any country, and are essentlal to the
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development of its agriculture and manufacture, to the working of its
forests and mines, and to the spread of education and enlightenment
among its citizens; and

Whereas the public roads of Arizona are for a large percentage of
her citizens, and especially for the 42,000 Indian wards of the Federal
Government, the only avenues of transportation leading from the point
of production to the point of consumption or rail shipment, and these
avenues are only now in the process of their development; and

Whereas a very large portion of the State of Arizona is held In
reserve by the Government of the United States to the use and
benefit of its Indian wards, and these reservations are so situated as
to prevent any economle or systematic road-building activities on the
part of the State government as continuous highways are rendered
impracticable ; this is especlally true on the Apache Indian Reservation,
as practically the entire long and important stretch of road from Rice
to Springerville Is on the reservation; and

Whereas a further inequity results from the fact that traffic in its
deyelopment takes no account of reservation and State boundaries, and
the State government is powerless to provide for the extension of its
highway system through the adjoining and intervening reservations;
and

Whereas the improvement of highways should be commensurate with
their importance, and a system of highways upon the Indian reserva-
tions in Arizona, would form the only avenue by which the Indian
nations could transport thelr products to a market, or over which the
many thousands of tourists from all parts of the United States could
pass to view the marvelous beauties of our natural and historical
wonders : Therefore be it

Resgolved by the Renate and the House of Representatives of the
Legislature of the State of Arizona, That the development of the
material resources of the Indians of Arizona ecan best be furthered,
their material prosperity best enhanced, their education and clvilization
more readily achieved, and that close association with civilization which
has proved to be the eficlent means of equipping them to share in the
responsibilities of life most certainly assured, by means of highways
constructed and maintained over and upon the lands reserved by the
Government of the United States to their use and benefit; and be it
further

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be, and it is hereby,
urged to enact any legislation which may be necessary to provide
adequate and continunal appropriation for the construction and main-
tenance of highways over and upon Indians reservations in Arizona
joining to and in conjunction with the system of State highways;

Resolved further, That a copy of this memorial and these resolutions
be forwarded to the President of the United States, the President of
the Senate and the Bpeaker of the House of Representatives, the Secre-
tary of the Interior, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and to Repre-
gentatives of Arizona in Congress and Chambers of Commerce in the
Btate of Arizona; and that our Representatives in Congress be, and
they are hereby, requested to do all in their power to accomplish the
enactment of such legislation.

(Signed) MuLrorp WINSOR,
Pregident,

(Bigned) DoroTEY BURTON,
Becretary.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wash-
ington, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs:

URITED STATES OF AMERICA,
THE STATE OF WASHINGTON,
Department of State.
To ell to wchom these presents shall come:

I, J. Grant Hinkle, secretary of state of the State of Washington and
custodian of the seal of said State, do hereby certify that I have care-
fully compared the a d copy of House Joint Memorial § with the
original copy of saild House Joint Memorial 5, now on file in this
office, and find the same to be a full, true, and correct copy of said
original and of the whole thereof, together with all official indorse-
wments thereon.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed hereto
the seal of the Btate of Washington. Done at the capitol, at Olympia,
12’z 24 day of March, A. D. 1927,

{SEAL.]

J. GranT HINKLE,
Becretary of State.
By A. M. Krrrs,
Aasistant SBecretory of State,

Houee Joint Memorial 5

To the honorable the SBenate and House of Representatives of the United

States in Congress assembled:

We, your memorialists, the Senate and House of Representatives of
the State of Washington in legislative sesgion assembled, most respect-
fully represent and petition your bonorable body as follows:

Whereas the Federal Government has an established school under the
direct supervision of the Department of the Interior, known as the

.
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Tulalip Indian School, at Tulalip, Wash., for the education and training
of the Indian children; and

Whereas the Tulalip Indlan School only provides an eighth-grade
course for all such pupils, and those who desire a high-school eduecation
must attend Indian schools in other States at an additional expense;
and

Whereas it is necessary, In order to provide such higher education, to
establish a high school at Tulalip, Wash. : Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Senate and House of Representatives of the Btate
of Washington In legislative session assembled do respectfully request
the Congress of the United States to pass legislation making provision
for the construction of permapent and adequate buildings at Tulalip,
Wash., for an Indian high schoel; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of state, under the seal of the State
of Washington, transmit to the Senate and House of Representatives of
the United States at Washington, D. C., to the SBecretary of the Interior,
and to each Senator and Congressman from the Btate of Washington a
fall, true, and correct copy of this joint memorial

Passed the house February 4, 1927,

RaLPHE R. Kxarp,
Speaker of the House.
Passed the senate February 23, 1927,
W. Lox JoHNsS0N,
President of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Wiscon-
sin, which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs:

Joint Resolution 28, memorializing the Congress of the United States to
make a general survey of the conditions of the Indians and to enact
into law the La Follette-Cooper bill, relating to the administration of
Indian affairs
Whereas Senate Resolution 341, now pending in the United States

Senate, details the deplorable condition of the American Indian and the

need for a general survey for the purpose of correcting any abuses in

the administration of Indian affairs and of recommending such changes
in the law as will promote the security, economic competence, and
progress of the Indians; and

Whereas there has been introduced a bill in the Congress of the United

States known as the La Follette-Cooper bill, providing for the adminis-

tration of the education, health, and public welfare of the Indians by

the geveral States; and

‘Whereas there are several thousand Indians within the State of Wis-
consin and it is the opinion of this State that the American Iudian is
entitled to have his needs taken care of : Therefore be it

Resolved by the assembly (the semate concurring), That the Wiscon-
sin Legislature respectfully memorializes the United States Benate to
authorize the Committee on Indian Affairs to make & general survey of
the conditions of the Indians as provided by Senate Resolution 341 and
also memorializes Congress to enact into law the La Follette-Cooper bill,
providing for administration by the several States of all funds appro-
priated for the education, health, and public welfare of the Indians;
be it further

Regolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly attested by the proper
officers of the assembly and senate, be transmitted to the presiding
officers of each house of Congress and to the Senators and Representa-

tives from this State. 7

HENRY A. HUBER,

President of the Senate,

0. G. Muxsox,
Chief Clerk of the Senate,

Joux W. EBER,
Speaker of the Assembly.

C. E. SHAFFER,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the
following econcurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State
of North Dakota, which was referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, STATE OF NORTH DAROTA,
To all to whom these presents shall come:

I, Robert Byrne, secretary of state of the State of North Dakota,
do hereby certify that the following concurrent resolution was adopted
by the twentleth legislative assembly on the 28th day February, 1927,

Dated at Bismarck, N, Dak., this the 28th day of February, 1927.

[8EAL.] ROBERT BYRNE, Secretary of State.

Concurrent resolutlon
Be it resolved by the senate and house of representatives:

Whereas during a period of the World War the United States Gov-
ernment established an arbitrary price upon the value of wheat cereal;
and

Further, the Government organized and maintained a corporation
which purchased and took over, handled, and resold all of the wheat
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grown in the United States, and prescribed certain rules and regulations
concerning the sale, distribution, and consumption of the same; and

Further, that during the years 1919 and 1920 the United States
Government made urgent requests of the farmers and wheat growers
of the United States to put forth an effort to increase and swell the
volume of wheat for consumption in the United Btates and for export,
in order that a famine sitnation might be averted; and

Further, that contrary to the implied promise of the United States
Government that it would continue to support the market for wheat,
and would maintain the price of wheat In 1919 and 1920 upon relative
price level with that which was guaranteed and maintained during
the period of the actual continuance of the operations of the World
war ; and : :

Further, that the Federal Government neglected to redeem its implied
promise to do so; and

Further, the market price for whent for the sald years dropped con-
glderably below the minimum price guarantesd by the Federal Govern-
ment through the Federal Grain Corporation, and that by reason
thercof the wheat farmers of the United States sustained tremendous
losses on account of the said reduction and price;

Further, that the cost of the production of the 1919 and 1920 wheat
erop was vastly enhanced by reason of the searcity of labor and the
consequent high prices paid therefor, and the high prices prevailing for
all implements, machinery, and supplies necessarily used by the wheat
farmers of the United States in the production of the sald 1919 and
1920 crops; and

Whereas the said United States or Federal Grain Corporation closed
out and ceased its operations with a large surplus in the treasury,
which said surplus represented profits realized by the said Federal Grain
Corporation during the period of the war when it operated and enjoyed
a complete monopoly of the wheat markets of the United States, and
through said power and influence it exercised a dominant power over
the markets of the world; and that in justice and equity the said
surplns belongs to the wheat growers of the United Btates of America;

Whereas the Federal Government, after the close of the World War
and the termination of its contract with the manufacturers of war
materials and supplies, many such manufacturers were settled with and
paid large sums as a remuneration for losses sustained on account of
the contract relation existing between the Federal Government and the
eaid manufacturers;

Whereas further, the Federal Government settled with paid claims of
the railroads and transportation companies with whieh it had contracts
either expressed or implied, for the transportation of war material,
soldiers, sailors, etc., and that large sums were paid to said transporta-
tion companies in settlement of claims which they presented to the
Federal Government, many of which claims were not covered by express
contracts ;

Whereas the Federal Government during the period of war, by its
rules and regulations assumed to dictate and control the production
acreage of wheat grown in the United States during the period of
actual hostilities, and for thesyears 1919 and 1920, being the recon-
struction period after the war; and in consequence thereof an implied
contract arose between the wheat growers and the Federal Government,
and the wheat growers relied upon the said implied contract and in
justice and right should be remunerated for their losses in a sum not
less than a price guaranteed by the Federal Government for wheat
during the period of hostilities;

Whereas the Federal Government realized a profit at the expense of
the wheat grower and that the wheat grower in good faith complied
with all the rules, regulations, and requests of the Federal Government,
it is the sense of the Senate and House of Representatives of the State
of North Dakota that in justice and eguity Congress should take full
cognizance of these millions of dollars now in the national Treasury, so
retained and belonging to the wheat growers of the United States; that
this money should be made available to use in any manner required in
connection with legislation which should be enacted at the earliest
possible date, establishing for the grower of wheat in the United States
& price for his product based upon American standards of living and
oSt ;

Further, that a copy of this resolution be prepared by the secretary
of state of the State of North Dakota and forwarded to the President
and Vice President of the United States, and to each Senator and
Member of the House of Representatives from the State of North
Dakota.

WALTER MADDOCK,
President of the Senate.
W. D. AUSTIN,
Beeretary of the Senate.
Jxo. W, Cang,
Speaker of the House,
C. BR. VERRY,
Chief Clerk of the House.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Wis-
consin, which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry:
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Joint Resolution 88, protesting to Congress and to the Secretary of Agri-.
culture of the United States against the passage of the Frazier--
Burtness bill (H. R. 16776 and 8. 5696), depriving the Grain and
Warehouse Commission of Wisconsin of authority to act as Federal
inspectors of grains in transit

Whereas bill H. R, 16776 was introduced in the House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States on January 28, 1927, by Hon. OLcew
B. Burrxess, and a similar bill (8. 5696) was introduced in the
United States Senate on February 12, 1927, by Hon., LYXN J. FRAZIER,
with the sanction and approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, amend-
ing certain sections of the United States grain standards act of
August 11, 1816, and adding thereto a new section;

Whereas the proposed addition to the statutes of the United States
confers upon the Becretary of Agriculture authority to establish and
maintain laboratories at such points as he may designate for the
purpose of making determinations of protein in wheat and oil in flax,
ete,, and to issue certificates showing the results of such determina-
tions and tests upon requests of any interested party, fees for such
services to be assessed and collected, the amount to be fixed by the
Secretary ;

Whereas if such a measure should be enacted into law it would, in
effect, make null and vold the act of the Legislature of Wisconsin in
ecreating and maintaining the Wisconsin Grain and Warehouse Com-
mission, for the reason that it would deprive such commission of the
authority as agents of the Federal Government to make such tests and
determinations and issue such certificates;

Whereas the Wisconsin Grain and Warehouse Commission, located
at Superior, Wis,, has been in eflicient and effective operation since
1905 and has rendered valuable aid and assistance to the wheat and
grain growers of this and neighboring Northwestern States;

Whereas during the 20 years of its existence the tests, grades, and
determinations of grains made by the Wisconsin Grain and Warehouse
Commission have seldom been ealled into guestion and its work has
been uniformly satisfactory to the shippers and to the grain interests
of the Northwest, and has been sanctioned and approved by the
Federal Government ;

Whereas there has been no call from the people of this State or
the grain growers of the adjoining States for the abolition of the
present system of grain inspection, and the only claim made for
abandoning the present system fis that it might relieve the Federal
Government of slight financial obligations for the general supervision
of the work in this and other States of the Union: Now therefore
be it

Resolved by the senate (the assemdly concwrring), That the Btate
of Wisconsin hereby respectfully protests to the Congress of the United
Btates and the Becretary of Agriculture against any action changing
the present system of grain inspection in this and other States; be it
further

Resolved, That the Grain and Warehouse Commission of Wisconsin be
instructed and directed to use every and all lawful and proper means
at its disposal to combat this proposed legislation, and to cooperate
with similar commisslons and public bodies in other States to the end
that this bill, which is inimical to the best interesta of the people of
Wisconsin and of adjoining States, be defeated; be it also

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, properly attested by the
presiding officers and chief clerks of both houses, be sent to the Presi-
dent of the United States, the Secretary of Agriculture, the Presiding
Officers of the Senate and the House of Representatives, and to each
Senator and Member of Congress from Wisconsin; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, so attested, be sent to
the govermor and presiding officers of both houses of the legislature
of each of the States of the Union maintaining grain and warchousa
activities for the testing of grains in transit, and inviting the coopera-
tion of these States in like protests to the Congress and to the See-
retary of Agriculture.

Hexny A. Huser,
President of the Senate.
0. G. Munsox,
Chief Clerk of the Benate.
Joax W. EbB=g,
Speaker of the Assembly.
C. E. SHAFFER,
Ohief Clerk of the Assembly.
Joint Resolution 91, memorializing Congress to provide more adequate
support for forest research

Whereas the future prosperity of Wisconsin is bound up in main-
taining and restoring the productivity of forest lands and the effective
utilization of their forest products as well as the related recreational
game and fish and other resources; and

Whereas there is now maintained by the Federal Forest Service in
cooperation with the University of Wisconsin the forest products
laboratory which is the outstanding institution for research in forest
products in the world, and at 8t. Paunl, the Lakes States forest experi-
ment statlon for forest research In Wiscongin and other Lake States;
and




Whereas the efficlent development and use of forests and the produets
therefrom is dependent upon a permanent emnlarged program of forest
research for these institutions not only for Wisconsin but also for the
entire United States; and

Whereas there has been introduced in the second session of the
Sixty-ninth Congress of the United States a bill, H. R. 17408, which
would provide definite authorized appropriations for the United States
Department of Agriculture in order to secure an adequate national
program of forest research in ecooperation with the States: Now
therefore be it

Resolved by the assembly (the senate eoncurring), That the Legis-
lature of the State of Wisconsin urges the passage by Congress of the
above-mentioned bill; be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly attested by the pre-
giding officers and chief clerks of the senate and assembly, be forwarded
to the Presiding Officers of both Houses of Congress and to the
Wisconsin Senators and Representatives therein.

Hexry A. Huna,

President of the Benate.

0. G. Muxsox,
Chief Clerk of the Senate.

Joun W. EbBzg,
Speaker of the Assembly.

C. BE. SHAFFER,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.

- The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint memorial of the Legislature of the State of Flor-
ida, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry :
Joint Memorial Resolution 3
To the President and Congress of the United States:

Whereas the Federal Government has built at Muscle Shoals, Ala., at
an expense of more than $150,000,000, a vast plant designated for the
manufacture of nitrates for munitions in time of war and for the pro-
duction of fertilizer products in time of peace; and

Whereas this plant has lain idle for more than eight years, since
the close of the World War, thus disregarding one of the specific pro-
visions of the national defense act, under which the plant was author-
ized, which provision was intended to result in the production of
nitrates at a cost that would materially reduce the price of fertilizer
to the farmers of the United States; and

Wherens the nitrate plants at Muscle Shoals, representing an invest-
ment of $100,000,000, instead of being operated for the manufacture
of cheaper fertilizer for the farmers of the Nation, are and have been
idle for many years, while the Wilson Dam development is temporarily
leased to private Interests; and

Whereas the farmers of the TUnited States are using more than
7,000,000 tons of fertilizer per year, costing more than $200,000,000,
and the farmers of Florida alone are spending more than $14,000,000
per year for their fertilizer; and

Whereas we have the assurance of competent authorities that the
facilities of the Muscle Shoals plant are adequate for the production of
ample nitrates for the needs of Amerlean agriculture: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of Florida, That the Con-
gress of the United States of America be, and hereby is, memorialized
to enact at its next session such legislation as will without further
costly delay start the vast Muoscle Shoals plant to its intended work,
which was the manufacture of nitrates for the needs of our Nation’s
agriculture, the production of munitions for war, and otber national-
defense purposes, and that any power in excess of these requirements
be distributed to those States within transmission distances; be it
further 4

Resolred, That United States Senators FLETcHER and TrAMMELL and
Representatives Sgams, Drave, Greeve, and Yox are hereby urgently
requested to use their most vigorous effort to accomplish the purpose
of this memorial, and that the secretary of the State of Florida be
directed to transmit a copy of this memorial, under the great seal of
the State, to the President of the United States, to the Congress of this
Nation, and to Florida's Senators and Representatives in Congress,

Approved by the Governor May 235, 1927,

BTATE OF FLORIDA,
Office Becretary of State, ss:

I, H, Clay Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true and correct copy
of Joint Memorial Resolution 3, as passed by the Legislature of the
State of Florida, session 1927, as shown by the emrolled resolution on
file in this office.

Given under my hand and the great seal of the Btate of Florida, at
Tallabassee, the capital, this the 15th day of November, A, D, 1927,

[sEaL.] H. Cray CRAWFORD,

Secretary of State.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing memorials of the Legislature of the State of Montana,
which were referred to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry :
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USITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Btate of Montana, s8>
I, R. N. Hawkins, secretary of state of the State of Montana, do
hereby certify that the following is a true and correct copy of an act
entitled “A memorial to the Senate of the United States, protesting
against the enactment of House Calendar No. 204, 8. 481 (Rept. No.
911), commonly known as the corn sugar bill,” enacted by the
twentleth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of Montana,
and approved by J. E. Erickson, governor of said State, on the 8th
day of March, 1927,
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
great seal of sald Btate, J i
Done at the city of Helena, the eapital of said State, this 11th day of
March, A. D, 1927,
[SEAL.] R. N. Hawkixss,
Secrctary of State,
By CrLirroRrp L. WALKER,
Deputy.
Senate Joint Memorial 4

To the honorable Benate of the Congress of the United States:
Your memorialists, the Twentieth Legislative Assembly of the State
of Montana, respectfully represent that—
Whereas there is now pending before the Senate of the United States
a bill commonly known as the corn gugar bill, being House Calendar No.
204, S. 481 (Rept. No. 911) ; and
Whereas said bill if enacted would permit the adulteration of about
75 per cent of our food products with corn sugar without declaring the
presence of such sugar on the package or other container of such
foods; and
Whereas such adulteration is contrary to the existing provisions of the
national pure food and drug law and would, if permitted, tend to
wealien said law in a vital respect and to greatly reduce the efliciency
thereof ; and
Whereas we regard the passage of such pending legislation as detri-
mental to the maintenance of the purity of food products: Therefore
be it
Resolved by the Twentieth Legislative Assembly of the Btate of
Montena, That we do bhereby memorialize the Senate of the United
States to refuse to enact the legislation aforesaid; and be it further
Resolved, That a eopy of this memorial be forwarded by the secretiary
of state to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
States, and to each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress
from Montana.
W. 8., McCORMACK,
President of the Senate.
G. T. Davis,
Bpeaker of the House.
Approved March 8, 1927,
J. E. BRICESON,
Governor,
Filed March 8, 1927, at 4 o'clock p. m.
R. N. HAawkiIxs,
Beoretary of State.

UNITED BTATES OF AMERICA,
State of Montana, 88’

I, R. N. Hawkins, of the State of Montana, do hereby certify that
the following is a true and correct copy of an act entitled * Memorial
to the Congress of the United States to enact such legislation as may
be necessary to require payment of all moneys received from each forest
reserve, after deducting administrative and other expenses, to the State
or Territory in which such forest reserve is located for the benefit of
the public schools and public roads of such State or Territory,” enacted
by the twentieth session of the Legislative Assembly of the State of
Montana, and approved by J. E. Erickson, governor of sald State, on
the 26th day of February, 1927.

In testimony whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
great seal of said Biate.

Done at the city of Helena, the capital of saild Btate, this 3d day
of March, A, D, 1927,

[SEAL.] C. T. STEWART,
Becretary of State.

Senate Joint Memorial 3
To the honorable Benate and House of Representalives of the United

States of America:

Your memorialists, the members of the Twentieth Legislative Assembly
of the State of Montana, the senate and house concurring, respectfully
represent :

Whereas by an act of Congress of May 28, 1908, provision is made for
payment of 25 per cent of all moneys received from each forest reserve
to the treasurer of the Etate or Territory in which said reserve is
located for the benefit of the public schools and public roads eof the
county or counties in which said forest reserve is located ; and
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Whereas 1t is the belief of your memorialists that each State and
Territory is justly entitled to and shonld receive all of the moneys from
the forest reserve in such State or Territory after deducting adminis-
trative and other expenses: Now therefore be it

Resolred, That it is the sense of the Legislative Assembly of the State
of Montana that the Congress of the United States should enact such
leglsiation as may be necessary to reguire the payment to each State
and Territory in which forest reserves are located of all moneys re-
celyved from such forest reserves less administrafive and other expenses;
be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be sent to the Senate and
House of Representatives of the United States and to each of the Sena-

tors and Representatives of Montana In Congress.
W. 8. McCoRMACK,

President of the Senate.
G, T, DAvis,
Hpeaker of the House.
Approved February 26, 1927.
J. B. ERICESON, Governor.
Filed Febroary 26, 1927, at 4 o'clock p. m.
C, T, STEWART,
Secretary of Ntate,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of
North Dakota, which was referred to the Committee on Public

Lands and Surveys:
USITED STATES OF AMERICA,

DEPARTMEST OF STATE, STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA.
To all to whom these presents shall come:

1, Robert Byrne, secretury of state of the State of ’.\‘Iorth Dakota, do
hereby certify that the following concurrent resolution was adopted by
the twentieth legislative assembly on the 28th day of February, 1927.

Dated at Bismarck, N. Dak., this the 28th day of February, 1927.

[sEAL.] ROBERT BYRXE,

Secretary of State,

Concurrent regolution memorializing the Congress of the United States to
establish the Roosevelt national park in Billings County, N. Dak., and
to provide for the substitution of public lands of the United States
for the State school lands located within the proposed park area

Be it resolved by the House of Representalives of the State of North
Dakota (the Senale concwrring)—

Whereas there is now pending in the Congress of the United States a
Dill to establish the Roosevelt national park in Billings County, N. Dak.,
introduced by Congressman SiNciaie, of North Dakota, December T,
1925, being H. R. 3942 ; and

Whereas the tract of land in such proposed park consists of the
petrified forest and the famous Bad Lands, lying on both sides of the
Little Missouri River, in Billings County, N. Dak.,, where Theodore
Roosevelt operated his historic cattle ranches and hunted wild game in
the early history of Dakota Territory, and which tract is admirably
fitted by nature for scenic purposes, and preserves in ifs natural state
the mountainous character and the wild, unchanged condition which
esisted in the West 50 years ago; and which tract it is practicable and
appropriate to preserve as a national park in the honor of Theodore
Roosevelt, in the interest of American scenic beanty, and as a relic of
the traditional pioneer conditions of the West, which have all but dis-
appeared from the North American Continent; and

Whereas there is included in said proposed park area approximately
42,000 acres of public lands belonging to the State of North Dakota
known as State school lands, which was granted to it by the United
States under sections 10 and 11 of the enabling act of February 22,
1889, to be heM in trust by the SBtate of North Dakota for the common
schnols, which lands, on account of its rongh and barren character, can
not be sold for the minimum price of $10 per acre, as prescribed in
section 11 of sald enabling sct, and from which the State of North
Dakota gets only a nominal income; and it further appearing that It
would be expedient to exchange the said State school lands located
within =uch proposed park area for public lands of the United States
of like guantity, character, and value located in the vicinity of such
proposed park: Now therefore be it

Resolved, That this Twentleth Legislative Assembly of the State of
North Dakota hereby indorses sald Roosevelt national-park project and
respectfully urges the Congress of the United States to establish a
national park as provided for in said H. R. 3042 ; and be it further

Resoleed, That Congress, in furtherance of sald park project, make
appropriate provision for exchanging with the Siate of North Dakota
public lands of the United States of equal quantity, character, and value
for the Btate school lands lylog within said proposed park area here-
tofore granted to the State of North Dakota under the provisions of
sectlons 10 and 11 of the enabling act of February 22, 1880 ; and be it
further

Resolved, That the secretary of state transmit copies of this memorial
to the President of the United Siates, to the Sennte and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United Siates, and to the Senafors and Congressmen
for the State of North Dakota.
= Jxo0. W. Carn,
Speaker of the House.
C. R. VERRY,
Chief Clerk of the House.
WALTER MADDOCE,
President of the Scnate.,
W. D. AUBTIN,
Becretary of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Wis-
consin, which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands
and Surveys: |

Joint Resolution 29, memorallizing Congress to protest against the sur-
render of land in Michigan and Wisconsin by the Department of the
Interior to private interests
Whereas the public welfare demands that theve should be no Inter-

ference with the homestead preference rights of soldiers and sailors as

conferred on them by act of Congress of February 14, 1920 and
Whereas there is at present pending in Congress a bill known as

H. R. 16547, whicli will give the Secretary of the Interior the right to

withdraw large tracts of land in Michigan and Wisconsin from home-

stead entry; and

Whereas the passage of such a bill would deprive all war veterans
and their widows as well as private citizens of the homestead privilege
in Michizan and Wisconsin and would permit the acquisition of lands
by specnlators: Now therefore be it

Resolved by the assembly (the senate conewrring), That the Legislature
of the State of Wisconsin earnestly requests the Congress of the United

States to indefinitely postpone action on H. R, 16547 ; and be it further
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution, duly attested by the pre-

siding officers and chief clerks of the senate and assembly, be forwarded

to the Presiding Officers of both Houses of Congress and to the Wisconsin

Senntors and Representatives therein,

Hexny A. IIUBER,

Presgident of the Senate.

0. G. Muxsox,
Chief Clerk of the Senale,

Jomx W, EBkr,
Speaker of the Assembly.

C. E. SHAFFER,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senute the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of
Minnesota, which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce :

Concurrent RHesolution 8, memorializing Congress of the United States
to amend the transportation act of 1020 sufficlently to restore to thae
State of Minnesota general jurizsdiction over its intrastate railvoad
rates

Whereas there has prevailed in the State of Minnesota, sinee 1013,
a policy of railroad rate making pursuant to legislative enactments,
known as the distance seale of railroad freight rates; and

Wherens the Htate of Minnesota has deemved it of the hest interest
to all of its citizens and communities to prohibit discriminations and
preferences by requiring railroads to publish rates on the basis of a
like charge for a like distance for a like class of traflic; and

Whereas the Interstate Commerce Commission of the United States,
acting wopou. applications filed pursuant to the Federal transportation
act of 1920, has issued orders in the so-ealled Watertown and Fargo
cases authorizing the rail carriers to publish and charge rates for the
carrying of freight between polnts within the State of Minnesota on
the basis of different charges for equal distances on class traffic; anid

Whereas such orders of the Interstate Commrerce Commission have
crented nnjust discriminations against and undue preference of persons
and localities within the State of Minnesota to the detrinrent and dis-
advantage of such persons and locallities; and

Whereas it has been held by the Supreme Court of the State of
Minnesota that the railroad and warehouse commission of this State is
without authority to order the remowal of such diseriminations exist
ing between persons and localities within the State of Mionesota ; and

Whereas the railroad and warehouse commission is under injunction
of the United States District Court for the District of Minnesota, pro-
hibiting said commission from interfering with the different seales of
rates on class traffic published and charged by the rallroads under au-
thority of said orders of the Interstate Commerce Commission; and

Whereas by reason of sald orders of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, there has been created and now exists within the State of
Minnesota three different scales of rates for movement of class traflic
between points within the State of Minnesota over like distances; and

Whereas the scale of rates on class traffic maintained by the rail-
roads for movement of freight between polnts within the State of Min-
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nesota prior to the issuance of said orders by the Interstate Commrerce
Commisslon were rates which were found by the Bupreme Court of the
Tnited Rtates in the Minnesota rate cases to be mot confiscatory, as
increased and decreased by the Minnesota Rallroad and Warehouse
Commission pursuant to recommendations of the Interstate Commerce
Commlssion in proeceedings affecting the general level of rates through-

ont the western distriet, and also the order of the Director General p

of Railronds, No. 28; and

Wherens such seale of rates published by the rallroads for the move-
ment of class traffie, within the State of Minnesota as authorized by
the railroad and warebouse commisgion, was never the subject of an
applieation for Increase by the rallroads to either the raflroad and
warehouse commission of the State of Minnesota or the Intrastate com-
merce commission prior to said orders of the Interstate Commerce
Conrmiasion ; Therefore be it

Resoleed by the Senate of the State of Minncsota (the House concir-
ring), That the Senate and House of Representatives of the TUnlted
States of America he and hereby is earnestly requested to immediately
amend the transportation aet of 1920-s0 as to restore to the State of
Minnesota general jurisdiction over its intrastate railroad rates so as
to prevent the creation by orders of the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission of Infrastate discriminations and preferences in cases affecting
the level of intrastate rates,

Jorx A. JOHNSON,
Speaker of the House of Representatives,
W. I. Norax,
President of the Senate.
Tassed the house of representatives the 25th day of February, 1927.
Jomx I, Levix,
Chief Clerk, Houge of Representatives.

Passed the senate the 1st day of March, 1927,

Gro. W. PEACHEY,
Recretary of the Benate.

Approved : March 1, 1927, 3

i THEODORE CHRISTIANSON,
Governor,
Filed : March 1, 1927,
Mike HoL,
Secrefary of State.

1, Mike Holm, secretary of the State of Minnesota, and keeper of the
great seal, do hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a true
and correct copy of the resolution filed In my office Mareh 1, 1927,

[SEAL.] Mike Hor,

Becretary of State,

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
Jowing concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of
New Jersey, which was referred to the Committee on Infer-
state Commerce :

Concnrrent Resolution 1, memorializing the Congress of the United
Btates for the passage of a Federal law regulating the shipment of
miuchine gune, revolvers, automatic rifles, and other deadly weapons,
and the ammunition adapted thereto, in interstate and foreign
commerce

Whereas stricter supervision In the matter of the sale, shipment, and
fmportation of revolvers, machine guns, automatic rifles, and other
deadly weapons will materially ald in the suppression of crime; and

Whaereas the Federal Government, by reason of its excluslve control
in interstate commerce, may regulate the shipment and Importation of
revolvers, machine guns, antomatic rifles, and other deadly weapons:
Therefore be it

Resolved by the Renate and Genoral Assembly of the State of New
Jersey—

1. That the Congress of the United States be memorialized for the
passage of a Federal statute probibiting the shipment of revolvers,
machine guns, automatie rifles, and other deadly weapons in interstate
and foreign commerce,

2, Resolved, That copies of this memorial, signed by the speaker of
the house of assembly and attested by the clerk thereof, be transmitted
to the Henators and Representatives from this Btate in the Congress
of the United States; and, further, that copies so signed and attested
be transmitted to the Vice President of the United States and the
Speaker of the House of Representatives.

ANTHONY J. SIRACUSA,
Speaker of the House of Assembly.
Attest:
FREDERICK A. BRODESSER,
Clerk of the House of Assemblly.
Passed senate March 7.
Passed house January 31.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of
Nevada, which was referred to the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds:
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Assembly Joint Resolution 5 memeorializing Congress to establish a Gov-
ernment hospltal In the State of Nevada

Whereas the State of Nevada has always been among the foremost in
furnishing men, money, and othérwise supporting the Federal Govern-
ment in the defense and preservation of the Union; and

Whercas many ex-serviee men aud women reside within the Btate of
Nevada and vicinity ; and

Whereas Nevada, due to its favorable climatic condition for the treat-
ment of various diseases, should be considered: Now therefore be it

Resolved by the Assembly and the Semate of the Btafe of Nevada,
That the Congress of the United States be memorialized to establish a
Government bospital within the State of Nevada for the treatment of
disabled ex-seryice men and women ; and be it further

Resolced, That certificd coples of this resolution be forwarded to the
President of the United States Senate and to the Speaker of the House,
to each of our Senaters, and to onr Eepresentative in Washington.

D. H. Taxpy,
Speaker of ihe Assembly.
Joay W. WRIGHT,
Chicf Clerk of the Assembly.
I MORLEY GRISWOLD,
President of the Senate,
V. R. MERIALDO,
Seeretary of the Senate,
Approved February 25, 1027,
STATE OF NEVADA,
Department of Biate, g8:

I, W. G. Greathouse, the duly plected, qualified, and acting secretary
of state of the State of Nevada, do hereliy certify that the foregoing is
a true, full, and correct copy of the original assembly joint resolution
now on file and of record in this office.

In witness whereof I have hiereunto set my band and affixed the great
seal of State, at my office In Carson City, Nev, this 28th day eof
February, A. D, 1927,

|sEAL.] W. G. GREATHOUSE,

Seeretary of State.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the
following house resolution of the Legislature of the State of
Illinois, which was referred to the Committee on Patents:

SraTE OoF ILLINOIS,
OFFICE OF THE BECRETARY OF STATE
To all to whom these presents shall come, greeting:

.1, Lonis L. Emmerson, gecretary of state of the Btate of Illineis,
do bereby certify that the following and bereto attached is a frue
photostatic copy of House Resolution 68, the original of which iz
now on file and a matter of record in this office,

In testimony whereof, I hereto set my hand and cause to be afixed
the great seal of the State of Illincis. Done at the city of Springiicld
this 17th day of June, A. D. 1927. 5

[sEAL.] Louis L. EMMEESON,

Beoretary of Btate,

House Resolution 68

Whereas under the present copyright act a person who has copy-
righted a musical composition has not only the exclusive right to
print, reprint, publish, copy, and vend that composition, but the
additional exclusive right to use that composition publicly for profit;
and . .

Whereas the copyright act provides that the copyright proprictor
may recover a sum in certain cascs of as much as $100 from the
offender for the iInfringement of this exclusive right to, use the com-
position publicly for profit; and

Whereag protected by this act certain copyright proprietors, in
addition to the purchase price, charge unreasonable and exhorbitant
prices for permission to use the composition publicly for profit; and

Whereas the varions copyright proprietors have formed an organi-
zation known as the Amerlcan Soclety of Composers, Authors, and
Publishers for the enforcement of the sald provisions of the copy-
right act and for the protection of their Interests thereunder; and

Whereas the American Soclety of Composers, Authors, and Pub-
lishers maintains a supergovernmental enforcement agency with in-
vestigators always ready to descend upon any offender and bring him
to task; and

Whereas this additional fee for permission to use the composition
publicly for profit, and the pepaltles for infringement of the same,
are paid to the copyright proprietor, who ordinarily Is not the author
or composer of the composition ; and

Whereas these provisions of the copyright act are inimicable to the
best interests of a majority of the people and make it impossible to
present this music to them at reasonable prices: Therefore be it

Resolved by the House of Representalives of the Fifty-fifth General
Assemlily of the State of Illnsis, That the Congress of the United
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Stntes e memoralized to amend the copyright act of 1009 to provide
that a person who has copyrighted a dromatico-musical or a choral
or orchestral composition or other musical composition, which com-
position is offered for sale to the public, shall not have the excluslve
right to perform the copyrighted work publicly for profit nor be
entitled to receive any fee or price in addition to the purchase price
for permission to use the composition in a public performance for
profit, nor be entitled to any penalty if the composition is so used
without the permission of the copyright proprietor; and be it further
Resolved, Thalt a copy of this resolution be delivered to the Speaker
of the ITouse of Represcentatives and the President of the Senate of the
United Btates,” and also to each Congressman and Senator from the
State of Iliinois,
I heveby ecertify the foregoing to be a true copy of a resolution
adopted by the house of represenatives on the 2d day of June, 1927,
B. 1. McCaxx,
Clerk of the Houge.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Cali-
fornia, which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Elections

Assembly Joint Resolution 3

Adopted in assembly Muarch 18, 1927,
AntEcn A. OHNIMUS,
Chief Clerk of the Assembly.
Adopted in Senate April 4, 1927,
J. A. BEEK,
Secretary of the Senate.
This resolution was received by the governor this 12th day of April,
A, D, 1027, at 4 o'clock p. m.
Hoxer R. SPEXCE,
Pricvate Becretary of the Governor.

Assembly Joint Resolution 3, relative to the congressional reapportion-
ment of the United States
Whereas the provisions of the Federal Constitution providing for a
reapportionment of the Representatives in Congress from the several
Btates every 10 years, based upon the Federal census, has not been acted
upon since 1910; and

Whereas the present representation in the House of Representatives |

Is based upon the census of 1910, an injustice is imposed upon many
States where population has materially increased; and

Whereas the population of the State of California, according to the
censns of 1920, was 3,426,536, an increase over the population of 1910
of 1,048,987, showing conclasively that the Btate of California is en-
titled to more representation in the House of Representatives; and

Whereas it is pointed out that a policy of depriving the State of its
proper representation is exceedingly detrimental to the republican form
of government ; and

Whereas it is deplored that there are differences of opinion and selfish-
ness maunifested on the part of those sections which either lose or do
not gain in representation : Therefore be it

Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of the Btate of California
jointly, That the Legislature of the State of California earnestly peti-
tion Congress to enact legislation which will give to the several Etates
of the United States their just representation in Congress based upon
the last Federal census; and be It further

Resolved, That the secretary of state [s hereby directed to send coples
of this resolution under the great seal of the State of California to the
FPresident and Vice President of the United States, to each Member of
the Senate and the House of Representatives of the Seventieth Congress
of the United States and to the governors of each of the several States,

" Epgar C. Livey,
Epeaker of the Assembly.
Burox Firrs,
President of the Senale.

Attest:
Fraxg C. JORDAN,
Secoretary of State.
[sEaL.] By Fraxk H. Cory, Deputy.

(Indorsed ;) Filed in the office of the secretary of state of the State
of California, April 12, 1927,
Fraxk C. JorbaN,
Secretary of Siate.
By Furaxg H. Conry, Deputy.

1, Frank €. Jordan, sccretary of state of the State of California, do
hereby certify that I have carefully compared the transcript to which
this certificate is attached with the record on file in my office, of which
it purports to be a copy, and that the same = a full, trne, and correct
copy thereof. I further certify that this authentication is in due form

and by the proper officer,
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In witness whereof 1 have hereunto set my hand and have cansed the
great seal of the State of California to be afixed hereto this 18th day of
April, A. D. 1927.
[8EAL.] Fraxx C, Jompax,
Secretary of State.
By TFraxk H. Cory, Deputy.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of Illinois.
which was referred to the Speciul Committee on Investigation of
Campaign Expenditures:

STATE OF ILLINOIS,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE.
To all te whom these presenta shall come, grecting:

I, Louis L. Emmerson, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do
hereby certify that the following and heveto attached is a true photo-
static copy of House Joint Resolution 45, the original of which is now
on file and a matter of record in this office,

In testimony whereof I hereto set my band and cause to be affixed
the great seal of the State of Illinoiz. Done at the city of Springlield
this 23d day of November, A, D, 1927,

[ sEAL.] Loris L, EMMERSOX,

Becretary of State.

House Joint Resolution 43

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the State of Illinois (the
Senate concurring thervin):

Wherens the seventeenth amendment of the Constitution of the United
States makes mandatory that * the Senate of the United Sates shall be
composed of two Senators from each State, elecied by the people thereof,
for six years,” and by reason of this constitutional provision the State of
Illinois is entitled to, and guaranteed two Senators in the Senate of the
United States; and

Whereas on or about the Tth day of December, A. D. 1926, the Hon.
William B, Mc¢Kinley, one of the United States Senators repreésenting the
State of Illinois in the United States Senate, departed this life amnd
thereupon by reason of this vacancy the Hon, Frixg L. SMITH was, in
accordance with the Constitution and statutes, appointed to fill the
unexpired term of said William B. MecKinley as United States Senator
rom Illinois, and the said Hon, Fraxg L. BMIiTH presented the cre-

entials in proper form under the great seal of the State of Illinois, to

the United States Senate, and the United States Senate, without ques-
tiouing the legal form and foree of sald credentials, nor questioning the
constitutional qualifications of the said Hon. FrANE L. SsitH, nor the
guaranteed right under the Constitution of the United States for full
representation to membership in the United States Senate by the State
of Illinois, refused to administer the oath of office to {he said Hon.
Fra¥g L. SMiTH and by that act denied to the State of I[llinois equal
representation in the said Senate of the United States; and

Wherens for a period of nearly 140 years since the adoption of the
Constitution of the United States and the amendment recited above the
rights of a sovereign State to equal representation in the Senate of the
United States wherein the credentials and constitutional qualifications
were unguestioned, has never before been denied by the Senate of the
United States refusing to administer the constitutional eath of office;
and

Whereas this same question on an objectlon to the right of a Senator
elect to take the preseribed constitutional oath of office was once before
raised against the Rtate of Illimois, but upon the able representation of
the constitutional rights of the State of Illlnois by Hon. Stephen A,
Douglas, senjor Senator from Illinols, in the matter of the credentials
of Gen, James Shields, a Senator elect from Illinois, the United States
Senate finally declared that the guaranteed constitutional rights of a
sovereign State should not be abridged by a denial of the right of a
Senator elect to take the oath, and by this action established a hisroric
precedent ; and

Wherens one of the early proposed amendments to the Constitution
making it possible for United Staies Senators to be elected by a direct
vote of the people was advocated by Senator John M, Palmer, of Illinois,
and subsequently became a part of the fundamental law of the land;
and

Whdreas the said Hon. Fraxg L. Satrre has been Ly majority of the
people of the State of Illinois, after a full presenfation, discussion, and
consideration of all issues involved, elected as a Senator of the United
Btates from the State of Illinois and no contest has issued against said
election, and credentials have been accepted by the United States Senate
ag being in due form, and the qualifications of the said United States
Senator elect are in full complisnce with all constitutional and statute
requirements ; and

Whereas the only test provided in the Constitution of the United
States as to the qualifications of a Member of the SBenate of the United
States is as follows
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“ No person shall be a Senator who shall not have attained to the age
of 30 years and been nine years a citizen of the United States and who
ghall not, when elected, be an inhabitant of that State for which he
shall be chosen ' ; and

Whereas amendment 17 of the Constitution of the United States
provides that—

“The Senate of the United States shall be composed -of two Senators
from each State, elected by the people thercof, for six years, and each
Senator shall have one vote. The electors in each State shall have the
qnalifications requhitr- for electors of the most numerous brnnch of the
State legislatures ™ ; and

Whereas Article V of the Constitufion of the United States provides—

“s ¢ & That no Btate, wltbont its consent, sball be deprived ot
its equal suffrage in the Senate™; and

Whereas Article 1, section 5, of the United States Consgtitution pro-
vides that—

“ Each House shall be the judge of the elections, retorns, and quali-
fications of its own Members, and a majority of each shall constitute a
quorum to do business.

“ Each Honse may determine the rules of its proeedure, punish its
Members for disorderly behavier, and, with the concurrence of two-
thirds, expell 1 Member ™ ; and

Whereas reference to the above article and sectlon of the Constitution
provides : * Each ITouse shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and
gqualifications of its own Members,” etc.; and

Whereas the nniform construction of this provision has been accepted
that “ qualifications of its own Members" can not be construed other-
wise, that in order to be a “ Member™ 1t is obvious that the taking of
the required oath constitotes membership, and that previous to the
taking of the required oath the Benmate has mo jurisdiction on another
than a “Member,” and the Senate shall subsequent to the taking of the
oath be the judge of the qualification of the Member ; and

Whereas the Constitution of the United States further provides by
amendment 10 that—

“The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution
nor prohibited by it to the States, ave reserved to the States respectively
or to the people™; and

Whereas the foregoing are all of the relevant provisions in the Con-
stitution with respect to the power of the Senate over the selection of
Senators; and .

Whereas the credeniials of the said Ilon, FRAXE L, SMiTH hereinbefore
recited, constitute a mandate of the choice of 4 majority of the people of
the State of Illinois, at a general election and which selection and
choice by a majority of the people of the Btate of Ilinois is uncontested,
aud that sald election is for a period of six years, and that the con-
tinued refusal of the Senate of the United States to adminisier the oath
of office to the said Hon. FrAXKE L. SumiTH as United States Senator
from INinois will result in depriving the Btate of Tllinois of the full
representation in the SBenate of the United Btates for a period of six
years; to which it is by the Constitution of the United States entitled
and guaranteed : Therefore be it

Kesolved by the people of the Slate of Illinois, represented by the
general assembly, That in view of the foregoing it Le respectfully pre-
sented to the Senate of the United States of the Seventieth Congress
that the people of the State of 1llinols are clearly within their rights in
the expectation that the credentials of the Hon. Fraxxk L. BMITH now
on file in the Senate of the United States entitle the sald Hon. Fraxx L.
SMITH to take the oath of office to which he has been elected as a
United States Senator from the State of Nlinois ; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be directed to the Vice Presi-
dent of the United States, the constitutional presiding officer of the
United States Sennte, and a copy of this resclution be transmitted to
the Hon. Cnirces 8. DEXEEN, senlor United States Senator from Illinois,
with the reguest and direction that these resolutions be presented to
the Senate of the United States, to the end that the sovereign State of
Illinois shall not be deprived of the rights of full representation in the
Benate of the United States, as gnaranteed by the Constitution of the
TUnited States; and be It further

Resotved, That a delegation on the constitutional rights of the State
of 1llinois be, and the same is hereby, created, the sald delegation to
consist of the speaker of the house of representatives, the president of
the senate, and two members of the house of representatives to be ap-
polnted by the speaker thereof, and two members of the senate, to be
appointed by the president of the senate on the nomination of the
executive committee ; and it shall be the duty of said delegation on the
constitutional rights of the State of Illinois to appear before the Sennte
of the United States, or aopy of its committees or subcommittees, npon
the convening of said Sennte and at any time thereafter, and to present
to said Senate and {ts committecs a consideration of the constitutional
rights of this Brate; and on behalf of the people of this State respect-
fully to insist upon a recognition hy the Henate of the United States of
the constitntional right of this State to be represemted in the SBenate
of the United States by two Benators, and that said consltutional right
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be recognized by the administration of the cath fo the Hon. Fraxs L.
Syt as United States Sepator from this State.
Adopted by the house June 16, 1027,
RoperT BcHOLEN,
Epeaker of the House of Representatices.
B. H. McCANN,
Clerk of the House of Representatives.
Concurred in by the senate June 21, 1927,
Frep E. BTERLIXG,
President of the Senate.
JAMES H. PADDOCK,
Secretary of the Scnate.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution of the Legislature of the State of
Florida, which was ordered to lie on the table

Bepnate Concurrent Resolution 5, proposing the rejectlon by the Legls-
lature of the State of Florida of the proposed amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States provided for by Honse Joint Resolu-
tion 184 of the Sixty-cighth Congress of the United States, con-
ferring upon Congress power to limit, regulate, and prohibit the labor
of persons under 18 years of age

Whereas the Sixty-eighth Congress of the United States has adopted
House Joint Resolution 184, by the constitutional vote of the Henate
and House of Representatives of the United States, whereby an amend-
ment to the Constituilon of the United States is proposed to the several
States for ratlfication or rejection, gald proposed amendment reading
as follows :

“ 8ectioN 1. The Congress shall have power to limit, regulate, and
prohibit the labor of persons under 18 years of age.

“ 8gc. 2. The power of the several States is unimpaired by this article,
except that the operation of State laws shall be suspended to tbe
extent necessary to give effect to the legislation enaeted by the Con-
gress ™ ; and

Whereas the Legislature of the State of Florida, while being in full
sympathy and accord with the humanitarian spirit which led to the
submission of said proposed amendment of the C of the United
States, is opposed to further exiension of the powers of the Federnl
Government to invade and take away the inherent powers reserved by
the several States: Now therefore be it

Resoloed by the Legislature of the Steie of Florida, That the pro-
posed amendment to the Coustitution of the United Btates contained
in House Joint Resclution 184 of the Sixty-eighth Congress of the
TUnited Staies proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United
States, which amendment reads as follows, to wit,

“Sepemiox 1. The Congress shall have power to limlit, regulate, and
prohibit the labor of persons under 18 years of age.

“8ec. 2. The power of the several States i8 unimpaired by this
article, except that the operation of State laws shall be suspended to
the extent necessary to give effect to legislation enacted by the Con-
be, and the same i3 hereby, rejected by the Legislature of the State
of Florida in regular session assembled; and that the nction of this
legizslature thereon be forthwith certified to the Secretary of State of
the United States by the secretary of state of Florida under the great
seill of the State, and that certified copies of this resolution be sent by
the secretary of state of the State of Florida to the President and Viee
President of the United States and to the Speaker of the House of
Representatives of the United States.

(Filed in office segretnry of state May 14, 19235.)

= BTATE OF FLORIDA,
OFFICE OF BECRETARY OF STATE.

I, H. Clay Crawford, m‘cnltar_\r of state of the State of Florida, do
hereby certify that the above and foregoing is a troe and correct copy
of Senate Concurrent Resolution 5 as passed by the Legislature of the
State of Florida, regular gession 1925, as shown by the enrolled resolu-
tion on file in this office,

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida at
Tallahassee, the capital, this the 4ih day of May, A, D, 1027,

[8EAL.] II. Cr.aY CRAWFORD,

Becretary of State.

Mr. WARREN presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Torrington, Wyo., praying for the abolition of the tax imposed
on tickets to Chautaugua entertainments, which was referred
to the Committee on Finance. 5

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Business and
Professional Women's Club of Casper, Wyo., favoring an in-
crease in the personal exemption of single persons in computing
their income taxes, which were referred to the Committee on
Finance,

Mr, DENEEN presented a memorial of sandry citizens of
Murphysboro, IIl., remonstrating against the passage of legis-
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lation providing for compulsory Sunday observance, which was
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr, CAPPER presented resolutions adopted by a mass meet-
ing of women of Harper County, Kans., praying for the passage
of the so-called Capper-Ketcham bill, providing for the further
development of agricultural extension work and home eco-
nomics, ete., which were referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

He also presented a resolution adopted by Cherokee Lodge,
No. 370, Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Parsons, Kans.,,
favoring the passage of legislation providing for the installa-
tion by railroads of a device to make for further safety in the
use of running boards on freight and tank cars, steps on caboose
and passenger cars, safe brakes and foot boards on locomotives,
etc.. which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce,

Mr. EDGE presented petitions numerously signed of the Mon-
mouth County Bankers' Association and sundry other citizens,
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the repeal of the
Federal estate (inheritance) tax, which were referred to the
Committee on Finance,

CONSPIRACIES TO DEFRAUD THE GOVERNMENT

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I introduce a bill
and ask that it be read at length.

The bill (8. 1397) amending section 1044 of the Revised
Statutes of the United States as amended by the act approved
November 17, 1921 (ch. 124, 42 Stat. 220), was read the first
time by its title and the second time at length, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That section 1044 of the Revised Statutes of the
United States as amended by the act approved November 17, 1921
(ch. 124, 42 Stat, p. 220), be amended so as to read as follows :

* 8Ec¢, 1044, No person shall be prosecuted, tried, or punished for any
offense, not capital, except as provided in section 1046, unless the in-
dictwent is found, or the information is instituted, within three years
next after such offense ghall have been committed : Provided, That noth-
ing herein contained shall apply to any offense for which an indictment
hias been heretofore found or an Information instituted, or to any pro-
ceedings under any such indictment or information,”

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I have asked that the bill be read
because, being a matter of very decided urgency, I am going to
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration.

It will be recalled that prior to the year 1921 the statute of
limitations as to all offenses against the United States not
capital in character was three years, At that time the Attorney
General represented that he was desirons of having further time
to investigate alleged war frauds, that the facts were intricate
and involved, and that possibly the statute of limitations might
run before it would be possible to obtain indictments. He asked
that the period of the statute of limitations applicable to con-
spiracies to defraud the Government of the United States should
be extended from three years to six years. The Congress
promptly responded and extended to six years the period of the
statute as to that particular class of offenses.

It is not purposed by the department, as announced some time
ago, to attempt any further prosecutions of offenses of that
character; that is to say, offenses giving rise to the statute.
Moreover, the whole period of six years has now run against all
offenses of that character and there is no longer any occasion for
a six-year statute. But it may be remembered that it was
availed of in a recent trial in the Distriet of Columbia to protect
a witness from testifying, he elaiming his constitutional privi-
lege., It is hoped that the legislation may be enacted by the
Congress before the trial of that case is resumed.

I have taken the matter up with the Department of Justice
and have a letter from the Assistant Attorney General, who
approves the measure. I ask that the letter may be read from
the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT, .Without objection, the letter will
be read as requested.

The Chief Clerk read the letter, as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL,
Washington, December 12, 1927,
Hon. THOMAS J. WALSH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. €. ;

My Dear Sexaror WaLsH: Following our conference of to-day rela-
tive to the proposed bill amending section 1044 of the Revised Statutes,
I took up with the Attorney Gencral the matter of his approval.

He desires me to say that, in view of the fact that such an amend-
ment would not affect any case now pending, he therefore approves the
form of the bill proposed.
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For your information I refer you to a letter that I wrote December
3 to Benator Pomerene, In which I inclosed an amendment to the six-
year limitation law which would simply change the word “six™ to
“ four.”

Very truly yours,
WiILLIAM J, DONOVAN,
The Assistant to the Altorney General.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The whole effect of the proposed
law is to restore the statute of limitations as it was prior to
1921, making the statute as to all offenses, except those capital
in character, three years. The bill provides that the proposed
statute shall not apply to any proceedings now pending.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the immediate
consideration of the bill?

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I would like to know a little
more about it. Is it the purpose of the bill to extend the limi-
t;a..;;ion to enable some particular person to be punished for a
crime?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No; it is just the other way. It is
to reduce the statute of limitations from six years to three
years.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I think it has
been the uniform rule of the Senate not to pass bills without
having been first referred to a committee. I take it that the
Judiciary Committee could act on this bill by to-morrow. I do
not like to objeet to the bill which the Senator from Montana
calls up in this way, but I really think it ought to go to a
committee and let the committee consider it. I think that on
the statement of the Senator the committee might be polled,
at any rate, on it, so there will be no trouble about the matter,
and the bill might be reported even this afternoon. After a
repor{: from the committee; I shall have no objection at all to
the bill.

Mr. WALSH of Montana,

Mr. JONES of Washington.
referred to the committee.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the bill,
with the accompanying letter, will be referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary,

TIME WHEN PARDONS EFFECTIVE

Mr., WALSH of Montana. 1 now introduce another bill,
which I simply ask may be read and referred to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

The bill (8. 1398) relating to pardons, was read the first time
by its title and the second time at length, as follows: -

Be it enacted, ete., That a pardon shall be effective to all intents and
purposes from the time of its delivery or presentatiom, by or under the
authority of the Presldent, to the individual named therein as the
object of executive clemency whether the same shall have been accepted
by such person or not.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I move that the bill be referred
with the accompanying paper, to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. WILLIS: 0

A bill (8. 1399) to establish the office of insular affairs, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Territories and Insular
Possessions.

A bill (8. 1400) granting an increase of pension to Jane
Richards (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1401) granting an increase of pension to Mary L.
Higby (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 1402) granfing an increase of pension to Ruth J.
Wilson (with an accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. BARKLEY :

A bill (8. 1403) granting an increase of pension to Josephine
W. Dade; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 1404) to regulate the business of executing bonds
for compensation in eriminal cases, and to improve the admin-
istration of justice in the District of Columbia; to the Com-
mittee on the Distriet of Columbia.

A bill (8. 1405) authorizing and directing the Secretary of
Agriculture to establish and maintain a dairy experiment sta-
tion at or near Mayfield, Ky.; to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry.

YVery well.
I ask that the bill may be
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A bill (8. 1406) granting the consent of Congress to Valley
Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors and assigns,
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge scross the Cumber-
land River;

A bill (8. 1407) granting the consent of Congress to Valley
Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors and assigns,
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Cum-
berland River;

A bill (8. 1408) granting the conseut of Congress to Midland
Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paduecah, Ky., its successors and assigns,
to eonstruct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Cum-
berland River;

A bill (8. 1409) granting the consent of Congress to Valley
Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors and assigns,
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ten-
nessee River; and

A bill (8. 1410) granting 4he cousent of Congress to Midland
Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Padueah, Ky., its successors and assigns,
to coustruct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ten-
nessee River; to the Committee on Commerce.

By Mr. McKELLAR :

A bill (8. 1411) granting an increase of pension to Clarissa E.
MeCormick ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. MAYFIELD :

A bill (8. 1412) for the relief of Maurice 8. Hill; to the
Committee on Military Affairs,

A bill (8. 1413) to prohibit predictions with respect to cotton
prices in any report, bulletin, or other publication issued by
the Department of Agriculture or the Department of Commerce,
and for other purposes; and

A bill (8. 1414) for the prevention and removal of obstrue-
tions and burdens upon interstate commerce in cottonseed oil
by regulating transactions on future exchanges. and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

A bill (8. 1415) to amend the Judicial Code, as amended, in
respect of venue for conspiracy cases; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

A bill (8, 1416) to amend the transportation act approved
February 28, 1920 (41 Stat. L. 456), amending the act
to regulate commerce, as amended June 29, 1906 (34 Stat. L.
596), and to repeal paragraphs 3 and 4 of section 13 of said
act as amended February 28, 1920, and to repeal section 15a
of =aid act, and to amend paragraph 1 of section 15 of the act
to regulate commerce, as amended February 28, 1920, and for
other purposes; and

A bill (8. 1417) to amend paragraphs (18), (19), and (20)
of section 1 of the interstate commerce #ct, as amended; to
the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

By Mr. CAPPER:

A bill (8. 1418) to protect trade-mark owners, distributors,
and the public against injurions and uneconomic practices in
‘the distribution of articles of standard quality under a dis-
tinguishing trade-mark, brand, or name; to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

A bill (8. 1419) to provide for weekly pay days for postal
employees; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

A bill (8. 1420) amending the act approved May 4, 1926,
providing for the construction and maintenance of bathing
pools or beaches in the District of Columbia ;

A bill (8. 1421) providing for acquisition by the United
States of Ameriea, by purchase or condemnation, of land within
the District of Cdlumbia for erection of buildings or for parks,
parkways, playgrounds, or other public use, and for other pur-
poses ; and

A bill (8. 1422) authorizing the National Capital Park and
Planning Commission to acquire future estates and rights in
land, and to lease land or existing buildings for limited periods
in certain instances; to the Committee on the Distriet of
Columbia,

By Mr. NEELY :

A bill (8. 1423) granting an increase of pension to John
Rose; and

A Dbill (8. 1424) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J.
Glenn ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. STEPHENS:

A bill (8. 1425) to remove a cloud on title; to the Committee
on Publiec Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. GEORGE:

A bill (8. 1426) for the taking of testimony in actions at
common law and in equity in the United States courts; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

A bill (8. 1427) for the relief of W. L. Sellers; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

A hill (8. 1428) for the relief of R. Bluestein; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.
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A bill (8. 1429) granting a pension to Augusta Cornog; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HARRIS:

A bill (8. 1430) to prohibit predictions with respeet to cotton
prices in any governmental report, bulletin, or other publica-
tion; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

A bill (8. 1431) granting an increase of pension to Caroline
M. Bolton; and

A bill (8. 1432) granting a pension to Thomas A. McEntire,
alias Thomas Ingalls; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 1433) for the relief of J. C. Peixotto; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 1434) for the relief of Mattie Holcomb; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. 1435) authorizing the transfer of sewer to the city
of Atlanta; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

A Dbill (8. 1436) to make certain foreign-langnage news-
papn:lrs nonmailable; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads.

A bill (8. 1437) to subject certain immigrants, born in coun-
tries of the Western Hemisphere, to the quota under the immi-
gration laws; to the Committee on Immigration.

A bill (8. 1438) for the relief of Macon, Dublin & Savannah
Railread Co.; :

A bill (8. 1439) for the relief of Henry J. Wright ;

A bill (8. 1440) for the relief of H. F. Frick and others;

A bill (8. 1441) for the relief of Samuel W. Tyson;

A bill (8. 1442) for the relief of Brewster Agee;

A bill (8. 1443) for the relief of Seth J. Harris;

A bill (8. 1444) for the relief of Horton B. Herrin; and

A bill (8. 1445) for the relief of 8. C. Davis; to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

By Mr. BRATTON:

A bill (8. 1446) to create a commission to collect and publish
the records of American women in war; to the Committee on
Eduecation and Labor.

A bill (8. 1447) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury
to prepare a medal with appropriate emblems and inseriptions
commemorative of the services, sacrifices, and patriotism of the
American women of all wars in which the United States has
participated; to the Committee on Finance.

A bill (8. 1448) for the relief of Omer D. Lewis;

A bill (8. 1449) for the relief of Manuel A. Martinez;

A bill (8. 1450) for the relief of Nicholas Gallegos;

A bill (8. 1451) to extend the benefits of the United States
employees’ compensation act of September 7, 1916, to Joseph K.
Humphrey ;

A bill (8. 1452) for the relief of Eugenia Ascarate Griggs;

A bill (S. 1453) for the relief of Sigmund Lindauer; and

A Dbill (8. 1454) for the relief of J. B. McGhee; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

A bill (8. 1455) to grant extensions of time under coal per-
mits ; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

A bill (8. 1456) to authorize an appropriation for a road on
the Zuni Indian Reservation, N. Mex.; to the Committee on
Indian Affairs.

A bill (8. 1457) granting a pension to Joseph J. Ivie; to the
Committee on Pensions. .

By Mr. TRAMMELL :

A bill (8. 1458) providing for a survey of the natural oyster
beds in the waters within the State of Florida; to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

A bill (8. 1459) providing for a reduction in the rate of
postage on grove and farm produets; to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post Roads,

By Mr, MOSES:

A bill (8. 1460) granting a pension to Charles W. Carlisle
(with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. CARAWAY:

A bill (8. 1461) to enlarge and éxtend the post-office building
at Jonesboro, Ark.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Mr, DILL. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Joxes of Wash-
ington] and myself, I introduce a bill and ask that it be referred
to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

By Mr. DILL and Mr. JONES of Washington:

A bill (8. 1462) for the adoption of the Columbia Basin
reclamation project, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Irrigation and Reclamation,

By Mr. SACKETT :-

A bill (8. 1463) granting a pension to Katharine H. Califf;

A bill (8. 1464) granting a pension to Annie Wileox (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8, 1465) granting a pension to Nola B. Hinton (with
accompanying papers) ;
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A bill (8. 1460) grantlng an increase of pension to Amanda L.
Akin (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1467) granting an increase of pension to Amanda
F. Thompson (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1468) granting an increase of pension to Sarah T,
Wright (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Hsther J.
Ramey (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1470) granting an increase of pension to Lorina
Hammons (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1471) granting an increase of pension to Lueinda .
Muncey (with accompanying papers) ;

A Dbill (S, 1472) granting an increase of pension to Catherine
Fist (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 1473) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E.
Wells (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. THOMAS:

A bill (8. 1474) to establish the Federal emergency relief
fund, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Commerce,

A bill (8. 1475) authorizing the Secretary of War to sell a
portion of land at Fort Sill Military Reservation, Okla., and
to acquire necessary additional land at said reservation; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 1476) for the relief of Porter Bros. & Biffle, and
certain other citizens; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. JONES of Washington :

A bill (8. 1477) readjusting the cost of furnishing water to
lands of the Yakima Indian Reservation, and for other purposes;

A bill (8. 1478) to authorize an appropriation for the
construction of a road on the Lummi Indian Reservation, Wash-
ngton ;

A bill (8. 1479) to add certain lands to the Colville National
Forest, Washington; and

A bill (8. 1480) aunthorizing certain Indian Tribes and bands,
or any of them, residing in the State of Washington, to present
théir claims to the Court of Claims; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs,

By Mr. SHIPSTEAD :

A bill (S. 1481) to amend sections 11 and 12 of an act to
limit the immigration of aliens into the United States, and for
other purposes, approved May 26, 1924; to the Committee on
Immigration.

A bill (8. 1482) to amend the Judicial Code and to define
and limit the jurisdiction of courts sitting in equity, and for
other purposes ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

A bill (8, 1483) for the relief of the heirs of John Booren,
deceased ; to the Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 1484) granting a pension to William J. Williams;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BLACK :

A bill (8. 1485) for the relief of T. G. Roberts; and

A bill (8. 1486) for the relief of the owners of the schooner
Addison E. Bullard; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. KENDRICK :

A bill (8, 1487) granting a pension to Alice Baker; and

A bill (8. 1488) granting a pension to Ada Rollins; to the
Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GREENE: '

A bill (8. 1489) granting an increase of pension to Hattie A.
Sears: to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. GOULD:

A bill (8. 1490) for the relief of the heirs of Nathaniel
Pendexter, deceased; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE :

A bill (8. 1491) for the relief of Harry O. Hall;
Committee on Qivil Service.

A bill (8. 1492) granting a pension to Thomas S. Hanoum;
to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 1493) for the relief of William D, Prideaux;

A bill (S. 1494) for the relief of Edward J. Murphy;

A bill (S, 1495) for the relief of Medical Inspector Royall
Roller Richardson, United States Navy; and

A bill (8. 1496) for the relief of Joseph M. Berman; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs,

A bill (8, 1497) to correct the military record of James
William Cole; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. TYDINGS:

A bill (8. 1498) to extend the time for the construction of a
bridge across the Chesapeake Bay. and to fix the location of
said bridge; to the Committee on Commerce,

By Mr. BAYARD:

A bill (8. 1499) for the relief of Harry C. Saxton; and

A bill (8. 1500) for the relief of James J, Welsh, Edward
C. ¥. Webb, Francis A. Meyer, Mary S. Bennett, William

to the
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McMullin, jr., Margaret McMullin, R. B. Carpenter, McCoy
Yearsley, Edward Yearsley, George H. Bennett, jr., Stewart L.
Beck, William P. McConnell, Elizabeth J, Morrow, William B.
Jester, Josephine A. Haggan, James H. 8. Gam, Herbert Nicoll,:
Shalleross Bros.,, E. O. Buckson, Wilbert Rawley, R. Rickards,
Jr., Dredging Co.; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WHEELER :

A bill (8. 1501) granting the consent of Congress to the State
of Montana, or Valley County, in the State of Montana, to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri River
at or near Glasgow, Mont. ; to the Committee on Commerce.

A bill (8. 1502) to provide for the leasing of allotted lands of
Indians held in trust by the United States;

A bill (8. 1503) conferring jurisdiction upon the Court of!
Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in any
claims which the Flathead Tribe or Nation of Indians of Mon-
tana may have against the United States, and for other pur-

poses ; 5
A bill (8. 1504) regulating Indian allotments disposed of by

1]

A bill (8, 1505) providing that funds appropriated for the
care and relief of Indians of Montana under the direction of the
Secretary of the Interior shall be expended through certain
public agencies of the State of Montana; and

A bill (8. 15606) for the relief of Thomas Hancock, Fort Peck
Indian allottee of Montana ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

A bill (8, 1507) for the relief of William Boyer; to the Com-
mittee on Claims;

A bill (8. 1508) granting a pension to Lida E. Freer; and

~A bill (8. 1509) granting a pension to Ross A. Hetrick; to
the Committee on Pensions, ¢

A bill (8. 1510) to amend the interstate commeree act: to the
Committee on Interstate Commerce.

A bill (8. 1511) for the exchange of lands adjacent to national
forests in Montana ; and

A bill (8. 1512) to provide for contests of certain oil and
gas permits; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana:

A bill (8. 1513) granting travel pay and other allowances to
certain soldiers of the Spanish-American War and the Philip-
pine insurrection who were discharged in the Philippines; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 1514) for the relief of Mary R. Long; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

A bill (8. 1515) granting a pension to Ella Eshleman (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1516) granting a pension to Seth Seaton Ward ;

A bill (8. 1517) granting a pension to Frank Trout {with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1518) granting a pension to Margaret Fondersmith
(with accompanying papers) :

A bill (S. 1519) granting a pension to Fred Erton (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1520) granting an increase of pension to Nannie M.
Hixson (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1521) granting a pension to Mary E. Eubank (with
accompanying papers) ;

A Dbill (8. 1522) granting a pension to Margaret Shirkley
(with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1523) granting a pension to Laura D. Wilson (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1524) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
J. Moorehouse (with accompanying papers) ; and

A Dbill (8. 1525) granting an increase of pension to Diantha E.
Nihart (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. SIMMONS:

A bill (8. 1526) to amend the inferstate commerce act, as
amended, to eliminate the requirement of certificates of public
convenience and necessity in respect of construction of new lines
of railroad and extension of existing lines; to the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

By Mr. JOHNSON :

A bill (8. 1527) for the relief of Robert W. Miller:
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. WARREN :

A bill (8. 1528) granting a pension to Joseph Baker (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. FRAZIER :

A bill (8. 15629) providing that funds appropriated for the care
and relief of Indians of North Dakota under the direction of the
Secretary of the Interior shall be expended through certain pub-
lic agencies of the State of North Dakota; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs,

to the
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By Mr. McNARY :

A bill (8. 1530) for the relief of Gilpin Construction Co.; to
the Committee on Claims,

A bill (8. 1531) authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to
gell the Weather Bureau station known as Mount Weather, in
‘the counties of Loudoun and Clarke, in the State of Virginia; to
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. WALSH of Montana:

A bill (8, 1532) for the relief of James A. Hoey, alias Francis
Fairfield ;

A bill (8. 1533) to correct the military record of William
MeCormick ;

A bill (8. 1534) for the relief of William O. Mallahan (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 15635) for the relief of Edward T. Moran;

A Dbill (8. 1536) for the relief of James W. Nugent (with
accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 1537) for the relief of Charles Callender; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 1538) granting a pension to William Lentz (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8, 1539) granting an increase of pension to Elma W.
Brett (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 1540) granting a pension to Jirah I. Allen (with
accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 1541) for the relief of George A. Robertson (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1542) for the relief of Josephene M. Scott;

A bill (8. 1543) for the relief of Kate Canniff (with an
fccompanying paper) ; and

A bill (8. 1544) for the relief of William F. Brockschmidt
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

" By Mr. DENEEN:

A bill (8. 1545) for the relief of Darlington & Co.;

A bill (8. 1546) for the relief of Maximilian J. 8t. George;

A bill (8. 1547) for the relief of Johns-Manville Corporation ;

A bill (8. 1548) for the relief of John Brown ;

A bill (8. 1549) for the relief of Mildred Lane;

A bill (8. 1550) for the relief of Ben D. Showalter;

A bill (8. 1551) for the relief of G. T. Hanson;

A bill (8. 1552) for the relief of Thomas J. Roff; and

A bill (8. 1553) for the relief of Mary Altieri; to the Com-
mittee on Claims.

A bill (8. 1554) to correct the military record of Eli J.
Bennett ;

A bill (8. 1555) to correct the military record of Arch
Boyles ;

A bill (8. 15566) making eligible for retirement under the
same conditions as now provided for officers of the Regular
Army, A. Richard Hedstrom, chaplain, an officer of the United
States Army -during the World War, who incurred physical
disability in line of duty; and

A bill (8. 1557) to anthorize the presentation to Julian L.
Douglas of a distinguisbed-service cross; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 1558) granting the consent of Congress to the
Chicago & North Western Railway Co. to construct, main-
tain, and operate a railroad bridge across the Rock River; to
the Committee on Commerce,

A bill (8. 1559) granting an increase of pension to Rose E.
Grimes;

A bill (8. 1560) granting an increase of pension to George
Slifer;

A bill (8. 1561) granting a pension to Ella M. Beckett ;

A bill (8. 1562) granting an increase of pension to Lucinda
Vordermark ;

A bill (8. 1563) granting an increase of pension to Lucy E.
Sisson ;

A bill (8. 1564) granting a pension to Mary F. Hall;

A bill (8. 1565) granting an increase of pension to Margaret
J. Billig;

A bill (8. 1566) granting a pension to Annie Bell Bass;

A bill (8. 1567) granting a pension to James W, Clark;

A bill (8. 1568) granting an increase of pension to Ida F.
Hixson ;

A bill (8. 1569) granting an increase of peunsion to Joseph J.
Johnson ;

A bill (8. 1570) granting an increase of pension to Anton
Muller ;

A bill (8. 1571) granting a pension to Robert Zink ; and

A bill (8. 1572) granting an increase of pension to Etta
Mack ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. NORBECK :

A bill (8.1573) to amend section 5219 of the Revised Statutes
as amended ; to the Committee on Banking and Currency,
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By Mr. NYE: :

A bill (8. 1574) to amend section 4 of the Federal reserve act,
as amended ; to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

A bill (8. 1575) to repeal section 2 of the act entitled “An act
authorizing the appointmment of an additional judge for the
district of North Dakota,” approved June 25, 1921 ; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

A bill (8. 1576) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to
transfer certain forfeited vessels and vehicles to other executive
departments; to the Committee on Finance,

By Mr. BORAH:

A bill (8. 1577) to add certain lands to the Boise National
Forest, Idaho; and

A bill (8. 1578) to add certain lands to the Iduho National
Forest, Idaho ; to the Committee on Publie Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. BROOKHART :

A bill (8. 1579) granting an increase of pension to Clara J.
Wait (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8 1580) granting a pension to Stella Gray (with
accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1581) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J.
Gray (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 1582) granting an increase of pension to Susannah
Reed (with accompanying papers); and

A bill (8. 1583) granting an increase of pension to James W.
E;ilis (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

By Mr. MAYFIELD: )

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 25) to declare the 11th day of
November, celebrated and known as Armistice Day, a legal pub-
lic holiday ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 26) proposing an amendment to
the Constitution of the United States relative to intrastate com-
merce; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

By Mr. WHEELER :

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 27) to appropriate certain tribal
funds of the Flathead and other Indian tribes in Montana to
bring test suits in the United States District Court of Montana,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. STEPHENS:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 28) consenting that certain
States may sue the United States, and providing for trial on
the merits in any suit brought hereunder by a State to recover
direct taxes alleged to have been illegally collected by the
United States during the years 1866, 1867, and 1868, and vesting
the right in each State to sue in its own name; to the Committee
on Claims.

By Mr. GEORGE:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res, 20) to correct an error in the
Senate and House records of the Sixty-third Congress in the
matter of the bills H, R. 7140 and 8. 2810 entitled “A bill for
the relief of the heirs of Joshua Nicholls,” and to authorize
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the sum of $33,450 to
Elizabeth R. Nicholls and Joanna L. Nicholls, sole heirs of
Joshua Nicholls, deceased, appropriated for them under said
bills ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. PHIPPS:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res, 30) to provide for the expenses
of participation by the United States in the Second Pan Ameri-
can Congress on Highways at Rio de Janeiro; and

A joint resolution (8. J. Res, 31) to provide that the United
States extend to the Permanent International Association of
Road Congresses an invitation to hold the sixth session of the
association in the United States and for the expenses thereof;
to the Committee on Foreign Relations,

AMENDMERTS TO FIRST DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. CURTIS submitted an amendment proposing to appro-
priate $126,000, for construction and installation of officers’
quarters at Fort Riley, Kans., including utilities and appur-
tenances thereto, ete., intended to be proposed by him to House
bill 5800, the first deficiency appropriation bill, which was
ordered to lie on the table and be printed.

Mr. BINGHAM submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to House bill 5800, the first deficiency appropria-
tion bill, which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed,
as follows:

On page 80, line 2, change the period to a colon and insert the follow-
ing: “ Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used for

any permanent construction on Governors Island so located as to
interfere with the ultimate use of a part of Governors Island as a
municipal airport or landing field.”

Mr. THOMAS submitted an amendment proposiﬁg to appro-

priate $463,732.49, to pay to the Indians of the Shawnee Tribe
and 13 Delaware Indians affiliated with that tribe, their heirs
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or legal representatives, in accordance with the official findings,
arbitration award, and report of the Secretary of the Interior
to Congress inade in pursuance of the twelfth article of the
treaty between the United States and the Shawnee Indians pro-
claimed October 14, 1868 (15 Stat. L, 513), etc., intended to
be proposed by him to Iouse bill 5800, the first deficiency
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed.
NATIONAL REPRESENTATION FOR THE DISTRICT

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, last week I
introduced Senate Joint Resolution No. 8, proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States providing for
national representation for the people of the Distriet of
Columbia, That resolution was referred to the Committee on
the District of Columbia, which has twice favorably acted upon
a similar joint resolution. Af the last session a question was
raised as to the committee to which such a joint resolution
should go, and we agreed that it shonld go to the Committee on
the Distriet of Columbia first, and then. when that committee
had acted and submitted its report to the Senate, that the joint
resolution as then reported should go to the Judiciary Com-
mittee of the Senate, which is probably technically the com-
mittee to which the joint resolution should go. I think it would
be proper to send the joint resolution to the Judiciary Com-
mittee, which technically, I think, has jurisdiction over matters
of this kind. So I ask that the Committee on the District of
Columbia may be discharged from the further consideration of
the joint resolution and that it may be referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary,

Mr, KING. Mr. President,
interruption?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly.

Mr. KING. Does the Senator expect after the Judiciary
Committee shall have reported that the joint resolution shall
then go back to the Committee on the District of Columbin?

AMr. JONES of Washington. No; I wounld expect it then to go
to the calendar, hecause technically 1 think the Judiciary Com-
mittee is the committee which has jurisdietion over matters of
this kind.

Mr., KING. I think so. I do not believe that such a measure
helongs to the District of Columbia Committee at all. I have
1no objection to the request of the Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Committee
on the District of Columbia will be discharged from the further
consideration of Benate Joint Resolution No. 8 and the joint
resolution will be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

RAILROAD MERGERS

Mr. MAYFIELD. I submit a concurrent resolution and ask
that it lie on the table subject to call.

The resolution (8. Con. Res, 1) was read and ordered to lie
on the table, as follows:

Whereas it was the purpose and intent of the Congress by enacting
section 5 of the transportation act of 1920 to bring about adequate and
efficient transportation service through the grouping of railroads into a
limited number of strong systems which would include as members the
short and weak railroads; and

Whereas large independent railroads have been and are being brought
into unified systems under common ownership and/or control, either
under lease or by the purchase of stock, without taking into considera-
tion short and weak railroads that might be included In such systems :
Now therefore be it

Resolred by the Semate (the House of Representatives concurring),
That in order that an adequate and efficient transportation service may
e maintained in the United States and the weak and short-line rail-
roads preserved, it is hereby declared to be the policy of the Congress
that there should be no acquisition of control by stock ownership,
merger, consolidation; or grouping by or of rallroads into a uunified sys-
tem for ownership, control, and/or operation unless the applieation for
such ownership and/or control and/or operation shall make reasonable
provision in the plan for the possible incorporation of every short and
wedk line that may be In operation in the territory covered or to be
covered by the proposed grouping or unification or unless by affirmative
testimony it is shown to be impossible to include such line upon reason-
able terms, or unless the abandonment or operation of such line or its
omisgion from the proposed plan is approved by order of the Interstate
Commerce Commission,

FLUOTUATIONS IN PRICE OF MAY WHEAT, 1927
_ Mr. MAYFIELD. I offer another resolution and ask that it
lie on the table subject to call,
The resolution (8. Res, 40) was read and ordered to lie on the
table, as follows:
Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculturve is hereby directed to in-
vestigate, first, the effect upon the producers of grain of the suspension

will the Senafor pardon an
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by the Becretary of Agriculture of the requirement for the making of
reports by members of grain-futures exchanges, and, secoud, the situa-
tion in respect of the 1927 Alay wheat future which existed on the grain-
futures exchanges during the life of such future for the purpose of de-
termining the canse of the wide Huctuations in the price of wheat during
the early months of 1927, and especially after February 26, 1927, the
date of the suspension of such requirement; and to make a full and
complete report of such investigation, including (1) a statement of the
reasons for, and a showing of the effect upon the producers of grain of,
the suspension of such requirement; (2) a statement of the quantity of
wheat purchased and the quantity of wheat sold on 1927 May future
contracts, and the quantity of wheat actually delivered and the quan-
tity of wheat actually received on such contracts; and (3) the names of
the parties doing heavy tradiog in such future,

HEARINGS BEFORE THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE

Mr. WATSON submitted the following resclution (8. Res. 41),
which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolred, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce, or any sule
committee thereof, is authorized, during the Seventieth Congress, to send
for persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and 1o employ a
stenographer at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 100 words to report
such hearings as may be had on any subject before said committes, the
expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate,
and that the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during
gessions or recesses of the Senate,

EMPLOYMENT OF ADDITIONAL PAGE

Mr. CURTIS submitted a resolution (8. Res. 42), which was
read and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows:

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms hereby is authorized and directed
to employ an additional page from the 5th day of December, 1927, to
the 50th day of June, 1928, to be paid from the contingent fund of the
Senate, at the rate of $3.30 per day.

LOUISE K, PICKETT

Mr, DENEEN submitted a resolution (8., Res, 48), which was
read and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate is hereby authorized and
directed to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to Louise K.
Pickett, widow of Charles J. Pickett, late an assistant in the office of
Senator DENEEN, a sum equal to six months' compensation at the rate
he was receiving by law at the time of his death, said sum to be con-
sidered inclusive of funeral expenses and all other allowances,

RECOGNITION OF SOVIET GOVERNMENT OF RUSSIA

Mr. BORAH submitted a resglution (8. Res. 44), which was
read and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, as
follows :

Resolved, That the Senate of the United States favors the recoguition
of the present Boviet Government of Russia.

CODIFICATION OF INTERNATIONAL LAW

Mr. BORAH submitted the following resolution (8. Res. 43),
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations:

Whereas war is the greatest existing menace to society, and has
become so expensive and destroetive that it mot only causes the stu-
pendous burdens of taxation now afflicting our people but threatens to
engulf and destroy civilization; and

Whereas civilization has been marked in its upward trend out of
barbarism Into its present condition by the development of law and
courts to supplant methods of violence and force; and

Whereas the genius of civilization has dizcovered but two methods of
compelling the settlement of humau disputes, namely, law and war, and
therefore, in any plan for the compulsory settlement of international
controversies, we must choose between war on the one hand and the
process of law on the other; and

Whereas war between natlons has always been and still Is a lawful
institution, so that any nation may, with or without cause, declare
war against any other nation and be strictly within its legal rights;
and

Whereas revolutionary war or wars of liberation are illegal and crim-
inal, to wit, high treason, whereas, under existing international law,
wars between nations to settle disputes are perfeetly lawful; and

Whereas the overwhelming moral sentiment of clivilized people every-
where is against the cruel and destructive institution of war; and

Whereas all alliances, leagues, or plans which rely upon war as the
ultimate power for the enforcement of peace carry the seeds either of
their own destruction or of military dominancy, to the utter subversion
of liberty and justice; and

Whereas we must recognize the fact that resolutions or treaties out-
lawing certain metbods of killing will not be effective so long as war
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fteelf remaing lawful ; and that In International relations we must have
not roles and regulations of war but organic laws against war; and

Whereas in our Congtitutional Convention of 1787 it was successfully
contended by Madison, Hamilton, aud Ellsworth that the use of force
when applied to people collectively—that is, to states or nations—was
unsound in prineiple and would be tantamount to a declaration of war;
and

Whereas we have in our Federal Supreme Court a practical and effec-
tive model for a real international court, as it has specific jurisdiction
to hear and decide controversies between our sovereign States; and

Whereas our Supreme Court has exercised this jurisdiction without
resort to foree for 137 years, during which time scores of controversies
have been judicially and peaceably settled that might otherwise have led
to war between the States, and thus furnishes a practical exemplar for
the compulsory and paclfic settlement of international controversies;
and

Whereas an international arrangement of suoch jndicial character
would not shackle the independence or impair the sovereignty of any
nation ;: Now therefore be it

Resolved, That it is the view of the Benate of the Unlted States
that war between nations should be outlawed as an Institotion or
means for the settlement of international controversies . by making
it a public crime under the law of nations and that every nation
ghould be encouraged by solemn agreement or treaty to bind itself
to indict and punish its own international war breeders or insti-
gators and war profitcers under powers sgimilar to those conferred
upon our Congress under Article 1, section 8, of our Federal Con-
stitulion, which clothes the Congress with the power *to deflne and
punish offenses against the law of nations " ; and be it

Resolved further, That a code of international law of peace based
upon the outlawing of war and om the principle of equality and
justice between all nations, amplified and expanded and adapted and
brought down to date, should be created and adopted.

Second, that, with war outlawed, a judicial substitute for war
should be created (or, if existing In part, adapted and adjusted)
in the form or nature of an international court, modeled on our
F¥ederal Supreme Court In its jurisdietlon over controversies between
our sovereign States; such court shall possess affirmative jurisdiction
to hear and decide all purely internmational controversies, as defined
by the code, or arising under treaties, and Its judgments shall mot
be enforced by wiar under any name or in any form whatever, but
shall have the same power for their enforcement as our Federal
Supreme Court, namely, the respect of all enlightened nations for
judgments reiﬁnx upon open and fair Investigatlons and impartial
‘decistons, the agreement of the nations to ablde and be bound by such
judgments and the compelling power of enlightened public opinion.

INVESTIGATION OF ESPIONAGE IN INDUSTRY

Mr. WHEELER submitted a resolution (8. Res. 46), which
was referred to the Commitfee on Education and Labor, as
follows: - "

Whereas various court proceedings and published Investigations have
tended to show that a large number of private detective agencles are
obtaining large sums of money from business concerns and organizations
by falsely representing movements among their employees by Joining
Inbor organizations and advocating revolutionary methods for the pur-
pose of discrediting sald labor organizations and by manufacturing
scares concerning radieal propaganda and alleged plans for the use of
violence in industrial conflict; and

Whereas these agencies, and other interests connected with them, are
detrimental to peaceful relatiomship between employers and employees,
setiing up a system of esplonage in industry, thriving on the unrest
and fear they create, and spreading false rumors and seares, and often
bringing about strikes in order to maintain their alleged services:
Therefore be it

Resolvred, That the Committee on Education and Labor be, and
hereby is, empowered to conduct an inquiry into the extent of this
system of indusirial espionage in all its ramifleations and to report
to the Senate what legislation, in the committee's judgment, is desir-
able to correct such practices as they may find Inimieal to the publie
welfare,

CONCESSIONS IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES

Mr, WHEELER submitted a resolution (8. Res. 47), which
wis read and referred to the Committee on Forelgn Relations,
as follows:

TWhereas American investments abroad, already amounting to many
billiong of dollars, are increasing rapidly, especially since the World
War, and are alleged in &8 number of instances to be condltioned upon
unjustifiable concessions from foreign governments which lack capital
but desire to develop thelr resources; and

Whereas such eoncegsions If nnjust in their terms endanger legitimate
investments abroad; and

Whereas controversies regarding the rights and duties of holders
of such concesslons constitute an incrensingly important part of the
forelgn relations of this Government and produce temsipn which has
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frequently led to armed intervention and may lead to ‘war: There-
fore be it

Resolred, That the Committes on Foreign Relations, or any duly
authorized subcommittee thereof, i= authorized to investigate the terms
and conditions under which concessions have Leen proeured in foreiga
countries by United States citizens and by corporations and other asso-
ciations in which United States citizens are financially intervested, and
the pature and extent of such concessions, with particular reference
to (1) the source and sanction of such concessions, (2) the record
precedents, and traditions of the Government of the United States in
its foreign relations since its establishment, in so far s the rights and
duties incident to such concessions constitute the subject matter of
international official correspondence, and (3) the principal aspects of
public policy involved in the treatment, as property rights for purposes
of diplomatic protection, of such concesslons,

For the purposes of this resolution such committee or subcommittee is
authorized to hold hearings, to sit and aet at such times and places;
to employ such experts and clerieal, stenographie, and other assist-
ants; to require by subpena or otherwise the attendance of such wit~
nesses and the production of such books, papers, and documents; to
administer such oaths and to take such testimony and to make such
expenditures as it deems advisable. The cost of stenographic service
to report such heariogs shall not be In excess of 25 cents per hundred
words. The expenses of such committes or subcommittee shall not cx-
ceed §30,000 and shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate
upon vouchers approved by the chairman of such committee or sub-
committee, Buch committee or subcommittee shall make a final report
to the Senate as to its findings at the beginning of the sccond regular
sessfon of the Seventieth Congress,

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS

Mr. HALE submifted a resolution (8. Res. 48), which was
read and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows:

Regolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any subcommittea
thereof, be, and hereby is, authorized during the SBeventieth Congress to
gend for persons, books, and papers, to administer eaths, and to employ
a stenographer, at a cost not to exceed 25 cents per 100 words, to
report such hearings as may be had in connection with any subject
which may be before said committer, the expenses thereof to be paid out
of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the committee, or any
subcommittee {heréof, may sit during the sessions or recess of the
Benate,

| HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMTTTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania submitted a resolution (8. Res,
49), which was read and referred to the Committee to Audit
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows ;

Resolved, That the Committee on Milltary Affairs, or any subcommit-
tee thereof, is authorized during the Seventieth Congress to send for
persons, books, and papers, to administer oaths, and to employ a
stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 23 cents per 100 words, to report
such hearings as may be had on any subject before sald committee, the
expense thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Henate;
and that the commitiee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit during
the sessfons or recesses of the Senate.

COURT-MARTIAL OF COL. WILLIAM MITCHELL

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I move that Senate Reso-
lution 28, requesting a transcript of the court-martial proceed-
ings in the trial of Col. Willinm Mitchell, Afr Service, United
States Army, which was submitted by me on the 9th instant
and now lies on the table, be referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

The motion was agreed to.

NEW MEXICO'S MEMORIAL STONE IN WASHINGTON MONUMENT

AMr. BRATTON. Mr. President, on December 2 the memorial
stone presented by the State of New Mexico and placed in the
Washington Monument was dedicated. At that time certain
exerciges were had, including an address by the President of the
United States, giving n great deal of interesting data concern-
ing the State of New Mexico. I ask leave to have those pro-
ceedings printed as a Senate document with an illustration.

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

ARGUMENT BY HON, MILTON EVERETT

Mr., MAYFIELD. JMr. President, I ask unanimous conseunt to
have printed in the CoxerEssioNAL RECOED an argument by Hou.
Milton Everett, of San Antonio, Tex, in which he explaing the
“auetion plan ™ for the sale and marketing of food products,

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection? Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:
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[From the Southwestern Resources, November, 1027]
THE “AvcTiON I'LAN " ror SBALE OF Foop PRODUCTS

A great deal is said in Congress and legislatures about * marketing
plans,” to enable producers of food products to realize the value of their
products and to enable consumers to obtain same at a fair price. At
present * the spread” between the price the producer receives and
what the consumer pays is enormous and outrageous. The low prices
received by producers on the one hand has the effect of limiting pro-
duetion, and the high prices paid by consumers on the other, limit
consumption to the disadvantage of everybody but the handful of
middle men, commission men, storage men whose ranks are filled with
robbers.

ALL FARMS PRODUCE FOOD PRODUCTS

A farmer to make a living farming must grow his own living. In
doing so, he must of a mecessity grow a surplus which he should be
able to sell at a fair price. But the farmer or producer has no op-
portunity to sell at a profit, because his prices are made in the city
markets by a few men only, who are interested in selling his products.
The great mass of the consumers have nothing to say as to the prices
they are willing to pay for food productz, There is only one way the
consumer could have a chance to say what he is willing to pay. and
thut fs by creating an auetlon marketing system under the supervision
of the Federal Government, whereby every citizen of thie conntry would
be put on notice of food products for sale and the prices paid at whole-
sale for same,

It is entirely probable that taking all of the perishable food products
grown for market purposes and the sorpluses of farm home supplies,
that in the United States there is as much wasted as is consumed by
others than the growers.

WHAT 18 AN AUCTION PLAN?

The sale by auction of products that swifily deteriorate In guality or
value is world-wide. In this country all of our furs, wool, and other
products are sold at auctions conducted by private persons. In recent
years auctions of fruits and vegetables condacted by individuals for
profit have been established in 12 of our large cities, These auctions,
of course, are limited in their price making to the dealers in the cities
where they are held, and the prices received therein for fruits or
vegetables by no means represent the true prices that people are willing

to pay for such products—do not represent a price based upon supply |

and demand.

The ‘plan submitted herein for the distribution and sale of food prod-
uets 18 not designed to cover the distribution and sale of corn, wheat,
and oats;, These food products are now distributed and sold under a
system about ag good ns can be provided. If there are any changes
relative to these three products, such changes will or should come in
perfecting the present system of distribution and sale.

WHAT I8 INCLUDED IN THE AUCTION PLAN

Especially and particularly included are all food products of a
perishable nature, whether such nature requires icing of cars in
transit or not. Such a plan should also Include =uch products as are
grown in all parts of the country in small gquauntities, as peas, beans,
pumpkins, peanuts, rice, etc., and the nuts produced on our soil

THE PRESSING NEED OF TO-DAY

For the present, or in the beginning of the inaugurastion of a system
of distribution and sale of the products enumerated in the foregoing
paragraph, It is sufficient to provide for the distribution and sale of
perishable products, whether such require icing in transportation or not.

It is not necessary in this paper to consider the vast volume of traffic
In perishable food products, or the tremendous total value of such prod-
ucts. Neither is It necessary to call attention to the hundreds of
millions of dollars lost annually by our producers of perishable food
products, nor to the great spread between the prices received by pro-
ducers and those paild by consumers. These facts are known to all
students of the marketing problem, or ean easily be obtained from
Government sources. The thing that the Congress needs to be con-
vinced of is, that through the organization of a nation-wide plan for
the sale of perishable food products by auction in the various trade
centers, we can obviate the vast losses mow sustained by Dboth pro-
ducers and consumers,

THE PRESENT CONDITIONS

Generally speaking, the preponderant proportion of our perishable
food products has a price set on it by a few men In a few mnrkets.
totally and absolutely regardless of supply and demand.

The virtue of the “ auction plan " is in making a price that is based
on supply and demand. He who tries to provide a plan not based on
supply and demand, for the purpose of carrying favor with this or that
closs, will in the long run, do all classes much harm,

Not until a plan is provided to get a consensus of opinion of the
whole country, or a large part of the whole country, as to the demand
for any certain product and what people are willing to pay for it, will
there be any fairness in the establishment of prices for all parties
concerned—producers and consumers—and one class has as much right
to a fair price as the other class, and no more.
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OUR WIDESPREAD TRAPRIC

No other nation has ever In history bought its food products from
such far-distant markets within its own confines as this Nation. With
us, wherever products-come from, whether from producing points 50 miles
distant or 3,000 miles distant, we are under obligations to see fair play
and fair prices. We are not dealing with foreigners, as an Earopean
nation wonld be, with no obligation to see that this or that long-
distance shipper got a fair price or not, Neither can we penalize one
gection for losses or forced prices in another.

It has often been stated that each producing section of a like prod-
net, in the distribution of such product, should keep in touch with the
disiribution of such produoct from all other sections, so that some
markets would not be gorged and others slighted, Under present sell-
ing conditions this is absolutely impossille under any circumstances.

Primarily this is true for two reasons: First, organization work to
acquire aecurate marketing information over a large area of production
as we have in this country reguires the expenditure of large sums of
money and also necessitates the employment of expert men at large
salaries ; second (and chiefly), the areas of production of perishable
products i constantly changiog for many reasons.

All farmers produce for their own use perishable food products, and
all have a surplus at one time or another which should come on the
market ; in hundreds of small sections of the country the farmers once
selling their surplus products at a good price will the following season
plant largely of such products and without organization to sell them,
will get low prices or lose money, and the next season ent down their
acreage agaln to supply their own demands.

In Texas, which State is a large prod of perishable food products,
it frequently happens that a single county will go in for, say, sweet
potatoes, and in a season or two be marketing a thousand carloads;
then comes a sethback In prices, and the production will be less than
a hundred cars,

This hag happened in Texas scores of times as regards sweet potatocs,
white potatoes, watermelons, cantaloupes, tomatoes, cncunmbers, ete,
Then again the weather econditions cause a wide divergenee in produe-
tion. For example, in a recent year In two south Texas countics which
previonsly shipped during two months more than 500 ecarloads of
encumberg, heans, tomatoes, and peppers, this year on account of a
drought did not ship 50 ears,

There iz absolutely no chanee under the econditions that exist in the
widespread territory of onr conntry for the production of perishable
food products for such products to be sold at falr prices to producers
and consumers under present marketing arrangements, and no way
to arrive at fair prices except under the auction plan supervised by the
Federal Government.

The only guide possible for the widely spread producers in the dis-
tribution of their products is the price offered, when such price is
established through a widespread offering of the articles for sale, and
said sale Is made and price established by or through some Government
agency, so that it is known to be a real price and not a dealer’'s fictitious
price made to induce shipments, ereate an oversupply, and beat down
the prices in the interest of cold-storage houses, .

HOW PRICES ARE NOW MADE -

Generally speaking again, our perishable food products are eonsigned
to various brokers and commission merchants in a comparatively few
cities. These brokers and commission merchants establish prices hased
upon the demand during a brief period each day—a consensus of the
offerings of a few buyers or consumers,

For example, a certain number of cars of a perishable product arrives
in the city of 8t. Louis, How many people who are in the market
as consumers of such product have a veice in saying what the priee
should be? And even if every citizen and consumer in the city had a
voice in setting a priee according to the demand, the vast population
within, say, 50 miles of the city who are also consumers huave no voice
at all, and there are as many people within a radius of 50 miles possibly
as are in the city itself.

A handfol of men, and generally men who have a selfish interest to
serve in fixing low prices, make all the prices for our perishable food
products. Of course, there are a few exceptions In highly organized
produets, but their percentage of the vast whole is so small that It
does not count,

The thing to do is to fix prices based on supply and demand where
all the population, all the buyers, dealers, and consumers have a say
whether they live in the cities of large population, to which the perish-
able products are directly shipped, or in 10,000 small cities and towns
of the country whose inhabitants are also interested in the purchase and
the consumption of perishable food produets. This condition can only
be brought about by the sale of our food products by anetion, said
auction to take place at a certain time each day at an established
place of which all men will bave previous knowledge and each ecun
compete with all others in the purchase of carloads of food products.

HOW THE AUCTIONX PLAN WILL WORK

Let us say that the Federnl Government establishes a marketing or-
ganization along the lines of the Federal reserve system. In this or-
ganization it would be provided that the system will make a charge for
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ench car of prodoets auctioned, such charge to cover the costs of opera-
tion and add something to a fund for the future establishment of
Government market places fn the larger cities. This marketing system
would establish certain markets for the receipt and sale of food prod-
ucts to be sold each day at auction. At a ceriain hour each day an
guction would be held, and there would be sold all carloads of food
produets on hamd or “ to arrive” prior to the next sale, All sales to
be subject to certain standards of quality and condition and reclama-
tions would be made when sueh standards were not complied with.

It may be here stated that in the course of a ghort time all producers
would bave a knowledge of the Government standards and would be
edger to comply therewith. Furthermore, the producers, having confi-
dence In getting just prices and real prices for their products and in not
belng robbed as they now are In thousaunds of cases, would vie with each
wiher in establishing in the markets a reputation for their goods aud
wcek to have their especial products find favor with the buyers who
would know of their execellent pack or product.

In this public way—auction plan—of establishing prices at a certain
hour each day in all the markets, it would be found that dealers in wany
small eities and towns would have buyers in the market places who
would compete when there was an overplus of products in the markef,
and the cold-storage houses would be compelled to pay an honest price
for their purchasecs. Eventually we would come to the condition when
onr perishalile-food products would be sold at a uniform price throughout
the country plus the transportation charges.

The price setting would be open and aboyve board, the price wounld be
a real and dependable price, not a fictitlons price set by a few thieving
brokers to rob the producers of the value of their toil. Amnother thing,
there are thieving and dishonest producers and shippers, as well as those
at the other end of the line. Such would be put out of business or com-
pelled to mend their ways, for the quality and value of their pack would
soon be generally known to all buyers. For example : The Government
auctioneer would say, * 1 am offcring a car of tomatoes, about 25,000
pounds, loaded in M, K. T, car 41144, due to arrive at 4 p, m. in this
market, This car was packed and shipped by John Smith, of Smith-
ville, Tex. What am I offered?” No shipper could possibly defraud
the public under such a condition of sale.

The fact that the shipmenis of a certain man or brand would bring
an extra price in the market at public auction would foree, or at least
encourage, all shippers to compete with the best or go back to producing
something else that was not judged, priced, and sold under the glare of
national publicity.

BENEFITS IN TRANSPORTATION

Such a plan for national auctions at certain hours each day in all
markets would enable the railroad companies to so adjust their schedules
of trains bearing perishalle food products to arrive at the various
markets at a nearly uniform hour each day, just as milk trains now
arrive at the markets at certain hours.

It would also give our railway managements an opportunity to con-
sulldate their shipments into solid trains, which would accelerate the
time In transportation: and provide more economical handling, It
would not be long after the auction plan was iuaugurated that facilities
would be provided for showing in all the markets each day all of the
carload perishable food products moving tlhiroughout the country.

A consolidution of the sbipments of such products into eolid trains
would enable the railroad companies to put into operation cold-storage
trains, with all cars kept at a uniform temperature by a refrigerating
machine in one car, thus saving time, cost in reicing, and deterioration
from changes in temperature, and insore all products arriving at markets
in a uniform condition.

AGRICULTURAL RELIEF

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the
Recorp a resolution of the Dark Tobacco Growers' Cooperative
Association indorsing the McNary-Haugen bill, together with an
accompanying article by “ The Rambler.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The resolution and article are as follows:

Whereas the plight of the farmers of America is even worse now
than it was 12 months ago at the time that President Coolidge vetoed
the MeXNary-Haugen bill and offered neither substitute por even con-
solation to the agricultural classes; and

Whereas an American standard of living has been guoaranteed fo
merchants and manufaeturers through the tariff bill; to bankers
throngh the Federal reserve act; to rallreads through the Interstate
(W ce O izglon ; to laborers through the Adamson bill and the
immigration law, while farmers, by being compelled to buy on a. pro-
tected market and sell pn.a world-wide market, are foreed to a standard
of living on a level with European peasants and Mexican peons; and

Whereas the law of sopply and demand does pot apply when the
supply is in the bands of unorganized farmers and the demand is in
the bamds of organized dealers; and

Whereas cooperative marketing of farm products on a large scale
bas failed beeause it s financially impossible for members to earry
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all the burden of the surplus for the benefit of wonmembers: There-
fore be it

Resolced, That we, the directors of the Dark Tobacco Growers' Co-
operative Association, in regulir mounthly meeting assembled this the
15th day of November, 1927, and speaking for the 76,000 farm fam-
ilies that we represent in Keotucky, Tennessee, and Indiana, do re-
affirm our faith in the MeNary-Haugen bill and espeecially the equali-
zation fee feature which requires all growers of a commodity to share
allke in carrying the burden of the snrplus, just as all national banks
are required to be members of the Federal reserve system: and be it
further

Resalved, That we earnestly reqguest onr Senators and Congressmen
to show their sympathy for their farmer constitnents by using their
influence and votes to secure the immediate passage of the MeNary-
Haugen bill In the next session of Congress,

MoNArY-TTaveEN BiLun
By the Rambler

Relief for the farwer through the efort of the Congress will not
down, 1In past years the Hepubllean Party has existed as the pro-
tector of manufacturing and moneyed interests. Farmers of the north-
ern aml eastern Btates have remained Republican as a matter of
“ principle,”” but’ just what that principle is they are not well advised.
Possibly it is the remains of the Civil War and the question of
slavery.

However, the great West has been settled. The settlers there in
the main left bygones behind, and while remaining Republiean in
principle, yet kept out a weather eye. Following the sentiment of
those they represented western Congressien have been more or less
an uncertain guantity in the Republican ranks. The West iz new,
amd the West has sprung a number of new ideas in government, Some
of them were good and some not so good. But at least it may be
safd the West is original,

The western farmers have demanded relief. Such a thing as Gov-
ernment aid was mmheard of., Then the people discovered for the
first thme that the Government had for a century, except when Demo-
erats were in power, bheen giving aid to the mannfacturing and moneyed
intereste, throungh the manipnlation of the Republiean Party, by the
tarifr,

The Democratic Party has sought to give relief by the lowering of
the tariff. But the western farmer has remained loyal to the * time-
honored  high tariff of his Republican Party, but would ingefiously
circumvent its effects on his business with the MeNary-Haugen bill.

Thus the agricultural Republican saves his faee on his prior ad-
voescy hy still contending for high tariff, but at the same time
inslsting on relief from fts effects upon agrienltural products by the
MeXNary-Haugen bill.

The MceXNary-Haugen bill is not sound in principle under normal
conditions, But conditions are not normal, and we had as well fight
the devil with fire,

Just so long ss Republican high tariff remains in force, just thut
long I am in favor of offsetting its effects on agricultural products
with the MeNary-Haugen Dbill.

ASSOCIATION RESOLUTION

The directors of the Dark Tebacco Growers' Cooperative Associntion
at their last meeting in Hopkinsville adopted a resolution reqnesting
the pussage of the MeXNary-Haogen bill,

The rvesolution criticizes President Coolidge for vetoing the MeNary-
Haugen bill and not offering any other relief or even consolation. The
resolution mentions the following who are protected to be merchants
and manufacturers through the tarif bill; bankers through the Federal
regerve act; railroads through the Interstate Commerce Commission ;
laborers through the Adamson bill and Immigration law, while farmers,
by being compelled to buy on a protected market and sell on a world-
wide murket, are foreed to a stundard of living on a level with Euro-
pesn peasants and Mexican peons.

The resolution further points out that the law of supply and demand
does not apply when the supply Is in the hands of farmers and the
demand is in the hamds of organized dealers.

In requesting the passage of the MeNary-Haugen bill the directors
of the association wounld have the equalization fee renmin in it. This
equalization fee means that every grower of a given commodity pay
his fee and thus all share equally In earrying the Dburden of the
surplus.

The hue and ery was raised agalust the MeNary-Haogen hill that it
was putting the Government in busiuess. But the advocates of the
bill answered that the Governmment had been in business as a protec-
tionist for a century at the behest of the Republican Party and that it
comes now with the poor grace to ery * wolf”

THAT BRANN SUIT

It has been intimated for some weeks that the buyers would lay off
of medivm and low grade tobaceo this year unless it eould be bought
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“pight.” It hos been suggested that this was to force the assoelation
on the market with what it has on hand. But the association didn’t
get panicky and give what it had away. It was negotiating a big
gule at a rensonable price. This didn't suilt somebody—somebody no-
body knows who. But about the time for the market to open some-
body—certainly not the deluded farmers in west Tennessee in whose
name the snit in Judge Dawson's court was brought—ifiled a petitlon
in the same suit for a recelver. 4

Well, there's no need to comment further. Space ia valuable,

It may be slow work, but some day the farming classes will come
to their own. Others with more brains and less honor have manipu-
Iated the thing for a long time. The farmer is a lot smarter than he
used to be; that is, better informesd.

Some of these days if the farmer doesn’'t get action in Congress and
in State legislatores he's going to know the reason why.

But the good year of 1027 is the wrong time to pull this receiver
stuff.. There's too little tobacco in the world to-day for the big ones
to force the price down. Government statistics show it and no one
knows it better than the big buying interests. The association tobacco
might all be dumped on the market through a recelver and still not
fill up the hole.

FIRST DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, from the Committee on Ap-
propriations I report favorably with amendments the bill
(H. R. 5800) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in
certain appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928,
and prior fiseal years, to provide supplemental appropriations
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other pur-
poses, and I submit a report (No. 1) thereon.

Mr, President, I wish to say that this bill was considered in
the House of Representatives immediately after the 5th of
December, and also by the committee of the Senate. It has
been thoroughly examined in the meetings of the Committee,
and the measure has been approved. The bill was passed last
week by the House of Representatives. It is very similar to
the deficiency bill which failed in the filibuster at the end of
the last session of Congress; the items are almost precisely
identical, but the amount of the bill, of course, is larger be-
cause of some very important deficiencies which have been
added to it, such as the shortage in the appropriations for
the payment of pensions, and so forth. I am reporting the bill
at this time, and at some later time in the day, perhaps, I
shall, with the consent of the Senate, bring it up for con-
sideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will go fo the calendar.

AMr, FLETCHER, Mr. President, I inquire what became of
the report submifted by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
Warrexn]? I understand he simply reported the deficiency
bill from the Appropriations Committee. I did not hear what
action was taken.

Mr. WARREN. I merely reported the bill from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations,

The VICE PRESIDENT.
calendar.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I frust that the Senator
from Wyoming does not intend to call the bill up for con-
sideration to-day?

Mr., WARREN. It was my intention to do so, should the
Senate desire to consider the bill.

Mr. HARRISON. I had hoped that the Senator would wait
until to-morrew to ask for the consideration of the bill, so that
we might have an opportunity to read it. Some of us who are
not on the committee would like to know what its provisions'are.

Mr. WARREN. That will be perfectly agreeable.

Mr, LA FOLLETTE subsequently said: Mr. President, there
was so much confusgion in the Chamber when the Senator from
Wyoming offered the first deficiency bill that I shonld like to
have the matter cleared up. Did the Senator report the bill
from the commitiee or did he merely introduce the bill?

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, answering the Senator from
Wisedbngin [Mr. La Forrerre], I reported the bill from the
committee with amendments which have received the approval
of the committee,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. May I ask the Senator how the com-
mittee has had an opportunity of passing upon the bill if the
committee is not as yet organized?

Mr. WARREN. The committee was organized so far as its
old members are concerned, who naturally could act, and the
membership was all there, barring the two vacancies on the
Republican side.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Were there any minority members
present?

LXIX—31

The bill was ordered to the
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Mr, WARREN. All were present, I think, who were in the
city and able to attend, and the bill was uvnanimously authorized
to be reported.

STANDING COMMITTEES

Mr. WATSON. I offer the resclution in the nature of an
order which T gend to the clerk's desk and ask for its imme-
dinte consideration.

The order submitted by Mr. Warsox is as follows:

Ordered, That the following shall constituie the standing committees
of the Senate of the Seventieth Congress: )

On Agriculture and Forestvy—Messrs, McNary (chalrman), Norris,
Capper, Keyes, Gooding, Norbeck, Frazier, Gould, Smith, Ransdell, Ken-
drick, Heflin, Caraway, Mayfleld, Wheeler, Thomas, and Shipstead.

On Appropriations—>Messrs. Warren (chairman), Smoot, Jones of
Washington, Curtis, Hale, Phipps, Keyes, Bingham, Oddie, Nye, Owver-
man, Iarris, Glass, Jones of New Mexico, McKellar, Broussard, Ken-
drick, Copeland, and Hayden.

To Audit and Control the Contingent Frpenses of the Senate.—Messrs,
Deneen (chairman), Fess, Greene, Caraway, and Walsh of Massachusetis,

On Banking and Currency.—Messrs, Norbeck (chairman), Edge,
Phipps, Sackett, Frazier, Pine, Brookhart, Steiwer, Fletcher, Glass,
Edwards, Mayfield, Wagner, Barkley, and Tydings.

On Civil Service—Messrs, Dale (chairman), Couzens, du Pont, Pioe,
Brookhart, Blaine, McKellar, Ransdell, Heflin, George, and Bruce.

On Claims.—Messrs, Howell (chairman), Capper, Deneen, Nye, Me-
Master, Steiwer, Waterman, Trammell, Bayard, Caraway, Stephens,
Mayfield, and Black,

On Commerce—Messrs. Jones of Washingfon (chairman), McNary,
Willis, Johnson, Dale, Gould, Edge, Sackett, La Follette, Nye, Fletcher,
Ransdell, Sheppard, Simmons, Stephens, IMarris, Copeland, Hawes, and
Tydings.

On the District of Columbia.—Messrs. Capper (chairman), Jones of
Washington, da Pont, Sackett, Gould, Blaine, Waterman, King, Glass,
Copeland, Edwards, Neely, and Bruce.

On Education and Labor—Messrs. Conzens (chairman), Borah, Phipps,
Metealf, Bingham, Gillett, Jones of New Mexico, Ferris, Copeland, Tyson,
and Walsh of Massachusetts.

On Ewnrolled Bills.—Messrs, Greene (chairman); Gillett, and, Blease.

On Erpenditures in the FEgpecutive Departments—Messrs. Sackett
(chairman), Hale, Keyes, Goff, Swanson, Bayard, and Hawes,

On  Finance.—Messrs, Smoot (chairman), McLean, Curtis, Watson,
Reed of Pennsylvania, Shortridge, Edge, Couzens, Fess, Greene, Deneen,
Rimmons, Jones of New Mexico, Gerry, Harricon, King, Bayard, George,
Walsh of Massachusetts, and Barkley.

On Foreign Relations—Messrs. Borah (chairman), Johnson, Moses,
Willis, McLean, Edge, Capper, Gillett, Reed of Pennsylvania, Swanson,
Pittman, Robinson of Arkansas, Walsh of Montana, Reed of Missouri,
Harrison, Ferris, Bayard, and Shipstead.

On Immigration.—Messrs, Johnson (chairman), Keyes, Willis, Reed of
Pennsylvania, Nye, Gould, King, Harrig, Copeland, Blease, and Stephens.

On Indian Affwirs,—Messrs, Frazier (chairman), Schall, McMaster,
La Follette, jr., Jones of Washington, Pine, Stelwer, Ashurst, Kendrick,
Wheeler, Dill, Bratton, and Thomas.

On Interoceanic Canals.—Messre. Edge (chairman), Greeme, Schall,
Pine, Brookharf, Blaine, Walsh of Montana, Trammell, Ransdell, May-
field, and Blease,

On Interstate Commeree.—2Nessrs. Watson (chairman), Gooding, Cou-
zens, Fess, HHowell, Goff, Pine, Backett, Mercalf, dun Pont, Smith, Pitt-
man, Bruee, Dill, Wheeler, Mayfield, Hawes, Black, and YWagner.

On Irrigation and Reclamation.—Messrs, 'hipps (chairman), Jones of
Washington, MeNary, Gooding, Oddie, Shortridge, Johnson, Howell,
Sheppard, Walsh of Montana, Kendrick, Pittman, Simmons, Dill, and
Ashurst,

On the Judiciary.—Messrs. Norris (chairman), Borah, Deneen, Gillett,
Goff, Robinson of Indiana, Blaine, Steiwer, Waterman, Overnrmn, Reed
of Missourf, Ashurst, Walsh of Montana, Caraway, King, Neely, and
Stephens, A

On the Library.—Messrs. Feas (chairman), Howell, Gillett, Blngham,
McKellar, Ferrig, and Barkley.

On Manufactures.—Messrs. McLean (chalrman), MeNary, Metealf,
La Folette, jr., Gould, Deneen, Smith, Reed of Missouri, Edwards,
‘Wheeler, and Tyson,

On Militery Affairs.—Messrs, Reed of Penusylvania (chairman), War-
ren, Greene, Bingham, MeMaster, Pine, Robinson of Indiana, Brookhart,
Blaine, Fletcher, Sheppard, George, Tyson, Blease, Steck, Wagner, and
Black.

On Mines and Mining—DMesgrs, Oddle (chairman), do Pont, Goff,
La Follette, jr., Robinson of Indlana, Fragier, Walsh of Montana,
Ashurst, Pittman, and King,

On Naral Affairs—Messrs, Hale (chairman), Oddie, Norbeck, Short-
ridge, Metealf, Schall, Howell, Steiwer, Waterman, Swanson, Gerry,
Trammell, Broussard, Edwards, Dill, Walsh of Massachusetts, and
Tydings.
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On Patents—Alessrs, Metealf (chairman), Norris, Waterman,
Smith, Broussard, Dill, and Shipstead.

On Pensions.—Messrs, Robinson of Indiana (chalrman), Norbeck, Dale,
Schall, Frazier, Couzens, , Gerry, Wheeler, Neely, Bratton, Steck,
and Shipstead. 3

On Post Offices and Post Roads,—Messrs. Moses (chairman), Phipps,
Oddie, Dale, du Pont, Schall, McMaster, Frazier, La Follette, jr., Brook-
hart, McKellar, Heflin, Trammell, Ferris, Blease, BEratton, Steck, and
Thomas.

On Printing.—Messrs, Binghom (chairman), Moses, Capper, Fletcher,
Ransdell, Bruce, and Shipstead.

On Privileges and Elections—Messrs. Shortridge (chairman), Watson,
Greene, Deneen, Goff, Edge, Steiwer, Watermmn, King, George, Neely,
Smith, Caraway, Iteed of Missourl, and Bratton,.

On Publioc Buildings and (rounds.—Mesgrs, Keyes (chairman), War-
ren, Fess, McMaster, Gould, Smoot, Shortridge, Reed of Missouri,
Ashurst, Trammell, Swanson, Mayfield, Edwards, Tydings, and Ship-
stead.

On Public Lands and Surcveps,—>Messrs, Nye (chairman), Smoot, Nor-
beck, Oddie, Dale, McNary, Willis, Gooding. Pittman, Jomes of New
Mexico, Kendrick, Walsh of Montana, Dill, Ashurst, and Wagner.

On Rules.—Messrs, Curtis (chairman), Hale, Mos=es, Watson, Dale,
Smoot. Reed of Pennsylvania, Overman, Harrison, Robinson of Arkansas,
Neely, Swanson, and McKellar,

On Territories and Imsular Possessions.—Messrs, Willis (chairman),
Johnson, Bingham, Robinson of Indiana, Nye, Heed of Pennsylvania,
Metealf, Norbeck, Pittman, Robinson of Arkansas, Harris, Broussard,
Bayard, Bratton, and Hayden,

Mr, DILL. Mr. President, does the Senator ask to have the
resolntion considered immediately?

Mr. WATSON. Yes. My thought was that the list of com-
mittees should be reported this morning and that the com-
mittees should be appointed.

Mr. DILL. I have not seen the list of committees, and I do
not believe we ought to do that.

AMr, WATSON. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swaxsox]
has handed me a list of Democratic members of committees.

Mr., SWANSON. Mr. President, 1 will say that the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Rosixsox], who was obliged to leave the
city, left with me the list of committees agreed on by the
Demoeratic steering committee. I understood that it was
agreed that we would not proceed any further with the organi-
zation to-day than the appointment of committees, but that we
wounld agree to do that much,

Mr. WATSON. That is right. The Senator from Kansas
[Mr. Curtis] can state the agreement with the Senator from
Arkansas,

Mr. CURTIS. The understanding wasg that we would act
upon the election of the committees when they were reported
and then defer further action on the election of officers until
some later day, which I understand will be abont Wednesday
or Thursday.

Mr. WATSON. Thursday.

Mr. DILL. Why can not the list be printed in the Recorp
and taken up to-morrow? We have waited all this time, and
another day’s delay will not be material.

Mr. WATSON. I have no objection to that, of course, but I
did not think there would be any objection raised.

Mr. DILL. I do not see any reason for suspending a rale
on a matter of this kind providing for the appointment of com-
mittees, particularly inasmuch as some of us do not know what
the list-is.

Mr. HARRISON.
Indiana a guestion?

Mr, WATSON. Certainly.

Mr. HARRISON. There is nothing in the suggestion that
there are certain Senators on the other side who must see what
committee assignments they receive before they vote on the
organization of the Senate, is there?

Mr. WATSON. I will say to my suspicious friend from
Mississippi

Mr, HARRISON.
a question,

Mr, WATSON. I will say that there is nothing of that kind
involved, because every Member on this side is fully aware
of the committee to which he has been assigned, and my under-
standing is that they are as nearly satisfied as it falls to the
average man to be satisfied in n complex sitnation of this
character.

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has performed a great service,

Mr. SWANSON. 1 ask that the list as proposed may be
printed in the REecorp, s0 that the Senator from Washington
{Mr. Dizr] may read it before he gives his consent.

Mr. WATSON. I make the request that the list may be
printed in the REcoRrD.

Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from

I am not suspicious; I am merely asking
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The list will appear in the Recorbp,

Mr, SMITH. I ask the Senator from Indiana if he con-
templates submitting the committee list for both sides?

Mr, WATSON, Certainly; that is the custom.  They Loth
are submitted by one individual. It does not matter about
that, however,

Mr., SMITH. I understood from what the Senator said that
he had been handed a list of the committee assignments for
this side.

Mr. WATSON. Yes; I have been.

Mr. SMITH. And I thought, perhaps, if the others were
zoing to be read that we should have both read at this time.

Mr., WATSON. I understand that the lisis are not to be
read, but simply printed in the Recorp,

Mr. SMITH. That will be satisfactory.

Mr, WATSON. Of course, the list for both sides will be
printed. That has been the custom, I will say to my friend.

AMENDMENT TO RULES—RELEVANCY OF DEBATE

Mr. JONES of Washington. I send to the clerk's desk a
notice, which I ask may be read according to the rules.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Notice is hereby given that on the next legishitive day he will propose
an amendment to Role XIX of the Standing Rules of the Senate, relating
to debate, as follows:

Amend said rule by adding thereto a paragraph to be numbered 7, to
read as follows:

“7. Debate shall be confined to the subject matter under consideration,
and all points of order relating thereto shall be decided by the Chair
without debate. Upon an appeal from a decision of the Chair upon any
such point of order no Senator shall gpeak more than once nor longer
than 10 minutes."

AMENDMEXT TO RULES—RELEVANCY OF AMENDMENTS

Mr, JONES of Washington. I send to the desk another notice
in accordance with the rules and ask that it may be read.

The VICH PRESIDENT. The clerk will read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Notice is hereby given that on the next legislative day he will propose
an amendment to Rule XVILI of the Senate Standing Rules, relating to
amendments, by adding thereto a new paragraph to read as follows:

“2 No amendment shall be in order to a bill, resolution, or other
amendment unless it be germane to the subject matter under considera-
tion. If a point of order is made ngalnst a proposed amendment, it
ghall be decided without debate, unless the Chair desires to hear discns-
sion. Upon any appeal from the deeision of the Chair relating to such
point of order no Senator shall speak more than once nor longer than
10 minutes.”

Mr. SWANSON. My, President. the Senator does not con-
template asking the Renate to adopt those amendments to the
rules without reference to the committee?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I expeet, in accordance with
the rule and the notice, to offer the amendments on the next
legislative day; and if then there is a request that they be
referred to the Committee on Rules, T shall make no objection
to it, although under the rules they could be taken up at once.

Mr. HARRISON. When will the Senator offer his resolution
to change the rules?

Mr. JONES of Washington. T will gay that I gave the same
notice and offered the same amendments in the last Congress.

Mr. HARRISON. I know.

Mr. JONES of Washington, This is merely a notice of my
intention to offer these amendments.

AMr. HARRISON. The Senator has offered a similar reso-
lution in several Congresses; but at this Congress he has just
offered his resolution?

Mr. JONES of Washington. Oh, yes; I just gave a notice.

AMr. HARRISON. Bauat the Senator does not contemplate ap-
pearing before the Rules Committee and presenting his avgu-
ments in the matter and letting it take the regular parliamen-
tary course before the Committee on Rules?

Mr. JONES of Washington. I take it that when I offer the
amendments pursuant to these notices there will be a request
that they go to the Committee on Rules, and I shall be per-
fectly satisfied to have that done:; and at the proper time 1
shall be glad to appear before the Committee on Rules,

Mr. HARRISON. Does the chairman of the Commitiee on
Rules ask that they go to the Rules Committee?

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President. I think the Senator misun-
derstands the rule. The rule requires that this notice shall be
given before an amendment is proposed. It is my intention,
when the amendment is offered, to ask that it go to the Com-
mittee on Rules,
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Mr. HARRISON. I thought the Senator from Washington
was trying fo bring the matter up on the floor of the Senate
and was giving the notice in order to avoid the two-thirds
proposition,

Mr; JONES of Washington. No, Mr. President; I am giving
the notice pursunant to the rules themselves, which require a
notice fo be given one day before any amendment to the rules
is presented. This is the notice which the rules require.

Mr, MOSES. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator if he
i:inrl.e:;ds to oppose the course contemplated by the leader on our
side

Mr. JONES of Washington. No, Mr. President. If a request
is made that the matter go to the committee, I shall make no
objection, as I said a moment ago:

INVESTIGATION OF ELECTION EXPENDITURES

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next order of business is reso-
lutions coming over from a preceding day. The Chair lays
before the Senate Senate Resolution 10, submitted by Mr. REen
of Missouri.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senior Senator
from Missuori [Mr. ReEn] is detained in the Supreme Court of
the United States. I therefore ask unanimous consent that this
resolution may go over without prejudice until the Senator
from Missouri is able to be in the Chamber,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

SETTLEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL DEBTS

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I ask permission to have printed
in the Recorp an article from the Chicago Daily News of Fri-
day, December 2, 1927, on the settlement of international debts;
and I ask to have printed in connection with it an editorial on
the same subject appearing in the same issue of the paper.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ebjection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is here printed, as follows:

BOND GERMANY FOR $8,000,000,000, END WAR DEBTS, HIS PLAN—SALMON
0, LEVINSON, CHICAGO ATTORNEY, PROPOSES BWEEPING ADJTUSTMENT
OF INTERNATIONAL FISCAL PROBLEM AND 62-YEAR PEACH

An attempt to suggest a comprehensive plan of readjustment for
the vexing questions of German reparations, allied and interallied gov-
ernment debts, European appeasement and peace, was made to-day in
the form of a statement by Salmon . Levinson, well-known Chicago
attorney and student of international peace problems.

Coupled with a eomprehensive financial proposal which aims at heal-
ing the financial sores left as a result of the World War, and as a
guaranty to the undisturbed execution of the proposal, is a pln'n to
eliminate war and threats of war over a period of 82 years.

My, Levinson enjoys a world reputation as a legal physician whn is
able to restore anemic corporations and even private properties to
vigorous health., The same principles might, he thinks, be walid in
curing the financial ills of States. He has discussed the financial pro-
gram with leading bankers aud other authorities in several countries
and they bave pronounced it to be practical. So far as is known, Mr.
Levinson’s proposal is the first attempt to couple financial cure and
mutually covenanted world peace, without which the necessary period
of finaneial convaleseence would be at the mercy of deliberate or light-
minded wreckers.

It is to be expected that Mr. Levinson's scheme will be received with
deep intercst and given exhaustive consideration not only In the United
States but throughout Europe,

Following is Mr. Levinson's statement in full :

“ Many excellent snggestions of readjustment have been made, but so
far as the writer knows they deal, respectively, with only one phase of
the European situation. Sometimes it is with the settlement and dis-
position of German reparations; sometimes with the resettlement or
cancellation of the allied debts owing the United States; sometimes the
emphasls is put upon the necessity for revising the treaty of Versailles;
and, of course, many plans deal purely with the question of world peace.
The central Idea of this proposal is to eonsider all of these acute gues-
tions and problems together ; in other words, to handle them as is done,
generally speaking, in the case of a reorganization of a distressed rail-
road or Industrial corporation. In reorganizations all interests are
considered In one complete scheme of rehabilitation and adjnstment,
The analogy may not be complete, but it is suficiently so for the purpose.

“ When every nation sees what all other nations are to receive, how it
is to be treated amd what the general result will be, criticism and dis-
trust are disarmed and general confidence and harmony are attainable.
This is the ‘open diplomacy ' of reorganizations. 5

“ Settlements bave been made by our Government with practically all
our European debtors except France, which has not ratified the agree-
ment. This article does not discuss the wisdom of these settiements, but
takes them as facts in the economic problem. However, it may not be

amiss to say that the writer has never been In sympathy with the view
that the Great Wur was originally our war, that we were military part-
ners with the Allies throughont, and that our loans to them during and
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after the war were mere contribntions to a common canse, Nor has the
writer ever considered the effort to fix the * capacity to pay’ of a nation
over a period of 62 years angthing short of a wild guess. But the
settlements are closed incidents and we start from them as a base.
Suffice it to say that the United States has been liberal in these adjust-
ments, although we have apparently received little or no credit for
generosity or even leniency.

“In 1917 we entered the World War not only in good faith but
enthusiastically *‘to end war’'—that is, to establish durable world
peace. While we materially aided in victory for the allied cause, the
vision of world peace is still distant.

“The purposes of the proposed plan may be summarized as follows:

“1. To get a T compromise in cash for the United States
of the *present worth® of the debt settlements, which will furnish im-
mediate and substantial relief to our taxpayers, who are bearing the
whole brunt of the American cost of the war,

“2 To have the German reparations fixed at a definite amount and
paid, the amount to be financed by a world consortium of bankers in
cooperation with the governments invelved, so that Germany mnay pay
adequate reparations and also be able to work out the economic salva-
tion of her people.

“3. To use the proceeds of the financed fixation of German repara-
tions to pay all the sums needed under the proposed plan to bring
about the settlement and discharge of all the allied and Interallied
government debts; for stabilization currencies for equitable adjust-
ments with those European nations having specific claims to German
reparations and for the necessary cost of the loan.

#4. The nations involved to sign a treaty of peace, open to all other
civilized nations, wherein there will be substituted for the 62 years of
debt installment payments by our European debtors, a ¢2-year experl-
ment in world peace by the renunciation for that period of the use of
war for the settlement of international disputes. In other words, to
get also from this adjustment the ideal for which we fought in the
war—the ending of war by international agreement.

“H. To make such modifications of the treaty of Versailles as are
compatible with the terms and purposes of this proposal.

“The position taken by President Wilson that the guestion of allied
debts should not be considered in conjunction with German repara-
tions was sound. This view was approved and adopted by the Harding
and Coolidge administrations. At the time this subject was orlginally
broached it meant two things—first, the making of all payments by
the Allles to the United States conditional on the payment to them of
repatations by Germany ; and, secondly, and more important, the United
States was asked to take, in payment of the allied debts, German ‘C’
bonds, third-mortgage bonds, all subordinated to the bonds to be given
the Allies. This would have put the United States in the position of
military collector of reparations from Germany, in order to protect our
third-mortgage bonds, as we would have released the Allies. The
proposal herein contained is free from these objections. In faet, the
plan provides a complete settlement, wherein the United States would
be paid a falr present-worth compromise of the debt settlements in
c¢ash, the reparations would be adjusted and discharged, and the whole
network of allied and interallied indebtedness would be disentangled
and ended.

“The principal of the allied debts owing the United States was about
£10,000,000,000, which, with accumulated interest, amounted to about
$12,000,000,000. By the lenient settlements made by your Debt Fund-
ing Commission and approved by Congress (including the unratified
French settlement) between $6,000,000,000 and $7,000,000,000 wore in
effect canceled through the omission and reduetion of Interest over the
period of 02 years. The present worth of the debis owing the
United States under the settlements (that is, the present cash value an
expert accountant would give them, assuming that all the installments
will be paid for the 62 years) is, roughly, %5,000,000,000. The
eancellation of $6,000,000,000 to $7,000,000,000 plus the present worth
of about $3,000,000,000 epitomizes the present allled debt situation.so
far as the United States is concerned. Of course, it requires considerable
optimism to believe that all these countries will coutinue to pay their
installments to us over the 62-year period.

“Even if the nations actually and punctually pay all the.u' install-
ments, the present generation of our taxpayers will get an almost
negligible benefit. For, under these settlements the installment pay-
ments and most of the interest rates do not begin to be substantial until
about 25 years from now. But it has been computed that at the present
rate of progress our own $18,000,000,000 of Government debt will all be
paid off within 25 years, Therefore the next generation that will get
the benefit of the increased installment payments and interest rates
will be a generation that nationally is practically free from debt. In
other words, American taxpayers will get relief when they do not need
relief. There -is no good reason why the present generation should
stand all the burden of our participation in the war. The propesed
plan offers immediate and partial relief to present taxpayers and even
so will accélerate by many years the day when our national war debt
will be entirely paid off,
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“1In addition to the debt settlements, the United States has a claim
of $250,000,000 arising out of our contribution to the army of occupa-
tion Immediately following the armistice, We were to have a first lien
for these advances, but for some reason or other we have not been paid,
#s0 far as the writer knows, anything either on principal or interest.
As the other governments contributing to the army of occupation have
been pald, it seems reasonable to propose that this expense of the Unlted
States, which was incurred for the benefit of the Allies and after the
war, should be repaid.

*“While, as above stated, the TUnited States happily kept itself free
from participation in or collection of German reparations, nevertheless
in any ‘ reorganization ' of Europe we must all agree tliat the center and
crux are the German reparations., This is obviously true so far as any
finaneial adjustment is concerned, and it is almost equally true with
regard to European appeasement and peace. Accordingly, this plan pro-
poses that the German reparations be fixed at the amount of $6,000,000,-
000 and that this amount be financed and paid In cash in a lump sum.
Thig would supersede the present method of installment paymenis by
Germany without knowledge or fixation of the total amount of repara-
tions, and, as the annuoal payments under the Dawes plun are rapidly
increasing, would obviate the danger of default and consequent serious
complications. The effect of the cash settlement of the reparations
would be to terminate the guasi receivership now afflicting Germany, and
she would owe £6,000,000,000 under a well-secured loan, bandled by a
world banking consortimm working in concert with the governments
involved, on a sound and economic basis. As the loan would be a first
mortgage on all the national assets and revenues of Germany, the in-
terest rate should be, say, 53 per cent per annum, with a sinking fund
of an additlonal 1'% per cent per anunum, or at a lotal annual cost of
T per cent. 'This sinking fund of 1'% per cent, kept alive, would, as
kanking tables show, antomatically pay off the entire principal of the
loan in about 28 years.

“8Such a loan would, as stated, have to be undertaken by an inter-
national banking group In cooperation with the governments involved.
Our American bankers would doubtless be willing to underwrite and
distribute a proper and proportionate share of the loan. The financial
task wonld, of course, be colosgal but far from impossible, with the
momentum of public approval and consequent investment,
indeed be a reassuring revelation if a4 loan of such magnitude, easily
possible in war time when loans are necessarily preecarious, could be
negotiated in peace time for constructive purposes, when the safety of
the loan is beyond question,

“ Under the proposed plan the TUnited States Government would
receive in cash out of the proceeds of the mew German loan §4,2350,-
000,000, The £4,000,000,000 represents the * present worth ' eash com-
promise of the allied debt settlements. Otherwise stated, we would
accept In compromise of the $5,000,000,000, which is the estimated
‘ present worth ' of the debt settlements, 80 per cent thereof in imme-
diate cash—a discount of 20 per cent. The $230,000.000 would be
repayment of the principal of our contribution to the army of occupa-
tion. The $4,000,000,000 of cash could be used immediately in redue-
ifion of our own national debt and by the time of its consummation
would probably mean a reduction of 25 per cent thereof. This large
reduction in our national debt, quite independently of surpluses, would
justify an immediate and substantial reduction in oonr Federal taxes.
The £250,000,000 could be utilized, if so desired, by Congress, in whole
or in part, as an appropriation for farm relief under satisfactory legis-
lation.

“The plan also provides that there be a general cleaning up and dis-
charge of the allied and interallied war debt all aroumdl. The United
States is the only clear creditor, we having pald our way as we went
along in the war, Great Britain is a ereditor as to her other allies, but
is a debtor to the United States in the sum of about $4,500.000,000, As
a part of this proposal Great Britain would be called upon to eancel the
debts owing to her by her allies—about $7,000,000,000; in turn she
would recelve a release from the United States as to her own debt.
This, in effect, Great Britain has heretofore offered to do.

“ TUnder this proposal there would be no need of continued frietion
or e¢ven conference about the French debt settlement. All the debts
woulil be settled and discharged, including France's. Disregarding the
effect of the settlements, France owes us over $4,000,000,000, including
£400,000,000 for materials purchased after the war, and she owes nearly
£0,000,000,000 to Great Britain; Italy owes ns over $2,000,000,000 and
a similar amonnt to Great Britain; Belgium owes us $420,000,000 ;
Rumania, $43,000,000; Czechoslovakia, $115,000,000; Latvia, £6,000,-
000 Finland, $0,000,000; Ioland, $178.000,000; Greece about $£20,-
000,000 : Esthonia, $£14,000,000; and Lithuania, $6.000,000. And these
latter countries also owe similariy large amounts to Great Britain,
Thus most of the countries in Europe would have a direet finaneial
stake in this general adjustment,

“ For obvious reasons the writer has left out all consideration of the
Russinn debts. Iersounally, he wounld like to see them incorporated if
it ean be done without friction and therefore withoul endnngering the
proposal,

“The $£200,000,000 bprrowed by Germany fo innugurate the Dawes
plan should be paid off out of the $G,000,000,000, so that the new loan
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would be an absolute first morigage on all of Germany’s national property,
This would leave .a balance of $3.800,000,000. The payment to the
United States of $4,230,000,000 wonld leave a balance of £1,550,000,000.
This balance would be available, as far as needed, for stabilization of
currencies for equitable adjustments with those European nations having
specific claims to German reparations and for the necessary cost of the
loan. The unused portion, if any, of the $1,350,000,000 to be applied in
reduction of the loan.

“As & part of the general appeasement, the European nations involved,
as well as the United States, are to sign a geueral treaty, in which
the use of war for the seftlement of international disputes would be
renonneed for the next 62 years as an internatioval experiment in world
peace. The other civilized nations to be invited to jolu in this treaty,
80 that for the period of G2 years the institution of war as a method
of settling the disputes of the nations may be outlawed and a judiclal
system set up in place of the destructive war system which has brought
Europe to its present plight. Thus the Furopean nations, instead of
enduring 62 years of ‘ financial servitude,” would enjoy 62 years of vol-
untary peace, doring which time theilr eeonomie rehabilitation could he
effected and made secure. 1f toward the end of the G2-year period the
experiment in peace proves distasteful to the civilized nations and they
hunger for military power, they could revive the war system by refusing
to extend the term of the peace treaty beyond the G2 years.

“8uch a treaty would make possible and desirable the provision of
this plan which calls for a world conference on the reduction of arma-
ments, hoth on land and sea, to signalize the general renunciation of
war. For so long as the institution of war Is retained by the nations as
their lawful and paramount court of last resort, all hopes of disarma-
ment are doomed to disappointment. But with war renounced for 62
years all obstacles to drastle disarmament would be removed, and the
economic convalescence and rehabilitation of the countries of Europe
would ensue by leaps and bounds.

“ It is obvious that in order to carry ont the foregoing plan changes
would have to be made in the treaty of Versailles in nccordance there-
with, and such other changes as may be agreed upon, in harmony with
the spirit and compact of the nations to live together in amity and peace
and to devote themselves to the progress and welfare of their respective
peoples,

* This proposal is not submitted as g finality nor as having the magic
of an Aladdin’s lamp. The writer will be both surprised and disap-
pointed if many important and beneficent suggestions and amendments
are not fortheoming ; and he will be abundantly repaid if this proposal
stimulates or aids in any way a better plan of European adjustment and
peace,”

LEVINSON WELL ENOWN AS “ DOCTOR OF CORPORATION ILLS "

As the resnlt of his unique professional achlevements, Salmon 0,
Levingon, Chicago attorney, who proposes world-wide financial reor-
ganization as a necessary preliminary to world peace, has won & reputa-
tion as a legal physician who can cure the ills of ailing corporations and
point out the way to health to holders of unsound properties.

Admitted to the Illinols bar in 1801, Mr. Levinson's legal work for the
last 20 years has been principally concerned with untangling the com-
plexities and constructively analyzing the details of great companies.
Included in this work was the refinancing of two railroads, a task looked
upon by many ecapable men as among the greatest that can confront a
financial expert.

In 1915 ithe late Stephen 8. Gregory, then president of the American
Bar Association, said of Mr. Levinson that he had * developed signal and
consplenous abilities In all Jarge matters of corporate reorganization
and financing.” Mr. Gregory sald further: “ It is probably mnot oo

‘much to say that in this important and luerative field he stands in the

front rank of the American bar.”

Io 1008 Mr. Levinson won high commendation from lawyers and
financiers throughout the country by his remarkable success in reor-
ganizing the Westinghouse companies and the personal business affairs
of the late George Westinghouse, the inventor. When the St. Louls-
San Francisco Rallway began to totter in 1015 Mr. Levinson was called
in, and he put the finances of the road back on a sound basis. e
repeated the performance in 1921 with the Chicago & Eastern Illinois
Railroad,

According to his as=ociates in the law firm of Levinson, Becker,
Frank, Glenn & Barnes, in the National Bank of the Republic Building,
Mr. Levinson himself doesn't know how he happened to enter the par-
ticular branch of legal work that has brought him fame for his sue-
cessful denlings with warring groups of stockholders and bondholders,
eacn claiming special privileges when reorganization of great proper-
ties is begun. But, turning again to Mr. Gregory's estimate of Mr,
Levinson, it becomes apparent that, once engaged in this particular
work, the Chieago attorney displayed the proper gualifieations for it.
Mr, Gregory said:

“Mr. Levinson s a man of acute and vigorous mind and great
mental and moral foree. From the character of his practice and work
it has not been hizs custom in later years to appenr much in court, but
he has a strong and comprehensive grasp of the general principles of the
law and his keen and powerful mind enables him to make mest effective
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.and practieal application of these principles. to the complicated and
tangled affairs of modern commerce and finance,

“ He is a man of tireless industry, for without that the success which
he has achieved would have been impossible. No effort is foo great
for him in any cause which he has undertaken; nor does he omit the
most painstaking examination of ull the facts necessary to correct judg-
ment, Unlike many men wlo are resolute and seli-dependent, he does
not nnderestimate the valne of full conference with others and of giving
the most careful attention to the views of those who differ with him,
whether they are his associates or those opposed to him in interest.
He is a liberal and generons-minded man, loyal to his friends and not
vindictive toward his enemies, He fights hard and resolutely, but con-
flict leaves no malice in his heart.” ?

That was written 12 years ago. Since that time Mr. Levinson has
set aside hours and days from his business to devote to the cause of
the “outlawry of war,” a proposal of which he was the author and
which has made a deep impression on the minds of leading men in the
United States and Europe. Among its American champions may be
mentioned the late Senator Knox, of Pennsylvania, and Senator BorAH,
of Idaho.

Last spring Mr. Levinson traveled through Europe, sounding out the
sentiment of leaders there, telling skeptics that war could be outlawed
in the same way that piracy and duels have been outlawed, And while
he was discussing this topic with 75 molders of public opinion in
Longdon, Paris, Berlin, and Geneva his natural interest in financial
matters led him into a thorough investigation of commercial and
monetary conditions wherever he went. e returned home from his
European trip with a vast amount of first-hand knowledge of the prob-
lems of the nations he visited and of the state of public opinion in each.

Only recently the ontlawry proposal, already placed before the United
States Senate in a resolution by Senator WiLniay E. BoraH, was sum-
marized in a volume written by Charles Clayton Morrison, editor of
the Christian Century, dedicated to Mr. Levinson, and with a foreword
and afterword by Prof. John Dewey, the philosopher, of Columbia
University.

But Mr. Levinson wishes to induee the nations to make a thorough
job of world peace. He is confident that treaties outlawing war,
together with an international court, would keep the nations out of
hostilities, However, he also feels that a reorganization of interna-
tional debts would be an exceedingly helpful guaranty of world peace
and prosperity.

AMr. Levinson was born in Noblesville, Ind., December 29, 18685. From
1883 to 1886 he attended the old University of Chicago and finished his
academic edueation at Yale University. He pursued his legal studies in
the law department of Lake Forest University, was graduated in the
class of 1801, and was admitted to the Illinois bar in that year.

PRINCIPAL AIMS OF THE LEVINSON PROPOSAL

As analyzed by persons who have stuodied the Levinson plan, it would
be designed to—

1. Settle the guestion of international debis by removing debt and
reparation payments from the political into the ordinary finaneial field.

2. Discharge the United States war debts quickly and in cash, thus
lightening the taxpayer's burden and providing, if deemed desirable,
funds for a large revolving credit to be placed at the disposal of farmers
for financing the marketing of crops.

4. Pacify Germany by fixing the totdl period of reparation payments,
reducing the annual sum, eliminating finaneial supervision under the
Dawes plan, and restoring German sovereignty in fiscal matters, thus
clearing the way for the evacuation of the Rhineland by the Allies as
provided in the Versailles treaty.

4. Cancel all debts between European allies, while providing Great
Britain, France, Italy, Belgium, and the other creditors with a sub-
stantial annual sum which they can use for their own economic
restoration.

5. Dissipate the bad feeling toward the United States on the part of
the Buropean debtor states which the payment of their debts to us over
a period of 62 years is sure to foster; prepare the way for interconti-
nental understanding by removing the chief ineentive to quarrels:
nullify all further criticism of the United States ss an * international
Shylock.” .

6. Found n complete financial settlement on a solemn international
pledge to “ outlaw war" fo» half a eentury or more, and provide im-
poverished and fearful states with security, thus allowing the necessary
period for the codification of international law, for progressive dis-
armament, and for the peaceful discussion of outstanding political
differences,

Bummary of German loan plan soffered by Attorney Salmon 0. Levinson
World logn b Gemay s e N e e e £6, 000, 000, 000

Interest rate 534 per eent per annum. Sinking fund
1 (Sinking fund,

per  cent per annum, kept
allve, will pay off entire principal in 28 years.)
-ng off 1fen of Dawes plan reparation loan____.______ 200, 000, 000
Total

5, 800, 000, 000
s
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Pay TUnited States in compromise and discha f all !
X - r e st 4, 000, 000, 000

b, ¢ et L T R e U S e T M 2 e
Pay TUnited Smteg in repaynrent of cost of American
Zrmy of Occupation, 1619 and 1020 - s 250, 000, 000

Total 4, 250, 000, 000
e r————————
Balance 1, 550, 000, 000

This balance of $£1,550,000,000 to be used for stabilization of cur-
rencies, for equitable adjustments with European nations having spe-
cific claims to German reparations, and for the necessary cost of the
loan, The unused balance, if any, to be applied in reduction of the
loan.

Great Britain fo cancel all debts owing to her by her allies, amount-
ing to about §7,000,000,000, so that all allied and interallied govern-
ment debts will be wiped out.

The nations to sign a general treaty renouncing war, as a method
of settling their disputes, for the next 62 years, and agreeing to set up
a judicial system to supplant the outworn and destructive war system, as
an epoch-making experiment in world peace.

Drastic limitation of armaments, both land and sea, through a con-
ference of all nations based on the 62-year treaty outlawing war.

Treaty of Versailles to be modified in accordance with the needs and
spirit of the foregoing proposal.

FOR WORLD SOLYVENCY AXND PEACE

For the first time since the Great War the world 1s offered in to-day's
issue of the Daily News a comprehensive plan for settling simulta-
neously all the major problems residuent from that disasirous struggle. .
It merits earnest consideration by statesmen here and abroad and by the
people of the leading nations.

Credit for its authorship goes to Ealmon O. Levinzon, of Chicago,
widely known for his genius in reorganizing great corporations. Being
convinced that the same prineiples apply to sound statesmanship as to
suceessful business, Mr. Levinson came to the eonclusion that the many
devices imagined and applied for settling international differences had
proved unsatisfactory because they were not parts of a single thorough-
going remedy.

The Dawes plan has bad brilliant results in obtaining from econ-
valescent Germany “ reparations by consent.,” But, however ingenious,
that plan pestponed the final reckoning and already signs of dlssatis-
faction are manifest.

The disputes between the United States and its late allles over the
payment of the latter's war debts to this country have been quieted by
separate agreements, except in the case of France. Yet the solution,
consisting of payments extending over a period of 62 years, can hardly
be said to have mollified the debtor nations. It is even doubtful whether
any  international arrangement covering so long a period can be con-
sidered secure,

The Locarno pacts were an unexpectedly satisfying step toward inter-
national pacification. At best, bowever, they eliminate but a few of the
possible subjects of contention. They do not take into consideration
the basic difficulties, which arc economic. The angry disputes between
Italy and Yugoslavia, between Italy and France, between Poland and
Germany—to mention only a few of the more strident—show how
uneasy are certain European states with the degrees of * security "
attained.

As for disarmament, it is still a pious dream.

The truth is that reparation and debt problems, seenrity, and peace
are integral parts of a single complex, The unusual merit of Mr. Levin-
son’s proposal is that it embraces ail these problems and undertakes to
solve them simultaneously. It provides for early payment in eash of a
fair share of the European debts to the United States. It provides for
the cancellation of debts between the European allles and releases them
from indebtedness to the United States and at the same time furnishes
them with a considerable sum of money. It fixes the total of German
reparations at a reasonable figure, reduces the annual schedule of pay-
ments, and frees that country from the humiliating fiseal tutelage estab-
lished by the Dawes plan. As the implicit price, it asks only that
during the period of reparation payments the several interested states
pledge themselves each to guarantee some portion of a German loan of
$6,000,000,000, which is the * present worth ™ of the debts as they are
now computed, and durlng the period of payment, and for some years
afterwards, agree to “ outlaw " war as a method of settling international
disputes.

Such “outlawry ' would not require disarmament, but would con-
tribute powerfully toward allowing disarmmment. It would not exclude
wir; it would show war's character as brigandage against which self-
defense is both licit and laudable. By connecting the financial integrity
of each several state with the maintenance of a scheme destined to
restore international confidence and sound business the possibility of
armed conflict would be compressed to relative insignificance.

Mr. Levinson's proposal apparently offers in principle to each nation
that peculiar benefit it wounld seem most to cherish.

To the United States it offers an 80 per cent ecash compromise of
the present $5,000,000,000 of debis owing to it under the government
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settlements, One can imagine the degree of fiscal relief that would
accrue to this country from the early payment to it of $4,000,000,000
in money, Further, the plan would settle by cash payment in the sum
of $250,000,000 the wexed question of the expenses of the American
Army of Occupation on the Rhbine.

To Great PBritain the plan offers Immediate relief from further
payments to the United States, repayments constituting a burden under
which the debtor nation, mighty as it is, is staggering, And from the
balance of $1,550,000,000 remaining after the paymrent to the United
States Great Britain would receive immedintely an equitable percentage.

If the Levinson proposal “were in operation French statesmen, for
the first time in many years, might sleep soundly. For not enly would
France be relieved of the possibility of having to pay its enormous debts
to the United States and Great Britain, but it would rececive a cash
paymrent of about $800,000,000 for currency stabilization and final re-
construction of its devastated areas. France would know also that
for a long period of years a “truce of God” had been established
between the United States, Great Britain, Italy, Germany, Poland,
and itself.

In exchange for waiving the transfer clause protecting its currency
under the Dawes plan, Germany again would be a free and sovereign
nation, no longer grudgingly yielding tribute to its conquerors, but
simply meeting the obligations on an unusually large bond issue, in-
cluding the extinction of the principal, during a period of 28 years,
having, with the proceeds, satisfied all the foreign claims arising out of
the war,

More Important would be the value of the plan to the world in
general if it should be accepted and should prove workable. First,
the great number of international holders of German bonds would be
a strong guaranty of peace. Second, once freed from the specters of
war and foreign debts, European credit throughout the world would
rise to the heights merited by intelligent, hard-working, and powerful
nations, Third, during the period of war’s “ outlawry * human society,
throngh the codification of internntional law, the organization of
peaceful cooperation in a hundred fields, and the possibility of such
disarmament nas each state, unhampered and unconstrained, might
deliberately effect, would enter an era of unequaled prosperity.

Leading bankers have pronounced the plan financially sound.

The Daily News is deeply impressed by the marvelous possibilities
of the plan. It holds mo brief for the detalls presented by Mr. Levin-
gon. The precise sums, the best ways of obtaining and distributing
the needed guaranty for the great loan, the exact use to be made of
the proceeds, are all matters for international argument and negotia-
tion. Dut the Daily News does emphatically and unequivocally uphold
the underlying principle of coupling with world peace and security the
questions of debts and reparation payments, Therefore it trusts that
Mr. Levinson’s idea will receive the serious consideration it deserves and
will become a topic.for world-wide discussion among responsible
statesmen,

STATE RIGHTS VERSUS FEDERAL USURPATION

Mr, McKELLAR, Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed
in the Recorp an article entitled “ State rights versus Federal
usurpation,” which appeared in the Nashville Banner of Sun-
day, December 4, 1927,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is here printed, as follows:

If there are those who doubt the existence-of a very serious issue
between the State and Federal Governments on the question of jurisdic-
tion over the development of water-power resources, the annual report
of the Federal Water Power Commission is sufficient to econvince such
persons that this issue does exist, and that it is of tremendous impor-
tance and far-reaching in its consequence.

During the last session of Congress a bill was introduced by Benator
McKentar and Representative FiNis GAmeeTT seeking to define navi-
gable waters and to limit the authority of the Federal Water Power
Commission to supervision over the erection of dams and obstructions in
such navigable streams, and thereby recognize and acknowledge through
a Federal statute the exclusive jurisdiction of the several States over
nonnavigable streams, This bill has undoubtedly given the Federal
Water Power Commission serlons concern. That body has been assuming
jurisdiction not only over navigable streams, but also over nonnavigable
streams, and endeavoring to exercise authority over water-power re-
sources which, under the Federal Constitution and the various State con-
stitutions, when properly interpreted;, belong exclusively to the several
States.

The McKellar-Garrett bill proposes to curb this usurpation of State
rights by the Federal commission. It proposes to lay down a definite
line of demarkation between the State and Federal authority on the
guestions of navigation and water-power development, It would wipe
out the twilight zone of uncertalnty and of conflicting Jurisdiction which
exists to-day between the States and the Federal Government by reason
of the unconstitutional interpretation which the Federal Power Commis-
sion has been placing on the Federal water power act. The bill intro-
duced in Congress by McKELLAR and GagreETT would say to the Federal
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Government, * Thus far shalt thou go, but no further.” It would render
unto the States the things that are the States’, and unto the Federal Gov-
ernment the things which, under the Constitution, are subject to Federal
control,

The McKellar-Garrett bill would say to the Federal Government,
“ Under the delegated powers expressed In the Federal Constitution
this is your territory,” and it would say to the States, * Under the
reserved powers of the several States this belongs to you." Which is a
consummation devoutly to be wished. 1t Is absolutely essentinl as a
matter of practical administration, It must come soouer or later, It
is better that this grave issue should be settled by an unequivocal statu-
tory enactment by the Federal Government and by similar State legis-
lation than have it ultimately settled as a result of harassing, delay-
ing, and expensive litigation Involving a multiplicity of lawsults.

The annual report of the Washington Power Commission, which was
released for publication a few days ago, reveals a determination to
oppose the passage of the McKellar-Garrett bill and to resist any cur-
tailment of the suthority of the Federal commission as that body has
heretofore interpreted its powers. A brief résumé of certain portions
only of the report was sent out from Washington for publication
thronghout the country.

The extracts from the report which were broadcast to the various
States and congressional districts were calculated to create the impres-
sion on the minds of the people that the Federal commission acknowl-
edges the jurisdiction of the several States over their water-power
resources and that mo issue really exists between the Federal Gov-
ernment and the several States. However, the vital sections of the
report which were published in Washington sharply challenge the prin-
ciples embodled in the McKellar-Garrett bill and make an issue with
the several States on the question of their exclusive jurisdiction over
nonnavigable streams within their respective borders.

This is a serious issue. When applied to conditions existing in
Tennessee it iIs of far-reaching importance. The great Cove Creek Basin
in Tennessee is located on a nonnavigable stream. It is conceded fo
be one of the most valuable water-power sites in the United States, even
rivaling in magnitude Muscle Shoals.

As a water-power project, it les wholly within this State. It belongs
to the State of Tennessee in trust for all the people. It is under the
jurlsdiction of and it should be developed on the terms and conditions
prescribed by Tennessce, and the electrle energy generated by the water
power of this great project should be utilized in such manner as this
State may direct. All revenues arising from it should go into the State
treasury, and the Federal Government should not be permitted to
interfere with the rights of the State over the development and utili-
zation of the energy generated.

The position taken by the Federal Water Power Commission in its
annual report would make it possible for that bureau to exercise the
Jurisdiction and aunthority with respect to Cove Creek which should be
exercised exclusively by Tennessee. The Federal authorities predieate
their claims of jurisdiction on the theory that, although the Cove Creek
project is located on a nonnavigable stream, its development will affect
the navigability of the Tennessee River. Such a claim appears to be a
mere pretext to enable the Federal commission to control the use of the
witer-power resource of Cove Creek, and other projects in the United
States having a similar status.

For the ostensible purpose of improving mavigation, the Federal Gov-
ernment must not be allowed to assert unbridled authority over non-
navigable streams, with a real purpose to tie Cove Creek and Muscle
Shoals together as parts of a great superpower system, and turn both
over to the power combine. The hearings before the Hounse Mili-
tary Affairs Committee clearly indieate that the major object in the
mind of the Federal Power Commission is to thus tie the two together
for power purposeg, and that the alleged purpose to improve the navi-
gability of the Tennessee River is a thinly disguised pretext which
that commission hopes to use as a legal justification for carrying out its
major purpose of asserting jurisdiction over the water-power resources
of Cove Creek. The tail should not be permitited to wag the dog.

If the several States should concede the authority of the Federal
Government to the extent asserted by the Federal Power Commission
the Btates would be reduced to a point of impotence in the control of
their water-power resources. This issue affects vitally the material
welfare of Tennessee, and in addition involves directly the question of
State sovereignty. If the Federal Government is permitted to en-
croach upon the authority of the severnl States, here a little and
there a little, ultimately the States will be reduced to the status of
dependent provinces,

Cove Creek water power, when properly developed and utilized,
should yield Tennessee millions of dollars annually in revenue. In
addition it can be made to add hundreds of millions of dollars to the
industrial wealth of the State if it is developed and used primarily
as a hydroclectric project in a manner that will produce the maximum
amount of power.

This can and should be done under the jurisdiction and dirvection of
the State and without impairing in the least degree the navigability of
the Tennessee River, So long as the State does not permit the develop-
ment and use of the water power in Cove Creek to impair the naviga-
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bility of the Tennessee River im its natural condition the Federal Gov-
ernment should be required to keep hands off. Of course, the State
has no dispesition to impair the npavigability of any stream flowing
through the State. It is interested in improving navigation, but the
development and use of the water power in Cove Creek, so long as it
does not impeir navigation, is a question over which the Federal Gov-
ernmeént should have no jurisdiction.

The Banner sincerely trusts that the McKellar-Gerrett bill will be
introduced in the coming session of Congress; that it will fix definitely
the line of demarcation beftween State and Federal authority on this im-
portant question, and that it will in no uncertain terms assert the com-
plete jurisdiction of the several States over nonnavigable streams within
their respective borders and likewise the authority of the Btates with
respect to the water-power resources, even on navigable streams,
subject alone to the limited authority of the Federal Government over
questions of navigation,

The Federal water power act should be amended in whatever par-
ticular is necessary to assert the rights of the States over their water
resources. The people of Tennessee should not bé compelled to go to
Washington and ask a Federal burean or commission what use they
may make of their own natural resources. That question should al-
ways be decided by the State of Tennessee, acting in its own sovereign
capaecity as trustee for all its people.

There is a grave issue existing between the State and the Federal
Government on the guestion of water development, and those who
doubt the existence of such an issue should read and study carefully
the report of the Federal commission just published.

There are many able, distinguished jurists and lawyers who are
thoroughly convinced that the Federal water power act as it now
stands is nunconstitutional. Certainly either the act or its present inter-
pretation and administration is in violation of the Federal organic law.
The best legal minds, those who are authorities on the subject, are
convinced that if the Federal water power act does confer on the
Federal Water Power Commission all of the authority and jurisdietion
which that commission has been attempting to exercise, the act itself
goes beyond the constitutional authority of the Federal Government,
On the other hand, if the Federal water power act, when properly inter-
preted, does not transcend the constitutional power of the Federal
Government, then its administration by the Federal Water Power Com-
mission is in violation of the delegated powers of the Federal Govern-
ment.

It would be well if the entire Federal water power act were com-
pletely revamped, so as to make it a pavigation act and not a water
power act, 0 as teo only confer jurisdiction on the Federal Government
over navigation, and recognize the exclusive authority of the States
over thelr water-power resources. Sooner or later, the better.

The States of the American Union should never willingly submit
to any invasion by the Federal Government of their political, property,
or revenue rights, When such an issue ariges, it should be submitted
to and determined by the people. The States have already ylelded too
far and too often. Federal bureaueratic government from Washington
must not be permitted to dominate and control local State matters.
The separation of State and Federal autbority by our fathers was wise
and beneficent., That separation must be preserved.

The famous toast of that i rtal Te n, Andrew Jackson,
President of the United States: “The Federal Union—it must be
preserved,” was timely and all-important. It was uttered by the great
warrior and statesman at a critical time in the Nation's history. He
meant what he said. If Old Hickory were living to-day, when the several
States of the Unlon are confronted with a threatened usurpation of
their anthority and invasion of thelr sovereignty, he would declare
with equal emphasis and determination :

State sovereignty—* by the eternal "—it must be preserved.

RECESS

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar is in order, but there
is no calendar. What is the pleasure of the Senate?

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I understand that the Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Reep] would like to take up his resolution
this morning. As he has a case in the Supreme Court, and
Senators are conferring with him on that question now, I move
that the Senate take a recess for 10 minutes,

Mr, SMITH. Mr. President, before that is done, what is the
reason that the recess is asked for?

Mr. CURTIS. I understand that Senators are consulting
with the Senator from Missouri as to whether or not he wants
to go on with his resolution to-day. He is now engaged in the
Supreme Court, and they will be back in a few minutes to let
the Senate know.

I move that the Senate take a recess until 1 o'clock.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Kansas.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 12 o'clock and 35 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 1 o'clock p. m., at whieh
time it reassembled.
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REPORT OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF PANAMA RATLROAD CO.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States, with the
accompanying report, which was read and referred to the
Committee on Interoceanic Canals:
To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress, the
seventy-eighth annual report of the board of directors of the
Panama Railroad Co. for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1927.

CALvIN COOLIDGE.
Tae Waite Hovse, December 12, 1927,

STUDY OF UNITED BTATES BATTLE FIELDS FOR COMMEMORATIVE
PURPOSES

The YICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

In compliance with section 2 of the act of Congress to provide
for the study and investigation of battle fields in the United
States for commemorative purposes, approved June 11, 1926, I
transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of War of the
progress made under the said act, together with his recom-
mendations for further operations.

CALviN CoOLIDGE.

Trae WaITE HoUsE, December 12, 1927,

. REPOETS OF THE ALASKA RAILROAD

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read and, with the accompanying reports, referred to the Com-
mittee on Territories and Insular Possessions:
To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the

annual reports of the Alaska Railroad for the fiseal years ended
June 30, 1926, and June 30, 1927,

Tre Waite Housg, December 12, 1927.
CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr, CURTIS. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen-
ators answered to their names:

Carnvin CooLnGe.

Ashurst Ferris MecKellar Bhortridge
Barkle Fleteher McMaster Simmons
Bayar: Fragier MceNary Smith
Bingham George Mayfieid Smoot
Black Gerry Metcalf Steck
Blaine Gillett 08es Steiwer
Blease Glass eely Stephens
rah Goft Norbeck Swanson
Bratton Gould Nye Thomas
Brookha Greene Oddie Trammell
Broussard Hale Overman Tydings
Bruce Harris Phipps Tyson
Capper Harrison Pine wy:o er
Caraway Hayden Pittman Waf:il, Mass,
Copeland Heflin Ransdell ‘Warren
Couzens Howell Reed, Mo, Waterman
Curtis Johnson Reed, Pa, Watson
Dale Jones, Wash Robinson, Ind, Wheeler
Deneen rick Sackett Willis
Din Keyes Schall
Edge ; Sheppard
Edwards La Follette Shipstead

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GoFF in the chair).
Eighty-five Senators having answered to their names, a quorum
is present.

COL. CHARLES A. LINDBERGH

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a bill
(H. R. 3190) authorizing the President of the United States to
present in the name of Congress a medal of honor to Col
Charles A. Lindbergh, in which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate.

Mr. REED of Missouri rose.

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

Mr. REED of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the bill just received from the House
of Representatives.

Mr. CURTIS. I hope there will be no objeetion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none and
lays the bill before the Senate.
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The bill (H. R. 3190) authorizing the President of the United
States to present in the name of Congress a medal of honor to
Col. Charles A. Lindbergh was read the first time by its title
and the second time at length, as follows:

Be it enacted ete., That the President of the United States be, and
he is hereby, authorized to present in the name of Congress a medal of
honor to Col. Charles A. Lindbergh, United States Army Air Corps
Reserve, for displaying herole courage and skill as a navigator, at the
risk of his life, by his nonstop flight in his plane, the Spirit of St.
Louis, from New York City to Paris, France, on May 20, 1927, by which
he not only achieved the greatest individual triumph of any American
citizen but demonstrated that travel across the ocean by aircraft was
possible,

Mr. BLEASE., Mr. President, I would like to ask a question
for information. Is not the resolution in violation of the statute
relating to those to whom the congressional medal of honor
may be awarded?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is not informed
that it is.

Mr. BLEASE. Then I object until that question is passed
upon. If I get the information that it is not in violation of
such a statute I shall not object, but until I am informed that
it is not contrary to the statute I must object. I think it is
not right to sit here and permit a resolution, which I believe to
be contrary to the statutes of the United Stafes, to be passed
without objection.

Mr. REED of Missouri.
been granted.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
correct,

Mr. BLEASE. I was endeavoring to get recognition from the
Chair at the time, but I am somewhat hoarse this morning and
could not attract his attention. I do not see why my friend
from Missouri would want to have the resolution passed if it
is contrary to the statute. I want the man to have the honor,
but I object if it is violative of the laws of the country.

Mr. REED of Missouri., This, Mr. President, is not a resolu-
tion. It is a proposed act of Congress, and, of course, Congress
can at any time enact a law touching the same subject matter
that is covered by previous enactments. My friend from South
Carolina did not, I think, in the confusion, catch the form of the
measure. It is a bill, and reads:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, That the President of
the United States be, and he is hereby, autborized to present—

And so forth.

Of course, Congress can at any time pass a bill of that kind
notwithstanding any previous general law which may have
existed, and I hope my friend will not oppose it.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator from Mis-
souri yield to me?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Certainly.

Mr. COPELAND. May I say to the Senator from South
Carolina that I have no doubt he has in mind the thought that
the congressional medal of honor can only be conferred upon an
officer or man in the service.

Mr. BLEASE. No; but I think it has to be conferred upon a
man for bravery in action.

Mr. COPELAND, It is in response to that very thought that
I want to speak for a moment, .

Mr. REED of Missouri. I understood the whole point the
Senator from South Carolina desired to make was that this was
a resolution and that such a resolution would be violative of
the statute. But it is not a resolution. It is a bill, and that
being the case, of course it can be passed.

Mr, BLEASE. I accept the Senator’s construction of the law,
of eourse.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I may say that it has been done
many times in this body. A number of times since I have been
here it has been dome.

Mr. BLEASH. But that does not make it right.

Mr. SMOOT. No; but I do not think it is unlawful at all.

Mr. COPELAND. May I say further that I had occasion last
year to look up the record of Congress relative to the conferring
of this honor, and I found that it had been granted to laymen,
in one case to a man who gave a ship to the United States dur-
ing the Civil War. I can see no reason in the world why the
honor may not be conferred upon this splendid young man.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, there is a general statute pro-
viding for the conferring of the congressional medal of honor,
and it would not be necessary to have a special act of Congress
to confer it. However, this is a case involving unusual bravery,
¢ourage, and achievement, and it is desired to have a special act

I understood nnanimous consent had

The Senator from Missouri is
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of Congress to confer it. If it were desired merely to comply
with the general statute there would be no occasion to have
this special enactment; but it is desired to have a special act
of Congress in this case. It does not violate the statute in any
way. Colonel Lindbergh is in the Reserve Corps.

Mr. BLEASE. I have already stated that if the Senator from
Missouri said it can be done legally I wounld make no further
objection.

Mr. REED of Missouri. I make that statement unqualifiedly,

Mr, BLEASE. I wounld take the Senator’s word anywhere,

There being no cbjection, the bill wasg considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

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

CLAIM OF JUAN SORIANO (8. DOC. 18)

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Gorr in the chair) laid be-
fore the Senate the following message from the President of the
United States, which was read, and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations and
ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State re-
questing the submission anew to the present Congress of the
matter of a claim against the United States for the death on
October 2, 1923, at Guerra, Dominican Republic, of Juan
Soriano, a Dominican subject, who was killed by the landing
of an airplane belonging to the United States Marine Corps,
which formed the subject of a report made by the Secretary of
State to me in March, 1926, and my message to the Congress
dated March 22, 1926, which comprise Senate Document No, 84,
Sixty-ninth Congress, first session, copies of which are fur-
nished for the convenient information of the Congress.

I renew my recommendation originally made, that in order
to effect a settlement of this claim, the Congress, as an act of
grace, and without reference to the iegal liability of the United
States in the premises, .authorize an appropriation in the sum
of $2,000, and I bring the matter anew to the attention of the
present Congress in the hope that the action recommended may
receive favorable consideration,

Carviy CoOLIDGE.

Tue WaITE Housgk, December 12, 1927,

SECOND PAN AMERICAN CONFERENCE ON HIGHWAYS (8, DOC, 11)

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow-
ing message from the President of the United States, which was
read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed :

To the Congress of the United States:

I renew the request I made of the Sixty-ninth Congress that
legislation be enacted authorizing an appropriation of $15,000,
to enable the United States to’participate in the Second Pan
American Conference on Highways, which had been fixed to be
held at Rio de Janeiro in the calendar year 1927, but which
was postponed to meet at the same city in June, 1928,

A joint resolution for this purpose passed the House of Repre-
sentatives on January 17, 1927, and was favorably reported to
the Senate by the Committee on Foreign Relations, but failed
to be reached in the Senate before final adjournment of the
Sixty-ninth Congress,

The attention of Congress is invited to the accompanying
report of the Secretary of State, and House Document No. 631,
Sixty-ninth Congress, second session, therewith inclosed, in which
the facts regarding this conference are set forth,

Carvin CoOLIDGE.

Tae WHiTe Housge, December 12, 1927.

INVESTIGATION OF ELECTION EXPENDITURES

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, at this time I desire
to call up Senate Resolution 10 and to ask for its immediate
consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the
Senate the resolution submitted by the Senator from Missouri,
which will be read.

The resolution (8. Res. 10) submitted by Mr. Reep of Mis-
souri on the 9th instant was read and considered, as follows:

Resolved, That a resolution of the United States Senate, agreed fto
on May 19, 1926, numbered Senate Resolution 1905, of the Slxty-ninth
Congress, first session, creating a special committee to investigate
expenditures in senntorial primary and general elections, and all subse-
quent resolutions dealing with the said special committee and agreed
to by the United States Senate during the Sixty-ninth Congress (to wik,
8. Res, 227, 8. Res. 258, and 8. Res. 324), have continued in full force
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and operation since the dates of their respective enactment by the
Senate, and do now, as then, express the will of this body.

And that the said special commitiee appointed pursuant to said
Senate Resolution 195 of the Sixty-ninth Congress, flrst session, shall
continue to execnte the directions of the said several resolutions relating
to the =aid committee until the Senate accepts or rejects the final
report of the said special committee or otherwise orders.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the resolution.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I am quite well
aware that the votes are here to adopt this resolution and that
seant attention will be paid to anything that I may say about it.
I can not, however, permit the resolution to be adopted without
calling attention to the error that it embodies. The resolution
as drafted and submitted eontains a declaration by the Senate
that the resolutions ereating this committee, and the committee
itself, “have continued in full force and operation since the
dates of their respective enactment by the Senate, and do now
as then, express the will of this body.” That is a statement of
past faets, and if the votes are here, as they are, that statement
of facts will be made. I wish to call attenfion before it is
made, however, to the fact that it is not a correct statement of
past facts,. We have Rule XXV of the Senate, and in the
‘second paragraph of that rule it is provided:

The said committees—

Which are the standing committees mentioned in paragraph
1— :
shall contlnue and have the power to act until their successors are
appointed,

If it were not for the second paragraph of Rule XXV every
committee of the Senate, except the Committee to Awudit and
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, which is kept
alive by law, would expire with the adjournment of Congress,

That used to be universally recognized, and it was the custom
in the closing days of each Congress to pass a special resolution
continning the standing committees in effect throughout the

: s period of adjournment until their suceessors were created. I

turn bhack to the CoNerEssioNAL Recorp of February 25, 1919,
““when, as Senators will remember, our brethren on the other side
of the aisle were in control.

Mr. Martin, the then Senator from Virginia, presented a
resolution reading:

That the standing committees of the Senate as constituted at the
end of the session be, and they are hereby, continued until the mnext
session of Congress or until their successors are duly elected.

AMr. Lodge, at that time the majority leader, then rose and
stated that he was in favor of the resolution, saying:

We have always passed a similar resolution. I only wanted to speak
to the Senator from Virginia as to his understanding being the same as
mine—that none of these committees, with the exception of the Com-
mittee on Contingent Expenses, exists by statute, and none of them, of
course, would transact any business whatever between the expiration of
this Congress and the assembling of the new Congress. The Senator
from Virginia agrees with me entirely about that.

Mr. Martin, of Virginia, then rose and said:

I do. When this Congress expires all these commiltees expire, except
the vitality given by this resolution.

Then the resolution was adopted.

A few years afterwards, in order to prevent the necessity for
the adoption of such a resolution at each session of the dying
Congress, paragraph 2 of the Standing Rules wag put in to end
it, and the standing committees of the Senate are kept alive
throughout the period of adjournment. Paragraph 2, how-
ever, does not apply to special committees. There was no reso-
Intion continuing this special committee, and, under the law, as
agreed upon by both sides of this Chamber, that speecial com-
mittee died with the adjournment of the Sixty-ninth Congress.
The United States Senate can, if it pleases, assuming that it
has the votes, declare that last month was July or that this
péacei is Chicago; if it could muster the votes, nobody conld
stop it.

Mr, KING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Penn-
sylvania yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield.

Mr. KING. The resolutions in question requnired the com-
mittee of which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reep] is
chairman to collect the ballots, to preserve them, and count
them, Does the Senator interpret those .resolutions as not
giving to that committee the power to continue its activities
until it shall have discharged the dunties and the mandate
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therein required or until by special act of the Senate it shall
have been released from its duties?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It may be that that part of the
authority of the committee continued by implication; I do not
know ; but it was not that power that was in question. I also
recall that the Committee on Privileges and Elections was given
jurisdiction of the election contest in Pennsylvania. That was
the committee that should have collected the ballots and pre-
served them under that record.

Mr. KING. The Senator will recall that the resolutions to
which I have referred aunthorized the committee to sit at such
times and places as it might determine upon and to eollect and
preserve all those bailots. Obviously, inasmuch as the last
resolution which required the special committee fo preserve the
ballots was adopted within a few weeks of the adjournment,
it would have been impossible for the committee to have ecol-
lected those ballots and to have preserved them until the meet-
ing of the Senate in December, if it ceased to exist just as soon
as the Congress adjourned last March.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. On the contrary, after that
authority was given to collect the ballots the Senate referred
the matter to the Privileges and Elections Committee; so that
the duty of the special committee, as I take if, was to turn the
ballots over to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.
That is why, it seems to me, the pending resolution embodies
an incorrect statement of a historical fact; but, as I said at
the beginning, I am perfectly well aware that the votes are
here to adopt the resolution in any form in which its sponsor
sees fit to present it. I can do no more than protest. I have
no desire to waste the time of the Senate on the consideration
of the resolution. I have made my protest, and that is all I
have to say.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, the injured-innocent
attitude of the Senator from Pennsylvania is a little amusing.
One would think as he stood here plaintively declaiming that
he was the sole guardian of what little is left of the public con-
science and that all he ean do, in the face of a eruel and brutal
opposition, is to voice his dissent and save his reputation so that
future generations may come to his shrine and say, “ Here lie
the bones of the only honest man of his period.”

Mr. President, unfortunately for his position, unfortunately
for the stand he now takes, and which is based upon the fili-
buster that he conducted here for the purpose of stopping these
investigations and aborting this effort to learn what was going
on in varions States—unfortunately for all that, the Supreme
Court has decided this question. The committee, which I believe
was called the Wheeler Committee, was a s committee,
The Wheeler Committee summoned Mr. Daugherty before it.
Dangherty failed to come. Proceedings occurred in a recess,
and the Supreme Court said this about it:

Another question has arisen which should be noticed. It is whether
the case has become moot. The investigation was ordered and the ocom-
mittee appointed during the Sixty-eighth Congress. That Congress
expired March 4, 1925. The resolntion ordering the investigation in
terms limited the committee’s authority to the period of the Sixty-
eighth Congress; but this apparently was changed by a later and
amendatory resolution authorizing the committee to sit at such times
and places as it might deem advisable or necessary.

That is the exact language of the Robinson resolution, which
gave the special committee additional power.

It Is said in Jefferson’s Manual: “ Neither House can continue any
portion of itself in any parliamentary function beyond the end of the
gesgion without the consent of the other two branches. When done,
it is by a bill comstituting them commissioners for the particular
purpose.,” But the context shows that the reference is to the two
Houses of Parliament when adjourned by prorogation or dissolution
by the King. ‘The rule may be the same with the House of Repre-
sentatives whose Members are all elected for the period of a single
Congress ; but It ean not well be the same with the Senate, which iz a
continuing body, whose Members are elected for a term of six years and
go divided into classes that the seats of one-third only become vacant at
the end of each Congress, two-thirds always continuing into the next
Congress, save as vacancies may occur through death or resignation.

AMr. Hinds In his collection of precedents says: “ The BSenate, as
a continuing body, may continue its commiftees through the recess
following the expiration of a Congress™; and, after quoting the above
statement from Jefferson’s Manual, he says: “The Senate, however,
being a continuning body, gives authority to its committees during the
recess after the expiration of a Congress,” So far as we are advised,
the gelect committee having this investigation in charge has neither
made a final report nor been discharged ; nor has it been continued by
an affirmative order. Apparently its activities have been suspended
pending the decision of this ease. But, be this as it may, it is
certain that the commifted may be continued or revived mow by motion
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to that effect, and, if continued or revived, will have all its original
powers, This being so, and the Senate being a continuing body, the
case can not be sald to have become moot In the ordinary sense,

That settles this guestion; and I am ready to vote on the
resolution.

I ask for the yeas and nays.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, I should like to
ask the Senator from Missouri one question about the last
paragraph in the resolution, particularly with reference to this
langnage—

ghall continue to execute the directions of the said several reselutions
relating to the said committee until the Senate accepts or rejects the
final report of the said special committee or otherwise orders.

I assume that has reference to the committee’s final report
on elections held last year. That has nothing to do with any
eleetions which may be held during 1928, for instance?

Mr. REED of Missouri. Oh, mo. The committee has no
thought of going into those elections, as far as I know; but the
language speaks for itself, and I think what it means is
perfectly plain. g

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The point I am getting at is
this: Next year 32 Members of the Senate are to be elected.

Mr. REED of Missouri. Does the Senator mean are we going
to investigate the 1928 eclections?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That is precisely it.

Mr. REED of Missouri. I certainly am not, unless the Senate
hereafter commands me to do so by another resolution; and 1
hope I shall never have to investigate any election anywhere
again.

I eall for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the resolution.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll,

Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the senior Senator from Connectient [Mr. McLeax].
Until I find whether or not he will vote I withhold my vote.

Mr. BRATTON (when the name of Mr. Joxes of New Mexico
wias called). I have already announced that my colleague [Mr.
Joxes of New Mexico] is absent on account of illness. He is
paired with the junior Senator from Idalie [Mr. Goopixej. If
my colleague were present, he would vote “yea” on this
question.

Mr. SACKETT (when his name was called). I have a gen-
eral pair with the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr. Hawrs].
Not having been informed how he would vote on this guestion,
1 withhold my vote.

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. FLETCHER. I have a general pair with the junior Sen-
ator from Delaware [Mr, pv Poxt], which I transfer to the
senior Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsu], and will vote. I
vote “ yvea."”

Mr. GLASS. I transfer my regnlar pair with the senior Sen-
ator from Connecticut [Mr. McLeax] to the junior Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. Warsu] and will vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr. WILLIS. I°note that my colleagne [Mr. Fess] is un-
avoidably absent from the Senate. I am not definitely advised
as to how he would vote if he were present, but it is my impres-
sion that if present he would vote “nay.”

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts entered the Chamber and
voted “ yea.”

Mr. REED of Missouri. I desire to announce that my col-
league [Mr. Hawes] is necessarily absent from the Senate. If
he were present, he would vote “ yea.”

Mr. HOWELIL. The senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Norris] is detained at his home by illness. I presume that he
wotuld vote “yen ™ upon this resolution.

Mr. GLASS. The junior Senator from AMlassachusetts [Mr.
Warsu] having appeared in the Chamber since I made the
transfer to him, I shall have to withdraw my vote.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I desire to announce that the
senior Senator from Kansas [Mr. Courris] is temporarily absent
on official business. ¥e is paired with the senior Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. RoBiNsoN].

I also desire to announce that the junior Senator from Idalio
[Mr. Goopixg] is absent on acconnt of illness, He is paired
with the senior Senator from New Mexico [Mr. Joses].

The result was announced—yeas 58 nays 21, as follows:

YEAS—3G8
Ashurst Broussard Ferris Hayden
Barkley Bruce Fletcher Heflin
Raya Capper Frazier Howell
Black Caraway George Johnson
Rlaine Copeland Gerry Jones, Wash.
Borah Clouzens off Kendrick
BEratton Dill Harris King
Brookhart Edwards Harrison La Follette
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MeKellar Overman "Smith 'I'rson
McMaster Pittman Steck
McNa g Ransdell Stephens E;J Mass,
Mayﬂ d Reed, Mo, Swanson Wht‘eler
Neely Sheppard Thomas Willis
Norbeck i-hipstean! Trammell
Nye Simmons Tydings
NAYS—21
Bingham Hale Pine Steiwer
Blease Keyes Reed, Pa. Warren
Denecn Metealf Robinszon, Ind. Waterman
Edge Moses Sehall
Gillett Oddie Shortridge
Gounld Phipps Smoot
NOT VOTING—15
Curtis Gluss Jones, N. Mex, Sackett
Dale Gomling McLean Walsh, Mont,
du Pont Greene Norris Watson
Fess Hawes Robinson, Ark.

So Senate Resolution 10 was agreed to.
URGENT DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I do not see the
genior Senator from Wyoming [Mr., Waggex] in the Chamber,
and I understand the Senate will not be given an opportunity
to take up the urgent deficiency appropriation bill to-day.

Mr. McKELLAR. The senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Hagrisox] sald something about wanting the bill to go over,
but I do not know whether he still has that idea or not.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I understand the Senator from
Mississippi desires that the bill go over until to-morrow,

Mr. HARRISON. I wanted to read it. At the time it.was
presented this morning I had not read it. I have done so since
then, and if the Senate wants to proceed with it now I shall
not interpose an objection,

Mr. CURTIS, I understand that the junior Senator from
TUtah [Mr. Kixe] will object to the consideration of the urgent
deficiency appropriation bill to-day.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, unless there is serions objection
to taking up that bill, I would be glad to have the Senate pro-
ceed with its consideration this afternoon, if all the Senators
interested are prepared to go on with it, because there are
included in that bill some matters of importance which onght
to be discussed.

Mr. CURTIS. T understand the junior Senator from TUtah
objects, and wants the hill to go over until to-morrow. If he
objects, nnder the rnle it must go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Opme in the chair). Ob-
jection being made, under the rule the bill will go over until
to-morrow,

EXECUTIVE BESSION

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business,

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in
executive session the doors were reopened: and the Senafe (at
1 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) fl(ljﬂulllﬂl until to-morrow,
Tuesday, December 13, 1927, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS
Ereccutive nominations received by the Senate December 12,
192%
MemBER oF UNITED STATES SHIPPING BoArD

Albert H, Denton, of Kansas, to be a member of the United
States Shipping Board for a term of six years from June 9,
1927.

Meuser oF THE Boagp oF MEDIATION

G. Wallace V. Hanger, of the Distriet of Columbia, to be a
member of the Board of Mediation created by section 4 of the
railway labor act, approved May 20, 1926, for a ferm expiring
five years after January 1, 1928,

IIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Moxpax, December 12, 1927

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D offered
the following prayer:

Our Father who art in heaven, our days are in Thine hands.
Do Thou give us the blessing of a sweet resignation. Come
to us and sweep aside the mists of error; fortify our weakness
and strengthen in all of us the wholesome sense of personal
worth and the joy of life. Help us to glory in the wonderful
precepts of the Master, by whose invasion the world is to be
conquered, by whose presence the world is to be awed, by whose




1927

rapture the world is to be thrilled, and by whose knees the
world is to bow. O may the knowledge of His truth wedge its
way into all our lives and may our feet press His highway.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Baturday, December 10,
1927, was read and approved.
SWEARING IN OF MEMBERS L
Mr. LEATHERWOOD, of the second district of the State of
Utah, and Mr. StevensoN, of the fifth district of the State of
South Carolina, appeared at the bar of the House and took the
oath of office,
DISTINGUISHED VISITOR
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, the House is again honored in
having a distingnished visitor. In the Speaker's row of the
Members' gallery is the Speaker of the House of Venezueln,
Setior G. Manrique Pacanins. [Applause.]
COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE
Mr, TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I send a resolution to the Clerk's
desk and ask for its immediate consideration,
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut offers a
resolution which the Clerk will report.
The Clerk read as follows:
House Resolutions 53 and 54
Regolved, That the following Members of the House be elected chalr-
men and members of the several standing committees of the House,
as follows:

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee (interposing). Does the gentle-
man regard it as important that they be read or would it do to
insert them in the Recorp without reading?

Mr. TILSON. Of course, that can be done by unanimous
consent.,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It will save time.

Mr. TILSON. I have no objection. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the list of committees as presented by
the Republican committee on committees for majority places be
elected without reading.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the same procedure be followed as to the minority
members of committees named in the resolution I send to the
Clerk’s desk. .

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, there is no objection.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut and the
gentleman from Texas ask unanimous consent that the Mem-
bers named in the respective resolutions be declared elected
as members of the several standing committees of the House.
Is there ohjection?

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, the gentleman from Connecticut made the request
that those Members be elected to committees who had been
recommended by the Republican committee on committees?

Mr. TILSON. Yes,

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Has that action been approved by
the Republican eaucus?

Mr. TILSON. Without a protest or objection, this can be
done by unanimous consent,

Mr, CONNALLY of Texas. I understand, but I mean, has
the action of the committee on committees been approved by
the Republican caucus?

Mr. TILSON. No; and it was not done two years ago, the
same action being then taken by unanimous consent.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Then the gentleman’s committee
does not consult the Members of the majority party about it?

Mr. TILSON. We surely do consult them, and we feel that
the Members of the majority party have confidence in our
committee.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BERGER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ebject,
will the list of committees for the real minority party also be
printed in the REcorp?

Mr, TILSBON. Yes; the entire third party in the House will
be printed in the committee lists in capital letters, following the
majority members.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

The list of the chairmen and members of the several standing
committees of the House is as follows:

HA:I'Oan‘I COMMITTEE ASSIGNMENTS

Accounig—Clarence MacGregor (chairman), of New York; Charles L.
Underhill, of Massachusetts; Randolph Perkins, of New Jersey; Benja-

min M. Golder. of Pennsylvania; Carl G. Bachmann of West Virginia ;
U. B. Guyer, of Kansas ; and Charles A. Kading, of Wisconsin,
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Agriculture—~Giibert N. Haugen (chairman), of Towa; Fred S.
Purnell, of Indiana; Thomas 8. Williams, of Illinois; Charles J.
Thompson, of Ohio; John C. Keteham, of Michigan; Thomas Hall, of
North Dakota; Harcourt J, Pratt, of New York; Franklin W. Fort, of
New Jersey ; Franklin Menges, of Pennsylvania ; August H, Andresen, of
Minnesota ; Charles Adkins, of Illinois; John D. Clarke, of New York;
Clifford R, Hope, of Kansas; and Vietor 8. K. Houston, of Hawail.

Banking and Curvency.—Louis T, McFadden (chairman), of Pennsyl-
vania ; Edward J. King, of Illinois ; James G. Strong, of Kansas; Robert
Luce, of Massachusetis; Clarence MacGregor, of New York; E. Hart
Fenn, of Connectieut; Guy B. Campbell, of Pennsylvania; Elmer 0.
Leatherwood, of Utah; Carroll L. Beedy, of Maine; Joseph L. Hooper,
of Michigan; John C, A]len, of Illinols. and Godfrey G. Goodwin, of
Minnesota.

The Census—E. Hart Fenn (chairman), of Connecticut; Clarence
J. MclLeod; of Michigan; Hays B. White, of Kansas; Lloyd Thur-
ston, of Towa; Frederick W. Magrady, of Pennsylvania; Henry L.
Bowles, of Massachusetts; Florence P. Kahn, of California; Albert
Johnson, of Washington ; Daniel A. Reed, of New York; Hubert H.
Peavey; of Wisconsin ; Robert: H. Clancy, of Michigan; J. Howard Swick,
of Pennsylvania; and €. G. Selvig, of Minnesota,

The Civil Bervice—Frederick R. Lehlbach (chairman), of New Jersey ;
Addison T. Smith, of Idaho; Ernest W. Gibson, of Vermont; Joe J.
Maniove, of Missourl; Lloyd Thurston, of Iowa; Carl G. Bachmann, of
West Virginia; Richard N. Elliott, of Indiana; James II, Sinclair, of
North Dakota ; George J. Schneider, of Wisconsin; Edith Nourse Rogers,
of Massachusetts; Frederick W, Dallinger, of Massachusetts; Robert 11,
Clancy, of Michigan; and Cyrus M. Palmer, of Pennsylvania.

Claims,—Charles L. Underhill (chalrman), of Massachusetts; Willis
G. Bears, of Nebraska; Joseph D, Beck, of Wisconsin; Roy G. Fitz-
gerald, of Ohio; Scott Leavitt, of Montana; Henry R. Rathbone, of
Ilinojs ; Ed, M. Irwin, of Illinois; Harry E. Rowbottom, of Indiana;
U, 8 Guyer, of Kansas; Jolm C. Schafer, of Wisconsin; Robert G,
Bushong, of DPennsylvania; Katherine Langley, of Kentucky; and
Thomas ., Cochran, of Pennsylvania.

Coinage, Weights, and Measures—Randolph Perking (chairman), of
New Jersoy; Albert H. Vestal, of Indiana; Lloyd Thurston, of Town;
Florence P, Kahn, of California; W. T. Fitzgerald, of Ohio; Florian
Lampert, of Wisconsin; George J. Schoelder, of Wisconsin; W. H.
Sproul, of Kansas ; Louis Monast, of Rhode Island; and Dan A. Suther-
land, of Alaska.

Disposition of Useless Brecutive Papers—Edward H, Wason (chair-
man), of New Hampshire,

District of Columbia.—Frederick N. mhlmnn (chairman), of Mary-
land; Charles L. Underhill, of Massachusetts: Clarence J. MecLeod, of
Michigan ; Ernest W. Gibson, of Vermont; Edward M, Beers; of Penn-
gylvania; Henry R. Rathbone, of Illinois; Gale H. Stalker, of New
York; Frank R. Reid, of Illinois; Henry L. Bowles, of Massachusetts;
Frank L. Bowman, of West Virginia; Florlan Lampert, of Wisconsin ;
Albert R. Hall, of Indiana ; and Thomas A. Jenkins, of Ohlo.

Education.—Daniel A. Reed (chairman), of New York; John M,
Robsion, of Kentucky; E. Hart Fenn, of Connecticut; Florence P. Kahn,
of California; Edgar R. Kless, of Pennsylvania ; Frederick R. Lehlbach,
of New Jersey; Wallace H, White, jr., of Maine; Elmer O. Leatherwood,
of Utah; Willls G, Sears, of Nebraska; Benjamin M, Golder, of Penn-
gylvania; Henry L. Bowles, of Massachusetts; and Louis Monast, of
Rhode Island,

Election of President, Vice President, ond Representatives in Con-
grese—Hays B. White (chairman), of Kansas; Charles L. Gifford, of
Massachusetts ; Randolph Perkins, of New Jersey; Arthur M. Free, of
California; W. T. Fitzgerald, of Ohlo; Frank L. Bowman, of West
Virginia ; Henry R. Rathbone, of Illinois; and Cyrus M. Palmer, -of
Pennsylvania.

Elections No. 1.—Don B. Colton ({chairman), of TUtah; Carroll L.
Beedy, of Maine; F. D). Letts, of Towa ; Godfrey G. Goodwin, of Minne-
sota ! Charles A, Kading, of Wisconsin; and Robert G. Bushong, of
Pennsylvania.

Elections No, 2.—Bird J, Vincent (chairman), of Michigan; Randolph
Perkins, of New Jersey; Henry R, Rathbone, of Illinois; Carl G. Bach-
mann, of West Virginia; U. 8. Guyer, of Kansas; and Joe Crail, of
California.

Elections No. 3.—Charles L. Gifford (chairman), of Massachusetts;
Willis G, Bears, of Nebraska; Charles Brand, of Ohio; Albert R. Hall,
of Indiana; Richard J. Welch, of California; and Thomas C. Cochran,
of Pennsylvania.

Enrolled Bills—Guy . Campbell (chalrman), of Pennsylvania ; Fred-
erick N. Zihlman, of Maryland; Joe J. Manlove, of Missouri; and Victor
L. Berger, of Wisconsin.

Expenditures in the Executive Departwments—William Williamson
(chairman), of Bouth Dakota; Clarence AaeGregor, of New York;
Carrcll L. Beedy, of Maine; Don B. Colton, of Utah; Frederick W.
Dallinger, of Massachusetis; Godfrey G. Goodwin, of Minnésota; F. D.
Letts, of Iowa; John C. Bchafer, of Wisconsin; J. Russell Leech, of
Pennsylvanla ; and Thomas C. Cochran, of Pennsylvania.
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Flood Control.—Frank R. Reid (chairman), of Illinois; Charles F.
Curry, of California; Roy G. Fitzgerald, of Ohio; Willlam F, Kopp, of
Iowa ; Philip D. Swing, of California; Willis G. Sears, of Nebraska ;
James A, Frear, of Wisconsin; James H. RBinclair, of North Dakota;
Gale H, Btalker, of New York; Frederick M. Davenport, of New York:
U. 8. Guyer, of Kansas; C. G. Selvig, of Minnesota; and Thomas C.
Cochran. of Pennsylvania.

Foreign Affairs.—Stephen G. Porter (chairman), Pennsylvania ; Henry
W. Temple, of V'ennsylvania; James T. Begg, of Ohio; Theodore B,
Burton, of Ohio; Hamllton Fish, jr., of New York; Cyrenus Cole, of
Towa ; Morton D). Hull, of Illinpis; Joseph Y. Martin, jr., of Massa-
chusetts; Charles A, Faton, of New Jersey; Heary Allen Cooper, of
Wisconsin; Edward E. Browne, of Wisconsin; Franklin F, Korell, of
Oregon : and Melvin J. Maas, of Minnesota.

Immigration and Naturalization.—Albert Johnson (chairman), of
Washington ; J. Will Taylor, of Tennessee; Hays B. White, of Kansas;
Arthue M. Free, of California ; Bird J. Vincent, of Miclhigan; Thomas A.
Jenkins, of Ohlo; Benjanmin M. Golder, of Pennsylvania ; Clarence Mac-
Gregor, of New York; George J. Schneider, of Wisconsin; Elbert 8.
Brigham, of Vermont; Carl G. Baclmanu, of West Virginia; Eatherine
Langley, of Kentucky ; and J. Mitchell Chase, of Pennsylvania,

Indian Affairs.—8cott Leavitt (chairman), of Montaua ; W, H. Bproul,
of Kansas: Gale H. Stalker, of New York; Harold Knutson, of Minne-
gota ; William Willlamson, of South Dakota; F. D. Letts, of Iowa;
Elbert 8. Brigham, of Vermont; Hubert H. Peavey, of Wisconsin;
Samuel 8, Arentz, of Nevada; W, T. Fitzgerald, of Ohio; Edith Nourse
Rogers, of Massachusetts; Harry L. Englebright, of Californla; Cyrus
M. 'nlmer, of Pennsylvania ; and Dan A. Sutherland, of Alaska.

Inswlar Affeirs.—Edgar R, Kiess (chairman), of I"ennsylvania; Fred-
erick N. Zihlman, of Maryland; Harold Knutson, of Minnesota ; Carroll
L. Beedy, of Maine; Charles L. Underhill, of Magsachusetts; Elbert 8.
Brigham, of Vermont; Albert R. Hall, of Indiana; Lloyd Thurston, of
Iowa ; Thomas A, Jenkins, of Ohio; Frederick W. Dallinger, of Massa-
chusetts ; Frederick W. Magrady, of Pennsylvania ; Joseph L. Hooper, of
Michignn ; Richard J. Welch, of California; and Felix Cordova Davila,
of Porto Rico.

Interstate and Forcign Commerce.—James 8. Parker (chairman). of
New York: John G. Cooper, of Ohio; Edward E. Denison, of Illinois :
Schuyler Merritt, of Connecticut; Carl E. Mapes, of Michigan; Walter
H, Newton, of Minnesota ; Homer Hoch, of Kansas; Adam M, Wyant,
of I'ennsylvania; Olger B. Burtness, of North Dakota ; John E. Nelson,
of Maine; Th J. B. Robi of lowa; Milton C. Garber, of
Oklahoma ; Noble J, Johnson, of Indiana; and James M. Beck, of
Pennsylvania.

Invalid Pengions.—W. T. Fitzgerald (chalrman), of Ohio; Richard
N. Elliott; of Indiana; Edward M. Beers, of Pennsylvania; Elbert 8.
Brigham, of Vermont; John M. Nelson. of Wisconsin ; Edgar R. Kiess,
of Pennsylyania; Daniel A, Reed, of New York; Hays 13. White, of
Kausas, Frank L, Bowman, of West Virginia ; Frederick W, Magrady,
of I'ennsylvania; Katherine Langley, of Kentucky; C. G. Belvig, of
Minnesota ; and Vietor L. Berger, of Wiszconsin,

Irvigation and Reclomation.—Addison T. Smiih (chairman), of
Idahe ; Nicholas J. Sinnott, of Oregon; Elmer 0. Leatherwood, of Utah;
Reott Leavitt, of Montana ; Charles E. Winter, of #Wyoming ; Philip D.
Swing, of California; SBamuel . Aventz, of Nevada: John C. Allen,
of Illinols; and Frederick M. Davenport, of New York. o

Judiciary—George 8. Graham (chairman), of Pennsylvania;
Leonidas €. Dyer, of Missouri; Willlam D. Boies, of Towa ; Charles A,
Christopherson, of South Dakota; Richard Yates, of Iilinois; Ira G.
Hersey, of Maine; Earl €. Michener, of Michigan; Andvew J. Hickey,
of Iundianaj; J. Banks Kurtz, of Pennsylvania; €, Ellis Moore, of
Ohio; George R. Stobbs, of Massaschusetts ; James French Strother, of
West Virginla ; Fiorello 1I. LaGuardia, of New York; and HHomer W.
Hull, of Illinois,

Laber—William F. Kopp (chairman), of Towa; Frederick N. Zihl-
man, of Maryland ; Joe J. Manlove, of Missourli; Harry E. Rowbottom,
of Indiana; Richard J. Welch, of California ; Joseph D. Beck, of Wis-
cousin ; Addison T. Smith, of Idaho; Albert IH. Vestal, of Indiana;
Guy ¥. Campbell, of Pennsylvania: Jawes G. Strong, of Kaneas; J.
Will Taylor, of Tennessee ; E, Hart Fenu, of Connecticut ; and Cyrus M.
Palmer, of Pennsylvania.

The Library.—Robert Luce (chairman), of Massachuselts; John C.
Allen, of Illinois ; and Frederick M. Davenport, of New York.

The Merchant Marine and Fisherics—Wallace L. White, jr. (chair-
man), of Maine; Frederick I. Lehlbach, of New Jersey; Arthur M.
Free, of California ; Charles Brand, of Ohlo; Frank R. Reid, of INlinois ;
Charles L. Gifford, of Massachusetis; Harry E. Rowbotiom, of Indiang ;
Frederick M. Davenport, of New York; Frederick W, Magrady, of
Pennsylvania ; Frank I. Bowman, of West Virginia; Robert H. Clancy,
of Michigan; Louis Monast, of Rhode Island; Charles A, EKading. of
Wisconsin ; and Dan A. Sotherland. of Aluska.

Aititary Affaira—John M. Morin (chairman), of Pennsylvania; W.
Frank James, of Michigan; Harry (. Ruansley, of Pennsylvania; Harey
M., Wwmrzbach, of Texas; Louis A. Frothingham, of Mussachusetls;
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B. Carroll Reece, of Tennessee: John €. Speaks, of Ohio; J. Mayhew
Wainwright, of New York; James I'. Glyonn, of Connecticut; Allen J.
Furlow, of Minnesota ; Willinm H. Johoson, of Ilinols ; James A. Huoghes,
of West Virginia ; Harold G, Hoffman, of New Jersey ; and Victor 8, K.
Houston, of Hawaii, :

Mines and Mining—John M. Robsion (chairman), of Kentucky ;
William Williamson, of SBouth Dakota ; Don B. Colton, of Utah; Charles
E. Winter, of Wyoming ; W. H. Sproul, of Kansas; Joe J. Maulove, of
Missouri; Samuel 8. Arentz, of Nevada; Harry L. Englebright, of
California ; Charles L. Gifford, of Massachusetts; J. IRlussell Leech, of
Pennsylvania ; and Dan A, Sotherland, of Alaska,

XNaval Affairs—Thomas S, Butler (chairman), of Pennsylvania; Fred
A. Britten, of Illinois; George P. Darrow, of Pennsylvania; Clark
Burdick, of Rhode Island; A. Piatt Andrew, of Massachuseits; John F.
Miiler, of Washington ; Roy 0. Woeodruff, of Michigan ; Ralph E. Updike,
sr,, of Indiana; Fletcher Hale, of New Hampshire; W. E. Evans, of
California ; Charles Tatgenhorst, jr., Ohio; Charles A. Wolverton, of
New Jersey; Clarence E. Hancock, of New York; and Vietor 8. K,
Houston, of Hawaii.

Patents,—Albert H. Vestal (chairman), of Todiang ; Randolph Perkins,
of New Jersey ; Clarence J. McLeod, of Michigan; Godfrey G. Goodwin,
of Minnesota ; Florian Lampert, of Wisconsin; F. D. Letts, of Iowa;
Harry I Englebright, of California ; and Robert (. Bushong, of Pennsyl-
yania,

Pensions.—Harold Knutson (chairman), of Minnesota : John M. Rob-
sion, of Kentucky : Willlam F. Kopp, of Iown;: Elmer 0. Leatherwood,
of Utah; Gale II. Stalker, of New York; Joe J. Manlove, of Missouri;
Nicholas J. Sinnott, of Oregon ; Wallace I1. White, jr., of AMaine ; Hubert
H. Peavey, of Wisconsin ; Albert . Hall, of Indiana ; Riehard J. Welch,
of California ; J. Howard Swick, of Pennsylvania ; and J. Mitchell Chase,
of Pennsylvania.

Post Office and Post Roads—W. W. Griest (chairman), of Pennsyl-
vanin; C, Willlam Ramseyer, of Iowa; Archic D). SBanders; of New
York; SBamuel A, Kendall, of Pennsylvania; Clyde Kelly, of I'enn-
sylvania ; Elliott W. Sproul, of Illinois; Laurence H. Watres, of I'enn-
sylvanin ; Frank H. Foss, of Massachusetts; David Hogg, of Indiann;
John T. Buckbee, of Illinois; 1. H. Doutrich, of Pennsylvania; Frank P,
Bohu, of Michigan; E. P. England, of West Virginia; and Victor 8, K.
Houston, of Iawali.

Printing.—Edward M. Beers (chairman), of Pennsylvania ; and Edgar
It. Kiess, of I"'ennsylvania.

Public Buildings and Groynds—Richard N, Elliott (chairman), of
Indiana; J. Will Taylor, of Tennegsee; Daniel A, Reed, of New York;
William . Kopp, of Iowa; Gale Ii. Stalker, of New York; Charles
frand, of Ohio; Clarence J. MtLeod, of Michigan; Kd. M. Irwin, of
1llinols ; Frederick W. Dallinger, of Massachusetts: Henry L. Bowles,
of Massachusetts; Frederick W. Magrady, of Pennsylvania; J. Howard
Swick, of Pennsylvania; and Joe Crail, of California.

The Public Lands~—Nicholas J, Binnott (chairman), of Oregon ; Addi-
son T. Smith, of Idaho; Don B. Colton, of Utah; Charles K, Winter, of
Wyoming ; Scott Leavitt, of Moutana; Phil D. Swing, of California;
Hamuel 8. Arentz, of Nevada; F. D. Letts, of Iowa; Joseph L. Iopper,
of Michigan; Charles L. Gifford, of Massachusetts; [larry L. Engle-
bright, of California; Robert G. Bushong, of IPennsylvania; Victor L.
Berger, of Wisconsin; and Vietor K. Houston, of Hawaii,

Revision of the Laws—Roy G, Fitzgerald (chairman), of Ohio; Willis
G. Bears, of Nebraska; Frank R. Reid, of 1inois ; Frederick W. Dallin-
ger, of Massachusetts; John M, Nelson, of Wisconsin; Charles A, Kad-
ing, of Wisconsin; J. Russell Leech, of Pennsylvania; and Robert G.
Bushong, of Pennsylvania,

Rivers and Harbors.—S. Wallace Dempsey (chairman), of New York
Richard I’. Freeman, of Connpecticut; Nathan L. Strong. of Pennsyl-
viania ; James J, Connolly, of Pennsylvania; M. A. Michaelson, of 111i-
nois; W. M. Morgan, of Ohlo; Willlam E. Hull, of Illinois; George N.
Seger, of New Jersey ; W. W. Chalmers, of Ohilo: Albert BE. Carter, of
Californin ; Grant M. Hudson, of Michigan; Robert . Houston, of
Delaware; and Henry F. Niedringhaus, of Missouri,

Roads—Cassiug C. Dowell (chairman), of lowa; John M. Robsion, of
Kentucky ; Clavence MacGregor, of New York; Charles Brand, of Ohijo;
Joe J. Manlove, of Missouri; Don B, Colton, of Utah; W, II. Sproul, of
Kansas ; Henry L. Bowles, of Massachusetis; John M. Nelson, of Wis-
consin ; Robert H., Clancy, of Michigan; €., @. Belvig, of Minncsota ;
Thomas C. Cochran, of Pennsylvinia ; and Joe Crail, of California.

Rules,—Bertrand H. Snell (chairman), of New York; Theodore E.
Burton, of Oblo; Thomas 8, Willlams, of Illinois; Fred 8. TYurnell, of
Indiana ; Barl €. Michener, of Michigan; Harry C. Ransley, of Pean-
sylvania ; €, William Ramseyer, of Iowa; and Louls A, Frothingham,
of Massachusetts,

The Territories.—Charles F. Curry (chairman), of California; Albert
Johnson, of Washington: Cassins C. Dowell, of Towa; Louis T. Me-
Fadden, of Penusylvania; James G. Btrong, of Kansas; Richard N.
Elliott, of Indiana; Ernest W. Gibson, of Vermont: Ed. M. Irwin, of
INlinois ; Florian Lampert, of Wisconsin; Bird J. Vineent, of Michigan ;
Harry L. Englebright, of California; Louls Monast, of Rhode Island;
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7. Russell Leech, of Pennsylvania ; Dan A. Sutherland, of Alaska; and’
Vietor 8, K. Houston, of Hawali,

Wiar Claims—James (. Strong (chairman), of Kansas; Charles E.
Winter, of Wyoming ; Joseph L. Hooper, of Michigan ; James H. Sinclair,
of North Dakota : Hubert H. Peavey, of Wisconsin; Louis T. McFadden,
of Pennsylvania; Harold Enutson, of Minnesota ; Edward M, Beers, of

Pennsylyania ; Flovence P. Kahn, of Californin; Thomas A. Jenkins, of
Ohio: Louls Monast, of Rhode Island; J. Mitehell Chase, of Pennsyl-
vnnis; and Victor L. Berger, of Wisconsin.

World War Veterans' Legislation—Royal C. Johnson (chairman), of
South Dakota; Robert Luce, of Massachusetts; Randolph Perld.nu,_ of
New Jersey ; Roy G, Fitzgerald, of Ohle; Bird J. Vincent, of Michigan;
Froest W. Gibson, of Vermont; Ed. M. Irwin, of Illineis; Edith Nourse
Rogers, of Magsachusetts; Frederick R. Lehlback, of New Jersey; E.
Hart Femn, of Connecticut; J. Howard Swick, of Pennsylvania; Joe
€rail, of California; and J. Mitchell Chase, of Pennsylvania.

MINORITY COMMITTEE ASSIGNMEXTS

Accounts—Ralph Gilbert, of Kentucky; Clarence Cannon, of Mis-
sguri : Emanuel Celler, of New York; and Lindsay C. Warren, of North
Carolina,

Agriculture—James B. Aswell, of Louisiana; David H. Kincheloe, of
Kentucky ; Marvin Jones; of Texas; Fletcher B. Swank, of Oklabhoma ;
Hampton P, Fulmer, of South Carolina ; Thomag L. Rubey, of Missouri;
Thomas A, Doyle, of Illinois; and John McSweeney, of Ohio,

Approprigtions—William W. Hastings, of Oklahoma ; Fred M. ¥ !nm
of Kentucky ; and John J. Casey, of Pennsylvania.

Banking and Currency—Otiz Wingo, of Arkansas; Henry B. Stenmll
of Alabama: Charles H. Brand, of Georgia; William F. Btevenson, of
Seuth Carolina:; Eugene Black, of Texas; T, Alan Goldsborough, of
Maryland ; Anning 8. Prall, of New York; and Harry C. Canfield, of
Indiana.

Censtig—John E. Rankin, of Mississippi; Arthur H. Greenwood, of
Indiana ; Ralph F, Lozier, of Missouri; Meyer Jacobstein, of New York;
Samuel Rutherford, of Georgla; Henry D. Moorman, of Kentucky;
James M. Fitzpatrick, of New York; and Rene L. De Rouen, of Lousiana,

ivil 'Service—Lamar. Jeffers, of Alabama ; Emanuel Celler, of New
York: Clifton A. Woodrum, of Virginia ; tmrdon Browning, of Tennes-
gee ; Brooks Fleteher, of Ohio; Willam I. Birovich, of New York; Orie
8. Ware, of Kentucky ; and Leslie J. Steele, of Georgia.

(leims—John C, Box, of Texas: Alfred L. Bulwinkle, of North
Carolina ; Loring M. Black, jr., of New York; Emanuel Celler, of New
York ; Adolph J. Sabath, of Illinois; C. B. Hudspeth, of Texas; Leslie J.
Steele, of Georgia; and Orie 8. Ware, of Kentucky.

Colnage, Weights, and Moasures.—B. G. Lowrey, of Mississippi; Ed;nr
Howard, of Nebraska ; Andrew L. Somers, of New York; John J. Doug-

" Inss, of l[assachmsetts; Bolivar E, Kemp, of Louisiana; R. A. Green,
of Florida; Vincent L. Palmisano, of Marylund; and O, J. Kvale, of
Minnesota. 3

Disposition of Useless Erecutive Papers—R. A. Green, of Florida.

District of Columbia.—Christopher D, Sullivan, of New York; Thomas
L. Blanton, of Texas; Ralph Gilbert, of Kentucky; William C. Ham-
mer, of North Carelina ; Mary T. Norton, of New Jersey ; Joseph White-
head, of Virginia; William P. Cole, jr., of Maryland; and George H.
Combs, jr.,, of Missouri.

Fducation—B. G. Lowrey, of Hlsslsslppl Toring M. Black, jr., of
New York; John J. Douglass, of Ma husetts ; Brooks Fletcher, of
Ohio; Vincent L. Palmisano, of Maryland; Malcolm C. Tarver, of
Georgia ; Rene I, De Rouen, of Louisiana; and O, J. Kvale, of Minne-
sota,

Election of Pvesident, Vice President, and Representatives in Con-
giess—Lamar Jeffers, of Alabama; Ralph F. Lozier, of Missouri;
Samnel Rutherford, of Georgia; John N. Norton, of Nebraska; and
Patrick J. Carley, of New York.

Elections No. 1.—Edward E. Eslick, of Tennessee; Willinm J. Sears,
of Florida ; and Willlam 8. O'Brien, of West Virginia.

Elections No. 2—Gordon Browning, of Tennessee ; T. Webber Wilson, of
Mississippi ; and John J. Douglass, of Massachusetts,

Elections No, 3—Guinn Williams, of Texas; John H. Kerr, of Notth
Carolina; and Heartsill Ragon, of Arkansas.

Enrolled Bills.—Thomas L. Blanton, of Texas; Mell G. Underwood, of
Ohlo; and Miles €. Allgood, of Alabama.

Ezpenditures in the Efecutive Departments,—Fritz G. Lanham, of
Texas ; Willam €. Hammer, of North Carolina; Allard H. Gasque, of
South Carolina; Meyer Jacobstein, of New York; James B. Reed, of
Arkansas; John J. Cochran, of Missouri; William 8. O'Brien, of West
Virginia ; and James T. Igoe, of Illinois,

Fload Control.—Riley J. Wilson, of Louisiana ; William J. Driver, of
Arkansas; Luther A. Johnson, of Texas; Willinm L. Nelson, of Mis-
souri; W. M. Whittington, of Mississippi; E. E. Cox, of Georgla ; J. Earl
Major, of Illinois; and Willlam V. Gregory, of Kentucky,

Foreign Affairs.—J. Charles Linthicom, of Maryland; Charles M.
Stedman, of North Carolina ; Tom Connally, of Texas; R, Walton Moore,
of Virginia ; Martin L. Davey, of Ohio ; David J. O'Connell, of New York;
Sam D, McReynolds, of Tennessee ; and Sol Bloom, of New York. .
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Immigration end Xaturalization—Adolph J. Sabath, of Ilinois: John
C. Box, of Texas; Samuel Dickstein, of New York; Samuel Rutherford,
of Georgla; John W. Moore, of Kentucky; Lindsay Warten, of North
Carolina ; John M. Evans, of Montana ; and R. A. Green, of Florida,

Indian Affairs—William J. SBears, of Florida ; John M, Evans, of Mon-
tana ; Edgdr Howard, of Nebraska; Sam B. Hill, of Washington; John
Morrow, of New Mexico; Thomas L. Blanton, of 'Texas; Everette B.
Howard, of Oklahoma ; and Wilburn Cartwright, of Oklahoma.

Insular Affairs,—Christopher D. Sullivan, of New York; Guinn Wil-
liams, of Texas; Frank Gardner, of Indiana ; Heartsill Ragon, of Arkan-
sas; T. Webber Wilson, of Mississippi; Adolph J. Sabath, of Illinois;
Butler B, Hare, of South Carolina ; and Ralph Gilbert, of Kentucky.

Interstate and Forcign Commerce.—Sam Rayburn, of Texas; George
Huddleston, of Alabama; Clarence ¥, Lea, of California: Tilman B.
Parks, of Arkansas; Robert Crosser, of Ohio; Ashton C. Shallenberger,
of Nebraska; Parker Corning, of New York; Jacob L. Milligan, of Mis-
sourl; and George C. Peery, of Virginia.

Invalid Pensions—XMell G, Underwood, of Ohio; Ralph F. Lozier, of
Missouri; Arthur H. Greenwood, of Indiana; Wiliam L. Carss, of Min-
nesota: Andrew L. Somers, of New York; James F, Fulbright, of Mis-
souri ; John N. Norton, of Nebraska ; and James M. Fitzpatrick, of New
York,

Irrigation and Reclamation —C. B. Hudspeth, of Texas:; William C.
Lankford, of Georgia; James B, Reed, of Arkansas; Miles C Allgood, of
Alabama ; 8am B. Hill, of Washington; John Morrow, of New Mexico ;
Lewis W. Douglas, of .-\rtxona and 8, Harrison White, of Colorado.

Judiclary—Hatton W. Sumners, of Texas; Andrew IT. Montague, of
Virginia: John N. Tillman, of Arkansas; Fred H, Dominick, of South
Carolina ; Samuel C. Mnjor. of 1l!ssouri; Royal H. Weller, of New
York; Willilam B. Bowling, of Alabama; Zebulon Weaver, of North
Carolina ; and Henry 8t. George Tucker, of Virginia,

Labor—William P. Connery, jr., of Massachusetts; Meyer Jacobstein,
of New York; William L, Carrs, of Minnesota; Mary T. Norton, of New
Jersey; Everett Kent, of Pennsylvania; George H. Combs, jr., of Mis-
souri ; James T, Igoe, of Illinols; and Leslie J. Steele, of Georgia. r

Library.—Ralph Gilbert, of Kentucky; and Alfred L. Bulwinkle, of
North Carclina.

Merchant Marine and Flsheries—Ewin L. Davis, of Tennessee;
Sehuyler Otis Bland, of Virginia; Clay Stone Briggs, of Texa<: Willilam
W. Larsen, of Georgia; Tom D. McKeown, of Oklahoma; George W.
Lindsay, of New York; Charles L. Abernethy, of North Carolina; and
Oscar L. Auf der Heide, of New Jersey.

AMilitery Affairs—Percy E. Quin, of Mississippl: Hubert F. Fisher, of
Tennessee ; William C., Wright, of Georgia; Daniel B. Garreti, of Texas;
John J. MeSwain, of South Carolina; John J. Boylan, of New York:
Lister Hill, of Alabama; and Virgil Chapman, of Kentucky.

Mines and Mining.—Arthur H. Greenwood, of Indiana; Mell G,
Underwood, of Ohio; Joseph Whitehead, of Virginia; Andrew L. Somers,
of New York; Butler B. Hare, of South Carolina; and Everett Kent, of
Pennsylvania,

Naval Affairs—Carl Vinson, of Georgia; James V. McClintie, of Okla-
homa ; Herbert J. Drane, of Florida; Patrick Henry Drewry, of Vir-
ginia; Morgan G. Banders, of Texas; John F. Quayle, of New York:
Stephen W. Gambrill, of Maryland; and Clyde Williams, of Missouri.

Patents,—Fritz G. Lanham, of Texas; Wiliam . Hammer, of North
Carolina ; James B, Reed, of Arkansas; Mell G. Underwood, of Ohio;
Wiiliam C. Lankford, of Georgia; Jeff Busby, of Mississippi; Allard H.
Gasque, of Scuth Carolina; and Willlam I. Sirovieh, of New York.

Pengions—Wildam C. Hammer, of North Carolina; Allard H. Gasque,
of South Carolina; Clarence Cannon, of Missouri; John W, Moore, of
Kentucky ; Frank Gardner, of Indiana; Henry D, Moorman, of Ken-
tucky ; Patrick J. Carley, of New York; and Tom A. Yon, of Florida.

Post Office and Post Roads—Thomas M, Bell, of Georgia; James M.
Mead, of New York; Milton A. Romjue, of Missouri ; William W. Arnold,
of Illinois; John H. Morehead, of Nebraska; J. Zach Spearing, of
Lounisiana ; Frank Oliver, of New York; and Thomas 8. McMillan, of
South Carolina.

Printing—Willlam F. Stevenson, of South Carolina.

Publie Buildings and Grounds—Fritz G. Lanham, of Texas; Edward
B. Almon, of Alabama; Jolm H. Eerr, of North Carolina; Jeff Busby,
of Mississippd; Cliften A. Woodrum, of Virginia; Edward E. Eslick, of
Tennegsee ; Charles G. Edwards, of Georgia; and William W. Cohen, of
New York.

Public Lands.—John M, Evans, of Montana; Sam B. Hill. of Wash-
ington ; John Morrow, of New Mexico; Lewis W. Douglas, of Arizona;
Tom A, Yon, of Florida; Jed Johnson, of Oklahioma; John N, Norton,
of Nebraska; and 8. Harrison White, of Colorado.

Revision of the Laws.—Alfred L. Bulwinkle, of North Carolina; Lor-
ing M. Black, jr., of New York; Willinm P, Connery, jr., of Massachu-
getts ; Ssmuel Dieckstein, of New York; and Maleolm C. Tarver, of
Georgla.

Rivers and Harbors.—Joseph J, Mansfield, of Texas; John MeDuflle,
of Alabama; John J. Kindred, of New York; Homer L. Lyon, of North
Carolina ; Jom}h T. Deal, of Virginia; James 0'C , of Louisi H
Stanley H. Kung, of 1llinois; and Charles A. Mooney, of Ohlo.
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Roads—Edward B, Almon, of Alabama ; William J. SBears, of Florida ;
C. B. Hudspeth, of Texas; Frank Gardner, of Indiana; Clarence Can-
non, of Missouri; Bolivar E, Kemp, of Lounisiana ; Charles G, Edwards,
of Georgia; and Lindsay Warren, of North Carolina.

Rules,—Edward W. Pou, of North Carolina; Finis J, Garrett, of
Tennessee ; William B. Bankhead, of Alabama; and Jobhn J. O'Connor,
of New York.

Territories.—Willlam C. Lankford, of Georgia; John E., Rankin, of
Mississippi; Guinn Willlams, of Texas: Brooks Fletcher, of Obio;
Heartsill Ragon, of Arkansas; Bolivar E. Kemp, of Louisiana; Everett
Kent, of Pennsylvania; and Jed Johnson, of Oklahoma.

War Claims.—B. G, Lowrey, of Mississippl; Miles C. Allgood, of Ala-
bama ; Edward E. Eslick, of Tennessee; Butler B. Hare, of South Caro-
lina ; Joseph Whitehead, of Virginia; Clifton A, Woodrum, of Virginia;
Paul J, Moore, of New Jersey ; and Willlam W, Cohen, of New York.

World War Veterans’ Legislation—Alfred L. Bulwinkle, of North
Carolina ; John E. Rankin, of Mississippl; Lamar Jeffers, of Alabama ;
Gordon Browning, of Tennessee; Willlam P. Connery, jr., of Massachu-
setts; Mary T. Norton, of New Jersey; Edgar Howard, of Nebraska;
and James F. Fulbright, of Missouri.

ADDRESS OF HON, E. WALTON MOORE

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous consent to extend
my remarks in the Recorp by printing therein a very able and
scholarly address delivered by Hon. R. WartoN Moorg, of Vir-
ginia, at the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary celebration
of the Continental Congress meeting in York, Pa. The speech
was made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore] on that
occasien as one of the representatives of the House of Repre-
sentatives.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my re-
marks in the Recorp, I include the following address of Hon
R. WaLTox Moore at York, Pa., on October 24, 1927:
CHLEBRATION OF THE ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF THE

SKSSION OF THE CONTINENTAL CONGHESS AT YORK, PA,

Mr. Moorg of Virginia. Long before the Revolution, when there was
no thought of independence, many Americans favored the Colonles set-
ting up such a union as might enable them to act together in protecting
their frontiers and fostering their development. As early as 1754, about
the time the youthful George Washington in British uniform was fight-
ing the French and Indians in the western Pennsylvania wilderness,
there was a meeting at Albany of delegates from six of the Colonies to
consider Indian troubles, and it was determined to apply to Parliament
for authority to form a permanent council of colonial representatives, to
be appointed by the Crown, for the purpose of enacting laws of general
import, apportioning to the several Colonies their guotas of men and
money for military defense; deciding what forts should be built and
taking all measures essential for the common safety. But this attempt,
which, if successful, might materially have changed the course of future
events, proved a failure. Benjamin Franklin, who took part in the
meeting, tersely commented that in America the thought was that there
was * too much prerogative” in the plan, and in England it was
thought to have “too much of the democratic.” Later, John Marshall
wrote that the plan was refused support in America because it was
supposed to place undue power in the bands of the King, and in England
because of the apprehension that the Colonial assemblies would Dhe ren-
dered still more formidable by being accustomed to cooperate with each
other,

During the struggle for independence it was misgiving of another
sort—fear of the sovereignty of the individual States being impaired—
which prevented the creation of such a vigorous and effective union as
would have saved untold delay and suffering.

The Continentnl Congress had its definite origin in Virginla action.
Twenty years had passed since the gathering at Albany, and in the
latter part of that period Parlinment enacted statutes representing
a new and unjust policy. Protest and repeal followed and them fur-
ther offensive enactments. The Bosfon port blll was passed to go
into force Jume 1, 1774. In the spring of that year, the house of
burgesses was In session at Willlamsburg, the Virginia capital, a
town cven less in size than York then was, but to be forever re-
membered as the scene of events which have profoundly affected the
progress of the world. A few members of the House conferred upon
the expediency of taking formal notice of the Boston situation and
agreed to propose that the 1st of June be set aside as “a day of
fasting, homiliation, and prayer to implore Heaven to avert from us
the evils of civil war, to inspire us with firmness in support of our
rights and turn the hearts of the King and Parliament to moderation
and justice.” The resolution was offered May 24, and adopted, but
when it was brought to the attention of the royal governor his con-
demnation was so severe that he at once dissolyed the house. Those
mainly responsible for what was proposed afterwards served in the

- Continental Congress, They were Patrick Henry, Thomas Jefferson,
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and the brothers, Richard IHenry Lee and Francls Lightfoot Lee, both
of whom served here at York. On May 27 they and their fellow
members nssembled in the public room of the Raleigh Tavern near
the Capitol Building and agreed a statement more elaborate and
emphatic than the resolution itself, advising that until the grievances
of America should be redressed, the purchase and use of tea and
other commodities subject to tax shonld be discontinued. But that
was not all. The outstanding feature was the recommendation for
“ delegates from the several Colonies of British Ameriea to meet in
general congress at such place annually as shall be thought most con-
venient, there to deliberate on those general measures which the united
interests of America may from time to time require.” This was the
genegis of the Continental Congress.

Patrick Henry was not only an orator of unexampled power but a
leader whose foresight and courage and ability to direct events put
him in a eclass by himsgelf., In a previous month of May, nine years
before the assemblage at the Raleigh Tavern, he alone fully estimated
the importance of contesting the stamp tax, the first step taken by
Parliament in its adventure of taxing the Colonies. Here and there
the tax met emphatic disapproval, but the voice of Henry sounded the
clear eall which met a quick response through all of the sparsely
settled country stretching along the Atlantic from New Hampshire to
South Carolina. Not yet 30 years old, he had been elected to fill a
vacancy In the house of burgesses. When he reached Willilamsburg
he found opinion uncertain and mo one willing to make an open issue,
He found the house under the control of men of prominence and
wealth who were averse to any act or word bearing any tinge of dis-
loyalty, Not counting what might be the cost to himself, he drew and
offered resolutions denouncing the tax as a violation of the principle
which had been originally announced by Virginia at Jamestown in the
very beginning, even in advance of its announcement in the English
petition of right, the principle forbidding taxation without representa-
tion. You remember the dramatic story of the consternation of the
older members at Henry's eloquence, who according to Jefferson, then
a student at William and Mary College, who heard him, seemed * to
speak ns Homer wrote™; of how Peyton Randolph, the Attorney Gen-
eral, who was to be the first President of the Continental Congress,
came out of the house after the resolutions had gone through by a
majority of one, and as he passed Jefferson exclaimed, “ By God! I
would have given 500 guineas for a single vote.” You remember how
Henry in his speech warned the King of the fate of Cssar and
Charles I and of his deflant attitude when he was met with the cry of
treason. Boon the Colonial governor, writing to England, sald that
“in the course of the debates I have heard that very Indecent lan-
guage was used by Mr. Henry, & young lawyer who had not been above
a month a member of the house, and who carried all the young members
with him.”" One of those young members was George Washington, who as
President of the United States was to testify his abiding confidence in
the man whose leadership he that day followed by offering him great
offices, among them the office of Becretary of State and the office of
Chief Justice of the Bupreme Court. It was the voice of Henry that
rang out and was heard everywhere. The effect is thus recently sum-
marized by s distinguished New England historian: *“All contem-
porary observers agree as to the tremendous and almest instantaneous
effect on the public of the resolutions published in the papers. * * *
A very frenzy took possession of the colonists."” After Henry's death
a memorandum in his own handwriting was discovered on an envelope
in which he had inclosed the original resolutions ; * The alarm,” he wrote,
“ gpread throughout Ameriea with astonishing quickness and the min-
isterinl party was overwhelmed, The great point of resistance to
British America was universally established in the Colonies. This
brought on the war which finally separated the two countries and
gave independence to ours. Whether this will prove a blessing or a
curse will depend upon the use our people make of the blessings which
a gracious God has bestowed on us, If they are wise, they will be
great and happy; if they are of a contrary character, they will be
misernble. Righteousness alone can exnlt them as a nation.”

The recommendation of a permanent Continental Congress had the
welght of the most populous and influential of the Colonies. The total
population of the country was then some 3,000,000, of whom about
half a million were in Virginla. Other Colonies fell into line, and thus
an approach toward unity and concert of action was insured.

Each Colony determined for itself the number of its delegates, their
length of service, and their compensation. There was not and under the
conditions could hardly have been possible any definition of the powers
of the Congress. The governmental organizations of the Colonles were
different ; they were different in their religious, social, and politieal be-
liefs, and they were troubled with controversies among themselves; the
only means of communicating with each other were salling vessels and
horses and wehicles traveling wretched roads; their literature was
mainly derived from the mother country. The newspapers were few
and poor. They were of little conseq ce in comparison with the
pamphleteers headed by Tom Palne, whose philippics bad enormous effect,
and never more so than when the Congress was sitting here. With
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reference to the newspapers, that they sadly lacked in enterprise and
eagerness is shown by a resolution of the Congress at York author-
izing a committee “ to take the most speedy and effectual methods for
geiting a printing press erected in this town for the purpose of convey-
ing to the public the intelligence that Congress may from time to time
receive,” which I believe was not accomplished. BSuch is the barest
outline of conditions which made impossible a common basis on which
the Congress might not only speak for all the colonists but act for all
in exerting real powers of government.

When the delegates met in Philadelphia in September, 1774, it was
under instructions which were diverse in substance and form, but in
general simply looking to measures being considered which the Col-
onles might adopt for the purpose of checking the aggression of the
ministers and agents of the Crown, without denying the duty and
obligation of loyalty to the Crown. Of greater unity, Henry was the
chief advocate. Before going to Philadelphia, the freeholders of his
own county addressed him a public letter containing the words, per-
haps dictated by himself, * United we stand, divided we fall,” an ex-
pression then, go far as I know, employed for the first time. On the
second day of the session, he declared, “ I am not a Virginian but an
American.” He believed union bDecessary because he was hopeless of
receiving justice from Great Britain. He gaid, * She will drive us to
extremities; no accommodation will take place; hostilities will soon
commence and a desperate and bloedy toueh it will be,” Of Henry's
attitode John Adams, long a great figure in the Congress and not by
any means an overgenerous critie, said: “In the Congress of 1774,
there was not one member, except Patrick Henry, who appeared to
me gensible of the precipice, or rather the pinnacle, on which he stood,
and had candor and courage enough to acknowledge it.” A year later,
when the thought of independence was still by pno means general,
Henry, in his role of ploneer and prophet, addressing the Virginia
convention of 1775, said * There is mno longer any room for hope
* # * An appeal to the God of Battles is all that is left us,” and
throwing aside any consideration of personal safety passiomately ex-
claimed, “ I know not what course others may take, but as for me,
give me liberty or give me death,” Looking back, it can be sald of
this marvelous man that he was never mistaken in his conception
of American rights or in his predictions as to what the future held
in store,

No historlan has comprehensively dealt with the Continental Con-
gress. The casual student who tries to give even a very general idea of
what it was is disturbed by the very mass or data he is compelled to
survey, There are the 25 large volumes in which the Journal is thus
far printed; innumerable official documents pertaining to civil and
military affairs, and official and private correspondence ranging  in
every direction. In the beginning it acted in subordination to the
Crown and to the several Colonies, After independence was declared,
it acted in subordination to the several Btates. It was not a factor in
a dual system of government, for there was no such system. It was
the servant of 13 governments, each claiming and excising the powers
of sovereignty. It could cooperate with each of the States, but it could
not eontrol or eompel all or any of them, What it did was subject to
their individual objection and this was even practically true of its con-
duct of the relations between the imperfect union which it symbolized
and the nations of Europe, The character of the Congress is well
described in the oft-quoted statement of Adams. Adams described it
as “ Not a legislative body nor a representative body, but only a diplo-
matic body.” It was in the literal meaning of the word a parliament,
a talking body, and it was under the same disadvantage which tended
to discredit the Senate of the United States in the first six years of
the latter's exiastence. Its sessions were secret, Wise action taken
behind eclosed doors and eloguent speeches which nobody heard were
wasted on & suspicious public. Its own realization of the need of some
degree of central authority being devised was evidenced by the diligence
with which, in the midst of its other labors, it toiled on the work
consigned to it by the States of framing the Articles of Confederation
in order to provide a more perfeet Unmion, But the result of this work
did not receive the sanction of all of the States until March, 1781.
Under the circumstances it was the best expedlent within rench, and
even though It was hardly more than a rope of sand, it proved strong
enough, and this is to the everlasting honor of the Congress, to hold
the Btates together after the close of the Revolution, pending the
establishment of the Union as it now is,

Notwithstanding its infirmities, the Congress was a necessary
agency, performing a service beyond measure in valoe., In answer to
all the criticlsm for delinquencies largely inhereént in conditions and
unavoidable, there is certainly this which is beyond denial: No as-
semblage at any time has ever more strongly and clearly, and with
such lasting impression, set forth the fundamental rights to which
individuals and political communities are entitled. I am thinking of
the declaration of grievances, the address to the people of Great
Britain, and the address to the King, adopted by the First Congress,
which won the admiration of the most enlightened statesmen of Eng-
land, who were outspoken in applauding the sagacity and courage of
their kinsmen on this side of the Atlantie. And, of course, I am
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thinking of that later declaration which will forever hold its rank
among all the political utterances of our race.

Turn for a moment to the events which led up to the great transac-
tion of July 4, 1776. Williamsburg §s again the theater. It is again
the month of May, of that year, and all about the little town is the
beauty of the Virginia spring. The convention is in session, and the
Virginia statesmen, with George Mason at the front and Henry exert-
ing his powerful influence, frame a constitution, including what we
have come to ecall the bill of rights, which gives Mason enduring fame,
the first written comstitution ever promulgated creating a complete
system of government. And then there is passed a resolution instruet-
ing the Virginia Delegates in Congress to propose to that body to
declare the United Colonies free and independent States, absolved
from all allegiance 10 or dependence upon the Crown or Parliament of
Great Britain. The flag immediately designated as “ the Union flag of
the American States' is unfurled from the eapitol; there is a military
parade; the resolutions are read to the soldiers; and that night the
town is illuminated. And then soom ecame the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, which is coupled with an announcement of the principles
of human lberty, a restatement of Amer!esn rights, and the principles
of national liberty.

And this further of the memomhle transactions of the Congress:
Before independence was declared, but after open conflict had ocenrred
and the sword had begun to write the record of the Revolution, there
was one thing sufficient fo overbalance all shortcomings and mistakes—
the appointment of Washington as commander in chief of the American
Army, . The motion was made by Adams Jume 15, 1775, and when
Washington stepped out of the room it was unanimously adopted, and
the next day Washington eame back and in a few simple words accepted
the trust. We may wonder what would bave been the end of the
Revolution, and following the Revolution the destiny of the country,
except for the Virginia planter, who will continue for all time the
loftiest figure in the history of the Republic. It was Adams who also
said the final word which intrusted to Thomas Jefferson the preparation
of the Declaration of Independence, Richard Henry Lee had moved the
resolution for the appoiniment of the committee and was then ealled
away. Adams and Jefferson were members of the committee. Each
suggested the other for the work of preparation, but Adams insisted
that it should be done by a Virginian and that the fittest Virginian
wus Jefferson,

There was no more serious period than those months in which the
Congress sat here. It had been forced away from Philadelphia. Ahead
were years of difficulty and doubt. The fate of the Revolution was in
a trembling and perilous balance. There could be no vision of the
distant event at the other town of York where the British flag was
to droop im despair. Behind was the gathering gloom which had
become thick darkness, relieved only by the flashing of guns on the battle
fields where the most extreme valor could not avoid defeat. No
catalogue of the discouraging conditions can be attempted now. But
there is one fact, the significance of which is not always completely had
in mind. The menace was twofold. There were the armies of trained
and seasoned troops sent from England, with such equipment as the
patriots could not parallel. And, besides, there were numberless Ameri-
eans loyal to the Crown and willing to oppose by every conceivable
means the success of the patriotic cause. They organized regiments and
companies ; they refused assistance to their countrymen and they took
every opportunity to furnish assistunce to the invaders. After the
Revolution Adams estimated that at least one-third of the entire popu-
lation had been Tory. When he sent this estimate to Chief Justice
McKean, of Pennsylvania, who had served in the Congress at York
and elsewhere, McKean concurred, but expressed the opiniom that the
Tories included more than one-third of the wealthy and influential
people,

Here at York the darkness began to lessen and the light appear.
The notable victory at Saratoga was won, paving the way for the
treaties which made France our ally. On the other hand, there were
the bitter ordeal at Valley Forge and the effort to displace the
Commander in Chlef. The ' principals in the Conway cabal were

1fish and umsecrup kers, but it is easy to understand that
far better men, who would cheerfully bave given their lives for the
success of the Revolution, blinded by the glamour with which by
distorting the facts Gates was able to surround himself, were sin-
cerely convinced that a change was demanded. They were not wholly
familinr with how much Washington had done to insure the victory;
the inestimable value of his campaign in New Jersey and Pennsylvania ;
his direction or supervision of the campaign against Burgoyne; and
the importance of his action in sending to thé North the force of prac-
ticed riflemen under the command of his fellow Virginian, Col. Danjel
Morgan, except for whom, and Arnold, the inefficient Gates would
never have brought about the surrender of the British Army. That the
evil scheme miscarried was due, as we all know, to Washington's quiet
exposure of the duplicity of Gates and to the steadfast loyalty of
Lafayette to his chief.  Perhaps the building is not preserved where
the banquet was held here in January, 1778, with the alm of ¢onsolidat-
ing opinion in favor of Washington's overthrow. But who can ever
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forget how at the moment when the tide seemed to be running all one
way against Washington, the young Frenchman rose from his seat at
the table and rebuked the plotters by proposing a toast to the health
of the Commander in Chief? No event in the annals of historic York
is more worthy of the art of some great painter. .

Coineident with the session here, there was not only what occurred
at Saratoga and in France, but the light was breaking elsewhere,

Washington's fellow Virginian, who may be regarded as the progeni-
tor of the American Navy, was showing that the Americans must be
reckoned with on the sea as well as on the land. The delegates who
were considering here on April 27, 1778, the means of suppressing dis-
aflection could not know that on that very day the English newspapers
began to notice with alarm the daring exploits of John Paul Jones on
their coast, and how throughout the year they were to stress the peril
in which he was placing their ports and commerce. Another of Wash-
ington's fellow Virginians, a gifted and daring seldier, was at the same
time holding and defeating the British forces in the West, beyond the
Alleghenies, The delegates who were considering here on June 24,
1778, the proper observance of the second anniversary of the Declara-
tion of Independence could mot know that om that very day George
Rogers Clark was marching against the fort at Kaskaskia, Ill., and
arranging the capture of other British strongholds in that region.

Some contemporary observers, whose opinion has since been echoed
by many, ascribe the growing weakness of the Continental Congress, its
loss of support and prestige, to the fact that it came to be composed of
men of less ability than those who had formerly served. Alexander
Hamilton, dwelling on this circumstance, in a letter to Washington,
sald, “ Each State, in order to promote its own internal government
and prosperity, has selected its best members to fill the offices within
itself, and conduct its own affairs * * *, This is a most pernicious
mistake and must be corrected.” But Hamilton himself, who was highly
qualified for congressional service, thought he should remain with the
Army. He obeyed what he regarded as the call of duty, like Wash-
ington, Henry, Jefferson, and many of their colleagues in the earlier
sessions who eould not escape entering other fields where their services
were imperatively demanded. Hamilton's letter was dated February
13, 1778, and he might have moderated his expression could he have
looked in on the delegates here engaged that very day from early morn-
ing into the late evening on matters of the utmost importance.

It is mot true that the delegates who served here or subsequenily
were inadequate to the work. Consider the Virginia delegates at York.
1f they are not to be counted in the group to which Washington, Henry,
and Jefferson belong, they at least belong to a second group, indlcated
in an address made by Mr. Hoar a long time ago when he was a Senator
from Massachusetts. Bpeaking of Virginia, he said: * Notwithstanding
the splendid constellation of burning and blazing names which she gave
to the country during the period of the Revolution and in framing
and inaugurating the Comstitution, if by some miracle they had been
gathered together in one room, we will say in the year 1777 or 1780,
and had perished in one calamity, Virginia could have supplied their
places and have maintained almost entirely the same preeminence.”
Before naming the Virginia delegates, let me suggest that you consult
the journals to see the varlety of the business dealt with at York, the
regularity of the sessions, and the protracted hours employed in the
work, however large or small the attendance. And little imagination is
required to understand the inconveniences to which the members were
subject. The accommodations must have been extremely meager. Even
the food supply was anything but ample, as appears from a letter of
Richard Henry Lee, who wrote that he lived mainly on a diet of wild
pigeons and his health suffered. John Adams wrote: * When I asked
leave of Congress to make a visit to my constituents it was my intention
to decline the mext election and return to my practice at the bar.
* & = All my emoluments as a Member of Congress for four years
had not been sufficient to pay a laboring man upon my farm."”

Who, then, at York were the delegates from my own State? None
of them were inferior men. Forgotten by the historians are John
Bannister, Thomms Adams, and John Harvie, but they all had gained
distinction in the service of their Btate. The qualities of another,
Joseph Jones, the Government of the United States has acelaimed by
publishing his correspondence, which was largely with Washington,
Madison, and Monroe, showing the power of his mind and his valuable
contribution to the Revolutionary struggle and the formation of our
institutions. The memory of the other three is enduring, and  not
gimply because they were signers of the Declaration of Independence,
whose author was their close associate and friend. One of them was
Benjamin Harrison, the ancestor of two of our Presidents. When the
delegates to the first Continental Congress were chosen, he had the
distinction of being put in the list which inecluded Washington and
Henry. He was for years a Member of Congress and the honor fell
to him as chairman of the Committee of the Whole to report the
resolution appointing the committee to draft the Declaration of In-
dependence and the instrument itself when ready for consideration.
You know the story of Franklin remarking that if the delegates who
signed the Declaration did not hang together, they would hang sepa-
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rately. Harrison had something of Franklin’s sense of humor. He was
portly, and Mr. Gerry was slender and thin. Turning to the latter
as they were signing, Harrison said, * When the banging scene comes
on, I shall have the advantage of you. It will be over with me in a
minute, but you will be kicking in the air half an hour after I am
gone., When a successor to Peyton Randolph, President of the Con-
gress and Harrison's kinsman, was about to be chosen, and all eyes
were turned on John Hancock, Harrison seized Hancock in his arms and
placing him in the chair, said, “ We will show Mother Britain how
little we care for her by making a Massachusetts man our President
whom she has excluded from ammnesty by public proclamation.” An
evidence of how he was regarded by his own State is that three times
he was elected its governor in what some one has called the Athenian
days of Virginia.

The name of Lee is as inseparable from the history of Virginia as the
name of Washington. Upon some of its most shining pages that name
is written, and through the story of the Revolution it runs like a golden
thread. 8o much has been written of Richard Henry Lee and so much
of his correspondence remains that it is unnecessary to say more of him
than that he was the finest orator of the Revolution, except Henry,
and one of the greatest statesmen who sat in the Congress at York, of
which at another time he was President. His brother, Franels Lightfoot
Lee, who was with him here, was equal In intellectual force and unspar-
ing diligence. Another brother, Henry Lee, with Franklin, was repre-
senting the country in Paris when John Adams was sent from here to
cooperate with them in negotiating the treaties. In the years to come,
when he was reviewing the events with which he had been connected,
Adams wrote of the Lees, He lauded the merits of Richard Henry Lee
as too well known to need recounting. * They need,” he wrote, * no
illustration by me.” Francis Lightfoot Lee he described as “a man
of great reading well understood, of sound judgment, and inflexible pur-
pose in the eause of his country.” Then in a more tender vein he refers
to Arthur Lee as “a man of whom I can not think withont emotion, a
man too early in the service of his country to avoid a multiplicity of
enemies; too honest, upright, faiihful, and intrepid to be popular; too
often obliged by his principles and interests to oppose Machiavellian
intrigues to avoid the destiny he suffered. This man never had justice
done him by his country in his lifetime, and I fear he never will have
by posterity.” Of the same family was the soldier and statesman,
Light Horse Harry Lee. All of these Lees were born near Wakefield,
at the Stratford house in Westmoreland, Washington's native county.
In that Virginia home, I may be permitted to say, at a later time was
born another, the son of Light Horse Harry Lee, the wonderful soldier
and stainless gentleman who commanded the armies of the Southern
Confederacy.

If 1T have seemed to stress unduly the Importance of Virginia and
Virginians in the Revolutionary era, such has not been my purpose.
I bave had no other thought than to recall some of the noble memories
of the common devotion, sacrifices, and achievements of the people of
the thirteen original States, who laid the foundatlon of our great
Republie, which has the faith and hope of us all—a more perfect Union
than was dreamed of by those gathered here in York 150 years ago, the
most perfect Union which the genius of man has created.

HEROISM OF THE COAST GUARD

Mr. WARREN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for one minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. Speaker, on the first day we assembled
here the press of the country carried on their front pages
accounts of two of the greatest feats of rescue from shipwreck
in the annals of the Coast Guard. Within a short distance of
each other about the same time in my district, off the stormy
coast of North Carolina, the Norwegian steamship Cibao and
the Greek steamship Paraguay were destroyed, and the saving
of their crews by the unparalleled hercism of the Coast Guard
is described as one of the most remarkable achievements in
the history of the service,

At a later date during the present session it is my purpose to
address the House on the United States Coast Guard, the
noblest service in the world. I shall endeavor at that time to
point out the needs and aspirations of the service, and to show
how this great organization, founded for the sake of humanity,
has been so shamefully neglected by Congress. I hope that
to-morrow morning every Member of the House will read what
I am now ingerting in the Recorp, and it will give them a
greater appreciation of a work that has no press agents and
where duty is the only word they know. [Applause.]

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert in the Recorp
letters of commendation of the work of the Coast Guard from
the masters of these two foreign ships and a newspaper
account of the rescues,
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the reguest of the
gentleman from North Carolina.

There was no objection.

The matter referred to follows:

HATTERAS, N. C., December 5, 1927,
Hon, Lixpsay C. WARREN,
Member of Congress, Washington, D, (.

Dear Sig: I am herewith forwarding a copy of my letter of com-
mendation to Coast Guard headquarters and hope that it will meet with
your favorable approval in regards to the great heroic work performed
by the officers in charge and crews of Cape Hatteras, Creeds Hill, Hat-
teras Inlet, and Ocracoke Coast Guard stations in rescuing the lives of
24 souls forming the crew of the stranded Norwegian steamship Cibao,
wrecked on Hatterans Inlet Bar December 4, 1927, when we were in a
very dangerous position.

I request further that anything that can be done for these men in
way of comment from your Government can mot be oo strong for the
great work they performed in this case.

Respectfully yours,
M. MYLANDER,
Master Norwcegion Steamship Cibao,
HaATTERAS, N, C., December 5, 1927.
CoMMANDANT U. S, C0AST GUARD,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sii: We, the officers of the Norwegian steamship Cibao, wrecked
on Hatterns Inlet Bar December 4, 1927, during severe storm, wish to
extend our most heartfelt appreciations of the noble and daring rescue
performed by the officers in charge and crews of Ocracoke, Hatteras
Inlet, Creeds Hill, and Cape Hatteras stations. This rescue was made
under a very hazardous condition through one of the most dangerous
surfs that any bunch of men could ever plan such a noble piece of work,
and going through the ordeal without even 4 mishap to any man.

This is to be looked upon as a hercic deed that could be performed
by none other except they be couragecus, brave, and experienced mem-
bers of such a noble service as the United States Coast Guard, of which
these men boast of their membership.

We wish to state further that this rescue was not a mere matter of
these men launching their boats and coming to our assistance and their
work finished, then soon forgotten by all concerned. Not so! It is
to be long remembered that we lay in a helpless condition in a bed of
high-rolling breakers and strong current.

Enowing that our plight was a very sad one for a crew of a ship
to be placed in, it never dawned on our minds that there was such a
brave bunch of rescuers in our midst that could ever master such high
breakers that enveloped our ship. But our sad hearts were soon made
glad to see the brave men with their rescuing boats approaching. At
once we knew that we were safe by the way they maneuvered, and the
means established to make the rescue—which was performed by a life
line from the ship to the rescuing boat. Being 24 men in our crew,
each individual had to be dragged throngh the breakers by means of a
line for the distance of about 100 yards. There being more than one
trip to make to get the crew off, each trip was made with equal skill,
until three hazardous trips were made, and every man safely on shore.

In our opinion these men are deserving the very highest recognition
possible that can be afforded by your department, as they have well
proven their ability in this ease. It Is our earnest desire. that the
Norwegian Government, of which we are subjects, give these men the
recognition due them for saving the lives of 24 of our nationals.

Respectfully yours,

0. HAXBEN.
M., Mycaxoper, Master.

“8. 8. PARAGUAY,”
Piracus (Greece).
To the HeapquanTERS U. 8. CoAST GUARD,
Washington, D. O,

GENTLEMEN : Please convey through your office on behalf of me as
master of the wrecked ship, also on behalf of myself, officers, and the
surviving crew, our gratitude and many thanks to Capt. W. H. Lewark
and the guardsmen under his command of the Kill Devil Hill, also
Kitty Hawk for the heroic deeds performed by them to save me, my
officers, and my crew, and also for all the assistance given to us during
our stay there.

It is my duty when I am returning to Greece not to fail to report
to my authorities whatever was done to us in the predicament we
were in.

Yours respectfully,
(Signed) MASTER OF 8. 8. * Panacuax,"”
€ ZIMMERMAN,
15 Moore St.,, New York,
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[From the Independent, Elizabeth City, N. C., December 9, 1027)

CoasT GUARDS Livixg Upr T0 OLD-TIME TRADITIONS—SURFMEN AT HaT-
TERAS AND Kiun DEviL Hinn AcquiTt THEMSELVES HEROICALLY,
Baving 48 Lives FROM A HaciNe Sea THis WEEK

The day of the surfmen and the Coast Guard station is not done.
We have heard it said that Cosst Guard stations will soon be a thing
of the past. The wireless telegraph, the radio compass stations along
the coast that give ships their exact position, the better lighthouses,
whistling buoys, and bells that scream and clang louder and louder with
the rising seas to warn the shipmaster of danger, all these they said
would some day moke the maintenance of Coast Guard stations unneces-
sary. Some of the surfmen have believed it themselves,

Folks just say they know we don't have the wrecks we used to have,
and at any rate they know there aren't as many lives lost. Visitors to
the seashore in summer time, when the sun broils down on the sands,
when the water is tepid and the breezes are balmy, observe the Coast
Guards drowsing In the shade and wonder why the Government keeps
them there. The summer-fime visitors do not know the beaches in
December, when folks who live in steam-heated houses and whose museles
are weak and flabby could not withstand the chilling blast, nor battle
against the gale the surfman patrols against. They wouldn't accom-
pany a Coast Guard on a patrol for $500. £

The stories we have read of surfmen of other days are not tradition.
The day of the lonely Coast Guard on his bitter patrol of a storm-
swept beach assailed by biting blasts of sand, drenched with rain, and
dragging his way over weary miles js not a thing of the past. Nor are
thrilling rescues of human life from lurking death in angry seas events
that belong entirely to the obscure chronicles of other days.

Forty-eight foreign seamen, whose lives were snatched from the wrecks
of their vessels on the Dare County coast on Sunday of this week, bear
grateful witness to these facts. Thousands of miles from home they
were, their luckless vessels breaking to pleces under them on the eruel
reefs of a foreign land, they clung to their ships, despairing of help,
and awaiting a terrible death,

Angry seas swept across the decks, their cries were drowned by the
roar of wind and waves as the elements sang their death songs, the
cold rain drenched them to the bone; the intense darkness hid the
pleture of complete despair on their faces,

And then there glimmered through the darkness, faintly at first, but
not to be mistaken, the glare of a Coston light in the hands of na
lonely man who was trudging along the coast. A surfman making his
wiay with difficulty against the wind, and over the weary miles between
the stations where boats and men and food and clothing are kept by
the American Government to succor those who may be in distress.

The despairing watchers on the ship saw the signal and knew the
Coast Guard had discovered their plight. A hundred men were along
the darkened Carolina coast that night, their eyes strained seaward,
facing death themselves that they might help others. Sons and grand-
sons of Coast Guards and native seamen who knew naught else but the
calling of the sea.

SAVED 48 LIVES

And 24 men were rescued from the Greek tanker Paraguay near Kill
Devil Hill, and 24 were saved from the Norwegian fruiter Cibao on
the dangerous shoals at Hatteras by Coast Guards of the seventh
district, who wrote an epic in the annals of the service, by effecting
rescnes that are conceded to be among the most heroic and thrilling
deeds ever performed in the seventh district.

0ld sarfmen declare it one of the wildest seas and strongest winds
in all their experience. The Greek tanker Paraguay sprung a leak
on Friday. The men had manned the pumps until all were nearly
exhausted. Water poured into sterm and bow from the big leaks
caused by the blows of the heavy seas. The ship was within 60 miles
of Cape Henry; she might have made it. But the storm struck her.
The waves broke across the vessel, tons and tons of water went into the
hold and put out the fires, the power that was driving her was lost,
down went the wireless telegraph that might have called for aid; d=ad
went the engine that operated the lights that might have signaled for
help. The lifeboats were swept from their davits.

The helpless ship drifted like a stray cork, the ripping of her seams
sounded above the roar of the storm, she trembled like a leaf from the
pounding of the sea., The men were working at the pumps. Four
were swept overboard in the darkness, unknown to their comrades. And
then the vessel struck bottom some 3800 wyards from shore, her bow
hiigh out of the water. BEvery man ran to the bow, where they huddled
together in the darkness,

She was 2 miles north of Kill Devil Hill Station. Opposite the
spot where the Wright Aviation Memorial i to Le built. A surfman
saw her, he notified the station. W. H. Lewark, boatswain’s mate and
officer in charge, mustered his men, He sent word down' the line and
moved his equipment up tae beach, but no hoat could put to sea in the
storm. 5

Keeper Lewark and his men signaled to the men on the ship to make
ready to catch a line. The surfmen on the beach planted their cannon,
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A vumber four shotline was bent on and fired toward the wessel. It
went unerring in its course across the rigging, and fell into the hands
of the sallors,

THE FIRST LINE BROKE

The surfmen ashore bent on the whip block hawser and hauling tackle,
one end of which was made fast on the beach. The sailors began to
pull it toward them. Surely here was the gear that would take them
all to safety. But it did not reach them. The ghotline parted and the
gear fell back in the sea.

Meanwhile Keeper Walter Etheridge, of Nags Head Station, and Keeper
8. D. Guard, of Kitty Hawk, and thelt men arrived to help. A second
line was shot across the bow of the vessel which had long since broken
in two. With this line the sailors hauled in the tackle, and made it
fast to their rigging.

One at a time the sailors were brought ashore without mishap, until
all the 24 remaining men of the crew were saved. As fast as one was
clear of the breeches buoy, it went back for another. Omne gailor came
ashore carrying a pet rooster. All were pounded and drenched by the
seas but none severely injured.

“I never saw a more grateful set of shipwrecked men,” declares
Commander Littlefield, who visited the statlon shortly after the rescue.
“The captain declares he will carry a piece of the shotline that saved
him away with him and treasure it as something ssered. He also
gays he will bring the rescue to the attention of the Greek Govern-
ment on his return to Alexandria, believing that the surfmen of Kill
Devil Hill will be given suitable recognition.

“ It was a remarkable rescue, for not a man was lost,” adds Com-
mander Littlefield. *“And it was performed under terrible conditions,
if we would judge from the sea, which was extremely rough even 24
hours later.”

Down below Cape Hatteras, the *“graveyard of the sea,” a rescue
more dramatie, more risky, and thrilling and dangerous in every respect
took place. Two miles out on the treacherous shoals near the inlet the
Cibao, a Norweglan fruit steamer, was driyen ashore by the gale,
Twenty-four men, out in the raging ocean, despaired of help and were
becoming resigned to a tragic end. The Cibao presented a problem more
difficult than that of the Paraguay. It was impossible to fire a line from
ghore, No man could have lived through that surf, even though a
breeches buoy could have been used,

A DANGEROUS PASSAGR

Any surfmen who attempted to make their way from Hatteras Inlet
to the Cibao took thelr lives in their hands., No man could row against
the seas. Only a power surfboat could make the trip, The pausing of
the motor for a few seconds might have meant sudden death, for with-
out power to hold it up in the wind the boat might have easily drifted
out of the deeper water and onto a shoal where it would have capsized
and every man have been swept overboard.

It was an heroie rescue. Charles O. Peel, of Hatteras Inlet; James H.
Garrigh, or Ocracoke ; W, H. Barnett, of Creeds Hill; B. R. Ballance, of
Cape Hatteras stations, all keepers, with a picked crew led the resene.
Taking a lifeboat in tow of a motor surfboat, they made the perilous
trip out to sea. The sea was too rough to permit them to go alongside
the Cibao. A wave would have caught the small boat and dashed it to
Pbite against the side of the ship.

And so a rope was sent across the intervening water to the Cibao.
One by one the men went over the side and made their way along the
rope, each with a smaller rope around his own body, and as he came
beside the surfboat the Coast Guards pulled him aboard. Three trips
were made from shore to ship before the crew were rescued. “If was
one of the greatest rescues I ever heard of,” declared Commander Little-
fleld. “T don’t believe you would find worse conditions anywhere under
which to effect a rescue.”

One Elizabeth City woman was fortunate enough to see the heroic
work of the Coast Guards at Kill Devil Hill when the Greek tauker
Paroguay came ashore Sunday. Mrs. Alice K, Grice, who was down on
the beach for the week end, says:

“ You would have been proud of the gplendid way the Ceoast Guard
handled their work. Captain Lewark, at Kill Devil Hill station, was
assisted In the rescue work by Capt. Walter Etheridge, of Nags Head
station, and his crew, and Captaln Guard and Surfman Perry, of the
Kitty Hawk Station. They had to use the breeches buoy, and it took
15 to 20 minutes to bring each man in through the water, The Para-
guay was sailing from New York to Seville under the command of
Captain Katulas. The ship broke in two when she struck the beach.
The waves were breaking over it. I wouldn’t have missed seeing the
rescue for anything. 1 wish everyone who doesn't know of the work
the Coast Guard does could have seen it. The whole pieture was won-
derful—the surf pounding the beach, whitecaps as far as you could
see, and the wind blowing a hurricane, and real men working hard to
gave the lves of others. It was the most thrilling tbing to see, and I
wish it could be thrown on the screen.”

- WARREN EXPHRESSES PLEASURE

Congressman LiNpsaY C. WareeN got a real thrill on his arrival in
Washingtos Monday morning when the United States Coast Guard office
«alled him up to congratulate him on the splendid work done by his

.
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home folks, the surfmen of the first congressional district. Mr. WARREN
was so glad to hear the news of their splendid work tbat he sent a
telegram of commendation to all three statioms. All of the stations
are in Mr. WARREX's district, and all three crews are personal friends
of the first district Congressman. Mr. WARREN considers the rescues
two of the most conspicuous examples of heroism in the annals of the
Coast Guard.

The fact that the unusual rescues were made at this time is of
especial interest to Mr., WARREN by reason of the fact that he has been
planning for several months to make a speech in Congress concerning
the work of the Coast Guard. Mr. WARREN has been much displeased
at the disregard shown an honorable and able service as a result of
burdening it with the enforcement of the probibition laws, and it is
his idea to present the Coast Guard in a different light from that in
which the service is held in some sections of the country,

Admiral F. C. Billard, commandant of the Coast Guard, on Monday
dispatched the following wire to District Commander O, A. Littlefield
at this city:

“1 am much gratified to learn of the splendid work of Kill Devil Hill,
Hatteras Inlet, and Ocracoke stations in the rescue made yesterday.
Communicate immediately to the stations my congratulations and
commendations,”

WHERE WRECKS ARE WRECKES MUTILATED BODIES WASH ASHORE

Two bodies, supposedly of the seamen who had washed overboard,
were found this week, one badly mutilated while the other was in bet-
ter condition and bore a ring with the letters “A. M." engraved on it.
The bodies were found near Oregon Inlet, and were so badly beaten by
the surf that there is no means of positively identifying them, :

The crew of the Cibae are standing by at Hatteras Inlet, according
to last report. They were hopeful that the vessel might be salvaged,
but she has been driven so far across the shoals that it is now donbtful
that this can be accomplished. However, they will remain at Hatteras
several days more, it is stated.

The wreck at Kitty Hawk took place just a half century after the
wreck of the T. 8, 8. Huron, which landed 8 miles farther southward
November 31, 1877, 2 miles north of Nags Head Station. Ninety-eight
officers and men lost their lives in the wreck of the Huron.

At that time the Coast Guard stations were not active except from
December 1 to some time during the spring months, and when the
Huron stranded at 1 o'clock in the morning during a severe storm, all
the surfmen were at thelr homes. No help came until early in the fore-
noon, and at that little could be done except to pull on land the bodies
as they washed ashore. Only 48 lives were saved.

There were no funds to provide suitable equipment, and what the
sgtations had at that time was inadequate and there was no means to
drag it up the beach,

The tragedy of the Huron, which aroused the country to sense the
neglect its seamen were subject to, was increased by the fact that the
first superintendent of the Coast Guard, Lieut. John J, Guthrie, lost his
life while attending the wreck.

THOSE WHO AIDED

The men of several stationg of the Coast Guard of the Seventh
District played a gallant part in the rescues of the seamen, and their
work brought praise from Commandant F. C. Billard, who wired dis-
trict headguarters at Elizabeth City of his commendation, and asked
that the men at each station be commended. In the rescue work at
Hatteras Inlet, the Hatteras Inlet Station, in charge of Boatswain
Charles O, Peel, the son of a veteran surfman, was assisted Dby
Ocracoke, Creeds Hill Station, and Cape Hatteras Station, Kill Devil
Hill Station, in charge of W. H. Lewark, boatswain’s mate (L), was
asgisted by the men of Nags Head and Kitty Hawk Stations. Dennis
Twiford and Aubrey Harris, surfmen of Caffeys Inlet Station, residing
at Kitty Hawk, who were on leave at the time, volunteered their
services and worked all day Sunday with the men at Kill Devil Hill
Station, rescuing the seamen from the Greek tamnker.

The stations and crews taking part in these rescues are as follows:

Kitty Hawk: 8. D. Guard, oficer in charge, and Surfman W. C.
Perry ; Kill Devil Hill: W, H.: Lewark, officer in charge, John Westcott,
W. 8. Dough, BE. J. Banm, T. T, Tillett, M. L. Tillett, 8. G. Austin, D. L
Dowdy ; Nags Head Station: W. G. Etheridge, officer in charge, C. C,
Jones, G. B. Midgett, 8. G. Basnight, Ellis Midgett, Paul Midgett,
Norman Etheridge, Robert Banm, John Farrow, C. H. Barnett, Ells-
worth Midgett, Andrew Willlams; Cape Hatteras: B. R. Ballance,
officer in charge, T. Barnett, W. L. Barnett, Noah E. Price, Andrew
Gray, L. D. Midgett, W. R. Midgett, G. H. Whedbee, Geo. Gaskins,
John L. Barnett, B. M. Jennette, and C. F. Midgett; Creeds Hill:
W. H. Barnett, officer in charge, F. W. Miller, J. T. Tolson, 0. W.
Austin, A. AL Austin, 8, 8. Fulcher, E. B. Ballance, C. W. Stowe,
and 8, A. Stowe; Hatteras Inlet: C. O. Peel, officer in charge, Willie
Austin, Erskine Oden, Ernest Austin, John #. Austin, Charles Styron,
Bennie 8. Etheridge, and Roscoe Burrus; Ocracoke: J. H. Garrish,
officer in charge, H. J. Willlams, M. P, Guthrie, H. H. Howard, L. B,
Williams, R. ¥. O'Neal, Homer Howard, 8. Garrish, G. B. Gaskins,
D, Willis, and T. B. Wahab.
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LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. PEAVEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
leave of absence for my colleague, the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. Breck], on account of the serious illness of Mrs. Beck.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

PERMISEION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent, after the reading of the Journal on Thursday morning
next, to speak to the House for 15 minutes.

Mr, GREEN of Iowa., Will the gentleman amend his request
by asking this permission in case consideration of the revenue
bill is finished?

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. All right; I will do that.

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I
would like to know what the gentleman wants to talk about.

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska. Oh, divers and sundry subjects,
principally with reference to the bill I have introduced pro-
viding for a joint reanion of the survivors of the armies of the
blue and the gray in Washington next year. [Applause.]

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Nebraska?

There was no objection.

THE REVENUE BILL

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to speak for one moment in order to make an announcement.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Iowa?

There was no objection,

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, the legislative counsel
of the House and Senate, together with the legislative counsel
of the Treasury, has prepared a print of the new revenue bill
and the present law which is available to all the Members, and
which I think we will find very useful. 1 desire, Mr. Speaker,
to submit another unanimous-consent requesi. The bill which
we have presented is in different form, as Members have ob-
served, with certain cross references and headings and sub-
headings, and in case there is any amendment it is quite pos-
sible these cross references or headings or subheadings may
have to be changed, and to aveid the necessity of going back at
the end of the bill, I ask unanimous consent, as stated in the
request which I send to the Clerk's desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa submits a re-
quest, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

That when the House has completed its consideration of H. R, 1,
the pending revenue bill, that the Clerk may be authorized—

(1) To make necessary changes in numbers and letters in all head-
ings and subheadings and in any cross references thereto.

(2) To sirike out cross references that have become erroneous or
superfluons and insert cross references made necessary or convenlent
by reason of changes made by the House.

(2) Where amendments adopted to the bill do not conform in style,
typography, and indentation to the style of the bill as printed, to make
such corrections as may be necessary to produce such conformity.

Mr. CHALMERS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob-
ject, I would like to ask the chairman a question, and couple
with this question the statement that there is one feature of
the bill in which I am very much interested. I have had no time
in general debate, and I want to ask the chairman if he proposes
to be liberal in the matter of time on the reading of the bill.
I would like about 15 minutes, and I would like to know what
will be the policy of the chairman in that regard.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The policy has always been to be very
liberal in such matters and the policy will not be changed, but
I can not say positively at this time, not knowing what the
gentleman wants to falk about or the sitnation we are going
to be in at that time. Of course, I am not able to make the
gentleman a promise of 15 minutes, but I will do what I ean.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Towa?

There was no objection.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill
(H. R. 1) to reduce and equalize taxation, provide revenue, and
for other purposes.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of H. R. 1, the revenue bill, with Mr, NEwrtox in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill
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Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, all time in general

debate has expired.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill by sections.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to
object to reading the bill by sections. I am just as anxious to
facilitate the passage of this bill as the gentleman from Iowa,
and I am sure the gentleman will agree with the statement that
I have cooperated with him. HExecept where there are differ-
ences and I want to offer amendments, I am going to contribute
what I can toward expediting the passage of the bill. I do not
know what the rule really would be, but I do want to suggest
to the gentleman from Iowa that when we reach provisions of
the bill where there is a serious effort made at a constructive
or fundamental amendment that the gentleman give ample
opportunity for us to suggest amendments to any parvagraph of
any one of the sections. With that statement, of course, I
have no objection to reading the bill by sections,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I agree with the gentleman from
Texas, Mr. Chairman, and I ask unanimous consent that in
reading the bill the table of contents printed on pages 2 and
tﬁe following may be omitfed, as it is not necessary to read
them.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent that in the reading of the bill the tuble of contents on
pages 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and a portion of page 7 be dispensed with.
Is there objection?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Reserving the right to object, the Chair
has not put the other part of the request that the bill be read
by sections,

The CHAIRMAN,

Mr. LAGUARDIA.

graphs,

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands that neither the
genfleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER] nor the gentleman from
Towa [Mr. GReeN] have any objection to the bill being read by
sections.

HMr. LAGUARDIA. But there are 433 other Members of the
ouse,

The CHATRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion that it ought
to be read by sections. The Chair understands that that is a
matter largely within the discretion of the Chair, subject, of
course, to the will of the committee on appeal.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. A parliamentary inguiry,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is it not necessary under the rule to
read it by paragraphs?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so understand it.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Reserving the right to objeet,
Mr. Chairman, I may be in error, but my impression is that it
is very unusual indeed to include an index as a part of the law.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It is unusmnal.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Why is it done in this case?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It was done when the Judicial Code
was enacted.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee,
necessity for it in that case.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It is very useful here in my judgment,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Undoubtedly an index is use-
ful; but the question is whether you want the index as a part
of the law,

Mr, GARNER of Texas. That was what they did when they
enacted the Code, and if they did it in the Code we can do it
here. If it is Dbeneficial why should it not be done?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Ordinarily the index goes to the back
and this is at the beginning where the reader can see what is
included.

Mr. GARNER of Texas, I asked the same question the other
day, and I was informed that it was so done in the Judicial
Code. 1 said if we can do it in the code we can do it here, and
it is undoubtedly of value so that when a man picks up the law
he can see what is in it without having to go to other law
books that publish an index.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none. i

The Clerk reading the bill read as follows:

BEC. 12. BUrTAX ON INDIVIDUALS

(a) RarES OF SUrTAX.—There shall be levied, collected, and paid
for each taxable year upon the net income of every individual a surtax
as follows :

Upon a net income of $10,000 there shall be no surtax; upon net
incomes in excess of $10,000 and not in excess of $14,000, 1 per cent
of such excess.

Forty dollars upon net incomes of $14,000; and upon net incomes
in excess of $14,000 and not in excess of $16,000, 2 per cent in addition
of such excess. :

That is not necessary.
I think it is usual to read it by para-

There was probably some
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Eighty dollars upon net incomes of $16,000; and upon net incomes
in excess of £16,000 and not in excess of $18,000, 3 per cent in additien
of such excess.

One hundred and forty dollars upon net incomes of §18,000; and upon
net incomes In exeess of $18,000 and not In excess of $20,000, 4 per
eent in addition of such excess.

Two bundred and twenty doliars upon net incomes of $20,000; and
upon net incomes in excess of §20,000 and not in excess of $22,000,
b per cent in addition of such excess.

Three hundred and twenty dollars upon net incomes of $22,000; and
upon net incomes in excess of $22,000 and not in excess of $24,000,
€ per cent in addition of such excess.

Four hundred and forty dollars upon net incomes of $24,000; and
upon net incomes in excess of $24,000 and not In excess of $28,000,
7 per cent In addition of such excess.

Seven hundred and twenty dellars upon net incomes of $28,000; and
upon net incomes In excess of $28,000 and not in excess of $32.000,
8 per cent in sddition of such excess.

One thousaud and forty dollars upon net incomes of $32,000; and
upon net incomes in excess of $32,000 and not in excess of $36,000,
9 per cent in addition of such excess.

One thousand four hundred dollars upon net lncomes of £36,000; and
ppon net incomes in excess of $30,000 and not in excess of 340_000
10 per cent in addition of such excess.

One thousand eight hundred dollars upon net incomes of $40,000;
and upon net Incomes In excess of $40,000 and pot in excess of
$44,000, 11 per cent in addition of such excess.

Two thousand two hundred and forty dollars upon net incomes of
$£44.000; and npon net incomes in excess of $44,000 and not In excess
of §48, 000 12 per cent in addition of such excess.

Two thousand seven hundred and twenty dollars upon net incomes
of $48,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $£48,000 and mot in
excess of $32,000, 13 per cent in addition of such excess,

Three thousand two hundred and forty dollars upon net incomes of
$52,000; and upon met incomes in excess of $52,000 and not in excess
of £56,000, 14 per cent in addition of such excess.

Three thousand eight hundred dollars upon net incomes of $56,000;
and npon net incomes in excess of $£36,000 and not in excess of $60,000,
15 per cent in addition of such excess.

Four thousand four bundred dollars upon net incomes of $60,000;
and upon net incomes in excess of $60,000 and not in excess of
$G4,000, 16 per cent in addition of such excess,

Five thonsand and forty dollars upon net incomes of $84.000; and
upon net incomes in excess of $64,000 and not in excess of $70,000,
17 per cent in addition of such excess,

Six thousand and sixty dollars upon net incomes of $70,000; and
upon net incomes in excess of $70,000 and not in excess of $80,000, 18
per cent in addition of such excess.

Seven thousand eight bhundred and sixty dollars upon net incomes
of $80,000;: and upon net incomes in excess of $80,000 snd not in
exeesg of $100,000, 19 per cent in addition of such excess,

Eleven thousand six hundred and sgixty dollars upen net incomes
of $100,000; and upon net incomes in excess of $100,000, in addition
20 per cent of such excess,

(b) Sale of mines and oll or gag wells: For limitation of surtax
attributable to sale of mines and oil or gas wells, see section 102,

(e) Capital net gains and losses: For rate and computation of tax
in lieu of normal and surtax in case of met incomes of not less than
$30,000, approximately, or in case of net incomes, excluding items
of capital gain, capital loss, and capifal deductions, of not less than
£20,000, approximately, see section 101.

(d) Evasion of suriaxes by incorporation: For tax on cerporatiens
which accumulate surplus to evade surtax on stockholders, see sections
104 and 10G.

AMr. LAGUARDIA.
amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 12, line 12, after the word * excess,” insert a mnew paragraph,
as follows :

“And opon net income in excess of $1,500,000, in addition to the
tax hereinbefore provided, 30 per cent of said excess."

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, the original
purpose of a progressive income tax as I understand it was
not only to provide revenue, but to prevent the concentration
of the wealth of the whole country in the hands of a few
families., After the amendment fo the act of 1924 reducing
the surtax on the last bracket from 40 per cent to 20 per
cent the real purpose of the income-tax feature of our law
was destroyed by limiting the tax to 20 per cent and stopping
at $100,000, net income tax.

1t has been pointed out in the course of general debate on
this bill that a small percentage of taxpayers pay under this
provision. That is being constantly used preparatory to a

Mr. Chairman, I offer the following

determined effort to abolish entirely our income-tax feature
of the law.
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Now, I submit that considering the previous income-tax
laws we have had which went as high as 60 per cent at the
top bracket, and 40 per cent in the 1924 act, that my amend-
ment of 30 per cent on net income in excess of $1,500,000 income
is by no means far fetched, radical, or removed from the very
purpose of an income-tax policy.

Why, gentlemen, it was said before the committee when we
had the 1924 tax bill under consideration that the excess sur-
tax prevented these very few men from investing. I say that
if the future development of thiz country depends entirely on
four or five men, we indeed have a sad future before us. The
wealth of this couniry was built up before we had these
multimillionaires, with million-dollar incomes, and unless the
Congress does something to prevent the aeccumulation and
centralization of wealth you will have all the wealth of the
country in the hands of a few families within the next 75
years,

It is our daty to legislate not only for 1928 but for 1958
and 1978, and if we are lax in permitting the real purpose of
a progressive income tax to be destroyed, the responsibility
will be ours. If we put a tax of only 30 per cent on the amonnts
in excess of $1,500,000 income, I submit that that is not an
unfair burden of taxation. You have to gnard very jealonsly
our income-tax feature of the law. Indeed, as I said before,
I believe that very soon there will be a determined effort made
to abolish the whole income-tax systém. I do not believe that
will be possible as long as the genial gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. GreEx] heads the committee, but I bespeak his help in
this instance. I.hope he will support my amendment, though
in that perhaps I am hoping against hope. If the income fax
means anything, we should at least catch something on incomes
above $1,500,000. I do not go as high as the 40 per cent
feature of the 1924 law,

I do not go up to the 60 per cent, but only 30 per cent.
That is only 10 per cent more on incomes in excess of
$1,500,000. I do not see how any Member can refuse to support
this amendment if he believes in the income tax law. Of
course, if a1 Member does not believe in the income tax law, and
he wants to bring about a sales tax or a per capita tax, that
is a different thing, and to him I can not make any appeal,
becanse we differ on fundamentals; but if you are sincere in
your belief in an income tax law, not only for the purpose of
raising revenue but for the purpose of accomplishing its real
intent, viz, to prevent the centralization of wealth, then I sub-
mit my amendment for your serious consideration, and I hope
that the commitfee will vote with me.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mpr. Chairman, T am unable to sup-
port the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York
[Mr. LAGuarpiA] and am compelled to ask that it be rejected
by the committee. This amendment was not considered before
the committee at all, or anything of its nature. "We have not
had any proposition of that kind up for consideration whatever,
While at one time I voted for higher rates, the Congress through
the other body, which I can not mention, refused to make any
provision for deing away with tax-exempt securities, and pro-
duced an unfair situation by reason thereof. Under the ecir-
cumstances I am compelled to oppose the amendment.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. AMr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not plead surprise in
a surtax of 30 per cent on incomes of $1,500,000% There is
nothing new involved in my amendment. 3

Mr. GREEN of Towa. We have had that before. Of conrse
it i8 a jump, it would not be properly graded in that way,
and while the rates are not put in the provision in the bill,
they are just the same as last yeur. The maximum surtax
rate was 20 per cent.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman does not want to say that
my amendment involves anything so novel that the committee
i taken by surprise.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The commiiltee did not consider any-
thing of that kind or any proposition like ift,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment
offered by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken; and, on a division (demanded by
Mr, LAGuarpis), there were—ayes 37, noes 62

So the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 13 TAX ON CORPORATIONS

(a) Rate of tax: There shall be levied, collected, and paid for each
taxable year npon the net income of every corporatiom, a tax of 1134
per cent of the amount of the net income in excess of the eredits agninst
net ineome provided in section 26.

(b) Exempt corporations: For corporations exempt from tax, see
section 103. v
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Page 13, after line 6, insert ;

“*{b) Taxable income not more than $135,000: If the amount of the
uet income in excess of the credits provided in section 26 is not more
than £15,000, then, in lieu of the rate presceribed in subsection (a), the
rate shall be—

“{1) Five per cent if euch amount is not more than $7,000,

*“(2) Seven per cent if such amount is more than $T7,000 and not
more than $12,000,

*“{8) Nine per cent if such nmount is not more than $12,000 and not
more than $15,000.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, I am offering an amendment which I believe will
meet with the approval of 90 per ceat of the membership of the
House. I have talked with a great many Repubicans and
Demoerats, and I have not been able to find a single one who
does not think that the smaller corporations with earnings of
from $15,000 or $20,000 a year down ought to get some relief
in their tax for several reasons, and especially for the reason
that in their business they are in competition with partnerships
of similar eapital and earnings. The Secretary of the Treasury
in his testimony before the committee recommended that we
adopt the policy of giving such corporations the alternative,
where there were 10 stockholders or less, of making a return
as a partnership or as a corporation. The committee gave that
suggestion very extensive consideration, and if you will let
your mind ron aong for a moment you will see that that plun
is not workable, that a zraduated tax will accomplish the same
purpoeze in a better way than by permitting them the alterna-
tive method of making returns.

This amendment provides that where a corporation has an
jncome of $10,000 or less the rate of tax on it shall he 5 per
cent instead of 1114 per cent: that where a corporation has
$15,000 of income or less, but over $10.000, the tax shall be 7
ver cent instend of 1114 per cent; and where a corporation has
$18.000 or less, but more than $15,000, the rate shall be 9 per

cent instead of 11'% per cent; and that where the income is

over $18,000 the 111 per cent shall apply jnst as it does in this
bill. Therefore, the only change that this nmendment makes is
to give to the smaller corporations an advantage in a rate over
larger corporations, that is to say, with larger incomes. There
is no new principle involved at all. It is the same principle
exactly as is applied to individual incomes. 1 heard the gentle-
mun from Illinois [Mr. Caixperoat] say the other day, that one
corporation with a eapital of $100,000 might make only $10,000,
while another corporation with a capital of $10,000 might make
£10,000 income, and that we would be treating both of them the
same. So are you in this bill. The 11% per cent applies. He
says we ought to fix it on the valuation. We tried that on the
excess profits, and we made u failure of it.

I say to you frankly if you place it on the waluation, the
capital investment, the excess-profits tax iz the prettiest piece
of taxation possible. But it was a failure, could not be admin-
istered becaunse you could not ascertain the value of the corpo-
rations. We have had some experience with trying to value the
railroads for the past 12 years. and we have not completed the
vialuation yet. I do not know whether yon want to give the
#mall corporations a larger amount of relief than the larger
corporations, but the small corporations constitute 70 per cent.
This amendment affects 70 per cent of the corporations in the
United States, as I recall it. Is that correct, Mr. Beeman? I
flo not recall the exact percentage. It is around 70 per cent of
the corporations of this country which have an income of
818,000 and less, so thiz amendment I propose will reduce the
corporation tax lower than proposed by this bill on 70 per cent
of the corporations of the country.

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Just a moment.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I ask for an additional five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
The Chair hears none,

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Certainly.

Mr. TILSON. Will the gentleman staie what is the estimate
of loss of revenue that would occur from the adoption of his
amendment ?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I have that, The additional loss of
revenne, according to the Treasury Department, will be
$24,000,000, so I am informed by Mr., McCoy.
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(e) Improper accumulation of surplus:
which accomulate surplus to evade surtax on stockholders, see sections
104 and 105.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Bir. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.
The Clerk read as follows:
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Mr. LONGWORTH. Compared with this bill?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes,

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I will.

Mr. ALDRICH, Has the gentleman figured the tax on a
corporation” of an income of $14,900 over an income of over
$15.0007

Mr. GARNER of Texas. That provision is taken care of in
another provision of this bill. They have no trouble abont that,
because we have a provision in this bill now that # corporation
with an income of $28.500 will not pay more than one with an
income of $25,000. Mr. Beaman will show it to you.

Mr. HUDSPETH., Will the genfleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes,

Mr. HUDSPETH. I do not know that I got the gentleman's
amendment clear. Some other gentlemen seem to have the same
idea I have. Dwoes the gentleman's amendment apply to cor-
porations with a capital stock of $18,000——

Mr. GARNER of Texas. It does not have anything to do with
the capital stock. I ean not help the gentleman’s inference——

Mr, HUDSPETH. I am for the gentleman’s amendment.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I have tried to explain it, and I
will do it again; that where you have an income—whether you
have a billien dollars of capital stock invested, or one dollar—
the amendment which I prepose will tax a corporation which
has an income of $185,000 and less, down to $15.000, 9 per cent,
aud from S15000 to $10,000, between that bracket, 7 per cent.
Anything less than $10,000 would pay 5 per cent. Now, I think
that ought to be very plain. That is all it means,

I do not know whether you want to invoke the same rule of
equity, the same rule of justice in reference to corporations
you do in reference to individuals, give the little fellow a little
the best of it. Take the man of $10,000 and less of income, we
do not levy any surtax on him at all. The highest tax is 5 per
cent. If ir is a just system and equitable in regard to indi-
viduals, if it has worked well. why not apply it to small cor-
porations? I am going to listen for that answer with some
interest, The prineiple is the same, it is not faulty in principle.
It is a mere question of method. Now, the Treasury does not
want this done: it does not want the surtax principle applied
to incomes of individuals, I can understand that. I cun under-
stand how Mr. Mellon does not like this tax for two reasons,
He does not like this principle applied to individuals. He does
not want this principle extended to small corporations. All of
his eorporations are large. and. naturally, he is not for this
particular piece of legislation.

Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GARNER of Texas. I will.

Mr. LUCE. Did not thé Secretary come before the committee
or send in a recommendation that small corporations should
receive attention?

Mr. GARNER of Texas.

Mr. LUCE.
statement.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Giving them a privilege of making a
report as a corporation or as a partnership,

Mr. LUCE. On that pcint will the gentleman inform the
House whether his proposal takes into account in any way a
competition between partnership and a small corporation, and
does it go toward putting them on an equal footing?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. It has this advantage over the pres-
ent law: Suppose a corporation iz doing business across the
street from a partnership. If both of them make $10,000, both
of them wounld pay 5 per cent under my provision, TUnder the
present law it is 131 per cent and 1114 per cent in this bill
on the corporation, and 5 per cent on the partnership. Uuder
my amendment any corporation having income of $10,000 or
less would pay 5 per cent, Any individual or partnership would
pay about 4 per cent plus.

The partnership just across the sireet that has $15,000 income
would pay about 534 per cent under my amendment, if adopted ;
a corporation that has $15,000 income or less but over $10,000
wounld be taxed 7 per cent, but in the original bill it would pay
114 per cent.

Mr. LTCE.
basis?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yon can not absolutely equalize a
partnership and a corporation.
er. LUCE. Did not the Treasury Department recommend
that?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Oh, not by any means.

Mr. LUCE. It was the propesal I called to the attention of
the commitiee years ago.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. 1If you try to work it out, you will
find that it has no sense in it

Oh, yes,
That iz one of the five basic proposals in his

Why not equalize them, put them on the same
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Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Myr. Chairman, will the gentleman
. yield?

Mr. GARNER of Texas, Yes,

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. If I have an investment of a thou-
sand dollars in a corporation that makes $5,000, and also have
an investment of a thousand dollars that makes $75,000, would
it be fair to apply your amendment in that case?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Well, I will say there is no man in
the world who can draw a perfectly just tax law. I am trying
to reach something that is a little better than the present bill.

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. But you are making a distinction
between the two corporations, If I have $1,000 invested in each
why should I pay 1114 per cent on one and 5 per cent on the
other?

Mr., GARNER of Texas. Well, 80 per cent of the stock of
corporations is owned by men in the higher brackets.

Mr. CRISP. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes.

Mr. CRISP. I just want to suggest that the gentleman's
proposition is more equitable than that of the Secretary of the
Treasury, inasmuech as the Secretary’s proposition applies only
to a corporation with less than $25,000 which has less than 10
stockholders.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes,

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not want to argue this matter
farther. I think it is perfectly clear. I do not know whether
the committee wants to favor it or not.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the gentleman may proceed for 5 minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's
request?

There was no objection,

Mr. GARNER of Texas. This is the most important amend-
ment that could be offered. - It is fundamental.

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GARNER of Texas. Yes.

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman says he is trying to egualize
the tax on corporations and partnerships. Where an individual
in business makes as much as $50,000 profit, while the eorpo-
ration makes a million dollars profit, the corporation has only
1114 per cent to pay under this bill, but the individual conduet-
ing the same kind of business, perhaps, that the corporation is
conducting begins to run up into the high brackets of the surtax
and must pay a higher tax. If he happens to have a substantial
income from other sources he is pushed much higher in the
surtax brackets and must pay a very much higher rate of tax
than does the eorporation. What is fair about that?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. No. The gentleman is making a
mistake. You have to run to $100,000 before you get to the 1134
per cent. Read the bill. A man paying a tax on $100,000
pays only 1114 per cent surtax.

Mr. TILSON. But even so the adding normal tax makes it
1614 per cent.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes. That is on $100,000. The
gentleman said $50,000 was away up yonder higher, which is a
mistake.

Mr. TILSON. Is not $638,000 the dividing figure?

Mr., GARNER of Texas. I believe so.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Yes.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. What was the objection to the gentle-
man's proposition in the committee?

Mr. TILSON. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CHINDBLOM }
points out to me that $48,000 is the dividing line.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. That means 11& per cent.

Mr. TILSON. The surtax on $48,000 is 12 per cent——

Mr. GARNER of Texas. If you add the normal and the sur-
tax together. Look at the tax levies.

They attend to it. The bill says how much it will be. Pick
up your bill and look at it. I know that the gentleman from
Tllinois [Mr. CHINDELOM] can not read and can not understand
it. [Laughter.] He is the man you are getting the informa-
tion from. !

Mr. CHINDBLOM., If you will give me a chance, I will read
it to you.

Mr. GARNER of Texas,
now.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. All you have to do is to read it,

Mr. GARNER of Texas. If anyone will turn to the bill, on

page 12 he will see that there is $11,660 upon net incomes of
$£100,000. How much per cent is that? Eleven and sixty-six

Oh, T know; but I can not yield

one-hundredths per cent, if I know how to calenlate. He did not
know that.
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Mr. CHINDBLOM. That is only the surtax.

Mr. GARNER of Texas, I said the surtax.
mentioned.

Now, Doctor JACOBSTEIN, you asked me why the committee
did not adopt it, I submitted it to the conference on the Ways
and Means Committee. They believed a good deal in the value
of the suggestion, but the Secretary of the Treasury did not
believe in it; and, yielding to his judgment, the committee nat-
urally did not adopt it. But I say, if you desire to give any
consideration to the small corporation as compared with the
large corporation, if you want partially to equalize the pariner-
ship and the corporation, this is a step in that direction. No
harm is done, and no prineiple is violated. There is no innova-
tion except as the application iz made to individuals. If the
little fellow pays a tax that he is less able to pay, the great
corporation shonld not alone be allowed the privilege. That is
all I desire to do in this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has
expired,

Mr. CHINDBLOM and Mr. LUCE rose.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts is
recognized.

Mr. LUCH. My justification for addressing myself to this
amendment is that, at any rate in part, responsibility attaches
to me for having started the confroversy. I called attention
to the subject three or four years ago when I offered an
amendment that was thrown out on a point of order. The pro-
posal of the genfleman from Texas [Mr, Garner] will not best
accomplish the purpose he has in mind and the purpose which
the committee has in mind to achieve in any way.

13{3‘:} GREEN of Jowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. LUCE. Yes.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman is partly in error on
that. It is true the gentleman tried to get the committee to
adopt the amendment. Ever since I have been a member of the
Ways and Means Committee I have been trying to get something
done for the small corporation, but I wanted something done
that was right, and this is not right.

Mr. LUCE. I do not desire to monopolize credit. but simply
to point out fthat the particular form of change which the Secre-
tary of the Treasury recommended to the committee was sub-
stantially that which originally I offered as an amendment '
and which was thrown out on a point of order. I thank the
committee for the concession it has made by inereasing the
exemption for corporations, and I speak simply to justify
myself in objecting to the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Texas [ Mr. GARNER] by reason of the faect that it does
not in any way meet what should be the prime purpose of
legislation of this sort, namely, to equalize the competition
between partnerships and small corporations, His proposal has
no logic in it. There is no principle in the way that he would
apply the remedy. It is the wrong remedy, in my judgment,
and I should hope that rather than adopt a wrong remedy we
would at least accept the partial remedy that the committee
has recommended.

Up to the time of the present proposal the lines erossed in
this matter of competition at about $25,000. Now, I under-
stand it will be nearly $£50,000. Below the erossing point eor-
porations are at a disadvantage in comparison with partner-
ships. Remedy should be provided for the reason that while a
tax bill may not with any logie attempt to meet particular
hardships it may well take into account the effect mpon the
general conditions of business, It would, I think, be univer-
sally admitted that the development of the corporation system
of doing business i the last generation has been of great benefit
to the communify and that anything which discourages the
chartering of smnll business enterprises is to be deprecated.

The present situation makes it unwise and impradent for a
small enterprise to take out a charter, because it will be penal-
ized so heavily by the tax law. Inasmuch as we ought to en-
courage rather than discourage the incorporating of small busi-
nesses, I hnd hoped the committee would see fit fo accept the
adyice of the Becretary in this particular. Possibly in the next
revenue bill they may come to that point, but at present it
strikes me we would more wisely accept the partial remedy pro-
posed by the committee than embark upon the quite illogical
and unscientific program suvggested by the gentleman from
Texas., [Applause.]

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, sundry messages in writing from the President
of the United States were communicated to the House of Rep-
resentatives by Mr. Latta, one of his seeretaries.

The committee resumed its session.

That is all I
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Mr., CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, this is the first gun fired
upon the integrity of this bill. From now on my good friend,
my genial friend from Texas [Mr. GarNer], will be making pro-
posal after proposal by which eventually he hopes to reach the
$400,000,000 tax reduction he announced to the people this fall
that e was going to give them, This is the beginning of it.
This only adds an item of $24.000,000 to our tax reduction.
Instead of $232,000,000 of surplus he is going to spend, includ-
ing this item, $256,000,000, and a little later on he is going to
take up the tax on automobiles and add $33,000,000 more, and
so on all the way down the line.

His specious argument in favor of this thing is that he is
doing something in the interest of the small corporations. I
think I may say without violating the ethics of the procedure
before the committee that the committee considered this matter.
We disenssed it very thoroughly, and the committee, of course,
did not make this recommendation. It was the desire of the
committee to do something in the interest of the small corpora--
tion. But I do not know why Members so generally seem to
forget that after all a corporation is nothing but individuals.
They talk about corporations as if the corporation was some
entity outside of the people who own the stock of the corpora-
tion. They speak about a corporation on the one hand and a
partnership on the other. A corporation is nothing but stock-
holders, and it is the individuals who compose the corporation
who are, of course, concerned in the amount of taxation, Theo-
retically the tax is collected from the corporation but it is the
individual stockholder who pays it, and the individual stock-
holder pays it whether he is in business as an individual or as
a stockholder in a corporation,

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garser] tells you he applies
his 9 per cent rate upon a corporation having an income of
£12,000 and not more than $15,000. As a matter of fact that
corporation has an income of $18,000, because he provides in
the beginning of his amendment that—

1f the amount of the net income is in excess of the credits provided
in section 26—

is not more than so and so, and section 26 provides for the
$3.000 exemption to be given to corporations which have in-
comes of $25,000 or less,

1 did not like the proposal of the Treasury Department, be-
cause it involved an option. The provision was that a corpo-
ration might make its return as a partnership if it saw fit
to do so. It left the privilege, the option, and the choice to
the corporation to file as a partnership if that method hap-
pened to bring it a lesser tax, and I do not like that. I do
not think that is good legislation. I do not think we ought
to have options in the bill or in the law. I do not believe in
the theory of granting options in the law to taxpayers to choose
one method one year and then another method another year,
as it happens to suit with reference to the amount of tax that
might be collected for a particular year.

My attention has been called to partnerships which would
like tp file their returns as corporations. The members of
stock exchanges are not permitted to operate as corporations;
they must operate as partnerships, and they would like the
privilege of filing their returns as corporations. If we permit
the one thing, if we give the option or the choice to corpora-
tions on the one hand, of course, we should give it to partner-
ships on the other.

Now, my friend says that Mr. Mellon—and, of course, Mr,
Mellon is always the target of his guns—does not like surtaxes,
and still Mr, Mcllon approved the present law which provides
for the payment of surtaxes by individuals. The gentleman
says Mr. Mellon does not care about small corporations, and
still Mr. Mellon recommended that small corporations or the
corporations with incomes of $235,000 or less be allowed to file
as partuerships,

Mr. COLLIER. Provided they had only 10 stockholders.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Yes.

Mr, COLLIER. Which is the viciousness of the proposition.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. The small corporation with either a
small income or a small list of stockholders, or both, I pre-
sume; but Mr. Mellon recommended that corporations with
incomes of $25,000 or less should have the privilege of filing
as partnerships, and that would have created a loss in the
Treasury of $35,000,000, $11,000,000 more than what the gentle-
mitn from Texas proposes, .

The committee, after long consideration—and, I dare say, very
thorough consideration—decided that the better way was to
enlarge the exemption for these smaller corporations,

Mr. COLLIER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, CHINDBLOM. Yes.
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Mr. COLLIER. The gentleman does not mean to convey the
impression to the House that it tock the committee a long time
to decide they were not going to give this exemption to the
corporations only that had 10 stockholders or less?

Mr. CHINDBLOM. I do not remember how long the comsid-
eration was on the particular question of the 10 stockholders.

Mr. COLLIER. That was the gist of the whole thing.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. But in section 26 in this bill we have
increased the exemption from $2,000 to $3.000 for corporations
having an income of $25,000 or less, and this makes an actual
saving in money of taxes for each year for such corporations
of $115.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Yes.

Mr. LINTHICUM. I want to ask the gentleman whether
there was any limit as to the amount the corporation made, or
was it only a limit as to the number of stockholders? -

Mr. CHINDBLOM. There were two proposals in it. I
thought we had made that clear. First, an income of $25,000
or less, and secondly, stockholders of 10 or less; but you are
not basing your tax here upon anything but the income of the
corporation. ' .

This subject of a graduated tax was discussed very thor-
oughly here when we repealed the excess-profits tax, and the
big argument made then—and I think the large argument now
even against the present law—is that the tax is not based upon
the capitalization. A corporation with a capital of $100.000
and an income of $25,000 will be treated upon exactly the same
basis, will pay exactly the same taxes under the graduated
system proposed by the gentleman, as would a corporation with
a capitalization of $1,000,000 and an income of $25000. Of
course, I will concede that that is an extension of the present
flat rate law, but when you try to graduate the tax, when you
try to make steps of it so as to make it dependent upon the
amonnt of income by gradations, you are simply making more
vicious the system which now exists, under which we pay no
attention to the capitalization of the corporation but tax it
only upon its income,

Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CHINDBLOM. - Yes.

Mr. LUCE. Will the gentleman tell the committee whether
the Committee on Ways and Means gave any consideration to
the original proposal in that particular, which was to the effect
that the election to be taxed as partnerships might be made on
the unanimous consent of all the stockholders with no specifi-
cation of number, the idea being that only a small corporation
conld secure unanimous consent,

Mr, CHINDBLOM., 1 think we considered that in this way.
I do not believe that proposal means anything, because if the
management of a corporation can induce its stockholders to
believe it is to their interest, that they are going to pay less taxes
by filing as a partnership, of course, they will get the consent
of the stockholders. So I do not think that makes a proper
basis at all. They will consent if it is to their interest: they
will conzent if there is less tax. Personally, I do not think that
would be a proper basis for the differentiation.

Now, Mr. Chairman, those of us who favor this legislation
will have to determine right now whether we are going to begin
to emasculate this bill, ’

This provision adds $24,000,000 to the amount of reduction
upon a system and upon a theory which does not come here
with the recommendation either of the Committee on Ways and
Means or of any of the administrative officers of the Govern-
ment. It comes here upon the motion of a very distingnished
gentleman, but I do not think he has thought it out guite suffi-
cienfly to give us any guaranty as to whether it is going ta
work out equitably and fairly to the corporations which are in-
volved ; but it does mean $24,000.000 of reductions, and to that
extent will emasculate the bill.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa and Mr, GIFFORD rose.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I simply wanted to
know if there was any gentleman on the other side who wanted
to be heard, because, of course, we are entitled to close the
discussion.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman ean move to close
debate in five minutes and closge it himself,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The trouble iz I do not like to have
both five minutes used on this side.

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that the gen-
tleman from Iowa ought to presume on which side I am in this
controversy, and I do not believe, as the last speaker suggested,
that there are to be many amendments offered to the bill. This
tax bill iz too difficult for most of us to offer amendments, but
there are a few simple sections we all understand, and this is
one of them.
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The Treasury made a recommendation relating to certain
small corporations that might profitably be changed into part-
nership form, and those who have had personal experience well
know that many corporations are forced to the partnership
method of doing business on account of the high rate of tax.

Certainly, most of us who have had any personal experience
or interest in small corporations must realize that this 5, 7, 9
per cent provision will be of great benefit and encouragement to
continue under the corporation plan, which has many advan-
tages, especially in the diffusion of ownership.

The argument put forth by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Huwrn] is that if he has a share in a large corporation it onght
to be treated like a small corporation. There is not much
equity in the whole bill, so far .as that goes, and equity can not
be secured under such complicated situations; this is a practical
situation.

You say you will lose much revenue by fhis provision; you
do not know. Many who are doing business as small cor-

porations will certainly depart from that method, and we will |-

lose a great deal of revenue, Therefore it is pretty hard to
estimate the loss.

Now, the real objections Is that it is not desired to begin a
eraduated tax for corporations. The committee is not unani-
mons, and we acknowledge the principle involved. It should be
applied to small corporations having a very limited number of
stockholders, because of the difficulty of securing the consent of
all stockholders for a change.

From a practical standpoint we may lose revenue if we do
not press this amendment. Farmers who raise crops, doing
business as small corporations—and I have one in my mind—
would convey the property to individuals if the harvest promised
large profits. Therefore I am speaking from the practical
standpoint, for the Government as well as the small corporations
forced to the partnership method, to save the large assessment
of 1114 per cent. [Applause.]

AMr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if there are no other
gpeakers on the other side I will move to close debate in five
minutes and oceupy that five minutes myself,

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Go ahead.

Ar. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate
in five minutes on this amendment and all amendments thereto.

Mr., GARNER of Texas. That is on this one amendment?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes. ]

The motion was agreed to, .

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Mr. Chairman, I have been trying for
years to get something done for the small corporations, but I
want something logical, something that will not plague us in the
future in regard to what ought to be done in other respects.

The committee did do gomething for the small corporations
by raising the exemption $1,000. I think I can say that my
views on this subject have been known for a long time, having
been expressed publicly on the floor and in the committee and
elsewhere when I tried to have the exemption raised $2,000; but
that was not done.

We are presented now with this illogical and unjust method
of remedying the differences between small and large corpora-
tions. So far as the justice of it is concerned, as soon as the
corporation gets two or three dollars over the limit mentioned
in the proposal the rate of taxation would rise 50 per cent. I
do not think the committee wants any such graduation as that.

AMr. GIFFORD. That is the same principle that yon apply
to individuals.

AMr. GREEN of Towa, It does not make any such difference
as that, In this case we ean not apply the principle of grad-
uated tax to corporations because it applies the principle of a
graduated tax twice,

Corporations are, as the gentleman from Illineis [Mr. CHIND-
Broax] has just said, made up of individuals, We can not
arade the tax twice. We can not stop right here. If we are
zoing to apply the principle of graduated tax, we have got to
#o on up with it. There is no reason for stopping at $15,000.
I do not know upon what theory this proposition can be justi-
fied. It is not for the benefit of the small corporation alone,
it is for the benefit as well of the large corporations; if the total
amount of the net income for any particular year happens to
g0 down to this sum it applies to the large corporation as well
as to the small corporation. If you apply the system of grad-
nated tax to corporations you have got to go on up with it. The
proposition is illogical.

It is true, as the gentleman from Massachusetts has pointed
out, that small corporations have not got the relief that they
ought to have. But it is not my fault; I have been working for
it ever since I have been in Congress to give them more relief,
both in the committee and on the floor,
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What we want i3 a logical method which can be used and
will not plague us in the future,

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the genfleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will

Mr. HAWLEY. This defines the small corporation as one
having a small income. A million-dellar ecorporation might
have at the end of the year a very small net profit. The pro-
posal is not one affecting the small corporations as such, but
rather affects all corporations whether large or small whose
income in any year is $25,000 or less,

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Under this bill they will pay 1114
per cent on it.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. The gentleman from Oregon is cor-
rect. But as the gentleman from Illinois said, here is a propo-
sition which increases the amount allowed by the bill by
$24,000,000. Where will we stop if we go on in that way?
Before we get through we will have a bill such as the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Garver] wants, of $400,000,000 reduction.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Yes,

Mr, CHINDBLOM. The provisions of this act inereases the
exemption of corporations having $25,000 income from $2,000
to $3.000, and it gives relief to corporations to the extent of
$12,000,000. The committee thought that was pretty fair.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; and it amounts to a great deal
more than it seems on the face of it.

s'11111-..’ GARNER of Texas, My, Chairman, will the gentleman
old ? + :
Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr.
HawiLeEy] observed, a moment ago, that if a corporation with
a capital stock of $1,000,000 should have a bad year and Nave
only $£15,000 of income, it would have to pay 1114 per cent of
this bill ; that if we adopt this amendment it would get off with
T per cent.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. The gentleman from Oregon was cor-
rect about that, but I do not see the point of the gentleman
from Texas. This is simply undertaking to apply a graded tax
to corporations, which results in a double gradation of income,
because the stockholders are subgequently taxed upon the divi-
dends they receive from the corporation, Unfortunately this
gradation has no logical basis, because it is not based upon
the income of the stockholders.

My, HALE. Is the gentleman opposed to a greafter tax on
corporations under any circumstances?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. In a general way I am, yes; because,
as I have said, it results in a double gradation of tax and the
double gradation is not worked ount in accordance with the net
income of each stockholder. It is worked out first on the
corporation and then it is worked out on the net income of the
individual. There is where it ought to be worked out, and it
is the only proper place for gradation. I think the amend-
ment should be voted down.

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas.

The question was taken,

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. Garxer of Texas and Mr,
Greey of Iowa were appointed to act as tellers.

The commitfee again divided, and the tellers announced
the result.

The CHAIRMAN. On this vote the yeas are 136 and the
nays 132, t

Mr. GREEN of ITowa. Mr. Chairman, T do not understand the
count. I had 129 originally, and I think 6 or S more went
through after that.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that as he under-
stood the gentleman he announced the count as it was given.
There was some confusion, and there is a possibility of a
misunderstanding.

AMr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. Under
the rules of the House this question was submitted fo tellers,
and the tellers have made the report, and the Chair has
announced the resnlt; and, therefore, the matter is concluded.

The CHAIRMAN. Tlie result has been announced.

Alr. BANKHEAD, Then, Mr. Chairman, I demand the
regular order.

The CHATIRMAN,
amendment.

So the amendment was agreede=to.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN, Mr. Chairman, I offer the following
amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, JACOBSTEIN of New York:

The Chair announced the adoption of the
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AUTOMATIC REDUCTION ON ACCOUNT OF

Page 13, after line 6, insert:

“({b) Automatic reduction on account of surplus.

“{1) Proclamation of surplus. If at the beginning of any fiscal year
of the Government the President finds that the ordinary receipts of the
Government during the preceding fiseal year (plus back tax collections
over refunds) exceed the expenditures during such year chargeable
against soch receipts, he shall determine the amount of such surplus,
and if he finds that the entire amount of such surplus will not be
needed for expenditure he shall so proclaim, and in such proclamation
state the amount of such surplus which he finds will not be needed for
expenditure, hereinafter called ** excess surplus.” In determining the
amount needed for expenditure and the expenditures during the pre-
ceding fiscal year, the President shall take into account, in respect of
reduction of the public debt, only such amounts as are by law reguired
to be devoted to such purpose. No such proclamation shall be made
unless the excess surplus {8 more than $75,000,000,

“{2) Reduction of rate. When such proclamation has been made, then
for each $25,000,000 by which the excess surplus exceeds $50,000,000
the fraction 1§ shall be subtracted from the rate otherwise applicable,
including the rate for the calendar year preceding the year in which
the proclamation is made.

“{8) Limit of reduction. In no case shall this subsection be applied
#0 as to make the corporation tax rate of tax less than the rate speci-
fied in subsection (a) minus the fraction 3/2.

“(4) Year preceding year of proclamation. The benefits of the rate
reduction provided in this subsection, in the case of the calendar year
preceding the year in which the proclamation is made, shall be allowed
to the corporation in a similar manner to, and subject to the same
restrictions and lmitations as, the 25 per cent allowance provided in
Title XII of the revenue act of 1924,

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, on Saturday I stated I
would vote for the tax reduction but I elaborated upon an
amendment which I promised to introduce to-day. The pur-
pose of the amendment is simply this. It directs the Treasurer
of the United States to apply a portion of the surplus to a
further reduction of the tax, instead of using it all in the re-
tirement of the public debt. That is all there is to the amend-
ment. At the present time whenever there is a surplus beyond
immediate financial needs of the Government the treasurer
at his own discretion may and does use that fund to retire
the public debt; and owing to the fact that there has been a
variation in the amount of the surplus from year to year, to
the extent of approximately $2,000,000 in the last five years, 1
contend that the Congress of the United States should direct
the Treasurer of the United States as to how part of that sur-
plus shall be used.

I call the attention of my Democratic friends to one phase
of my amendment which might disturb their minds unless ex-
plained. It does not give the Treasurer of the United States
more power. It rather restricts his power. It restricts his
power in that he can not use the surplus exeept by direction
of the Congress of the United States. It is a limitation, rather
than an expansion of the power of the Secretary of the
Treasury.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Heretofore he has been applying
it to the debt without authority?

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Not without authority but he has been
using it in that way because we never have directed the Treasurer
of the United States as to what he shall do with the surplus.
1f my amendment became part of the law, the Treasurer of
the United States would then be compelled to use part of the
surplus to a further reduction in the corporation tax rates.

Mr. BROWNING rose.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I shall yield to you in @ moment, I
want to address myself now to the Republicans who raised the
objection to the amendment on Saturday that it would involve
a refinancing operation. I admit that the passage of this
amendment would involve a refinancing operation immediately
after the first of the year, but that ought not to frighten any
member of this House, Refinancing operations have become
a well-established practice in the Treasury department. I
maintain that the Congress of the United States ought to go on
record now and establish the fiscal policy of telling the Treas-
urer of the United States what he shall do with at least part
of the surplus when it rises beyond the needs of the Govern-
ment to maintain the Government, after making allowance for
the loss in revenues resulting from the tax reductions called
for in this pending revenue bill.

As I said on Saturday, the reduction in the corporation income
tax would benefit 3,000,000 stockholders in the United States,
and more people would be affected, therefore, beneficinlly by
this amendment than are now receiving benefits in this proposed
bill under the individual income-tax provision of the bill. I
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want you to look upon the corporation tax proposed in this bill
as affecting no less than 3,000,000 people who are shareholders
in corporations, whether they be large or small corporations,

The bugaboo about the administrative difficulties of this
amendment, it seems to me, has no foundation. We are so
familiar with refinancing operations in the Treasury of the
United States that there is no particular criticism that justifi-
ably can be made against my amendment. It establishes a pex-
fectly sound principle, namely, that the Congress reserves to
itself the right to determine what shall be done with the taxes
which are collected from the people of the United States.

Mr. BROWNING. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Yes.

Mr. BROWNING. Does the gentleman think we could dele-
gate authority to the Secretary of the Treasury to fix these
schedules?

Mr, JACOBSTEIN. I do not delegate to the Secretary power
to fix the rate. The rates are specifically set forth in my
amendment. The Secretary has to carry out our orders. We
direct the Treasury to reduce the corporation-tax rafes, depend-
ing upon the size of the surplus. The Secretary will have less
authority under my amendment than he has at the present
moment. He has used $2,000,000,000 of the surplus to reduce
the public debt. Do you want him to retain that authority?

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Yes.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I can understand the position of a man
who wants the Treasury to use the surplus to reduce the debt.

Mr. BLANTON. But everything he does will be automatically
done and not in a discretionary way. Is not that true?

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Yes. [Applause.]

The membership of this House and my own constituency know
my sympathies are with the man or woman of small means. T
have always labored and voted for tax relief and for liberal
exemptions for the people of small income,

I. will not be misunderstood, therefore, in advocating this
additional relief for holders of corporation stocks. As a matter
of fact, as I pointed out in my speech of Saturday last, the wide
distribution of stock ownership is one of the remarkable eco-
nomic developments in our country in the last two decades. In
my home city—Rochester, N. Y.—there live 20,000 people who
earn one or more shares of stock in a few of our largest cor-
porations, like the Eastman Kodak Co. and the Rochester Gas
& Electrie Corporation.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, this is simply an
amendment for providing that in prosperous years we shall
not have any surplus in the Treasury. The amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas a short time ago—and declared
carried by the Chair, although I do not think it was carried my-
self—was an amendment providing that if we should not have a
very prosperous year there would not be a surplus but a
deficit. This amendment offered by the gentleman from New
York is to make certain that in prosperous years we shall not
have any surplus. .

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield for a guestion?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. In prosperous years is the time we
ought to pay off the debt.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Why have a tax reduction at all; why
not apply it all to a reduction of the public debt?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do not think that needs any answer.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Is it your answer that you believe the
retirement of the public debt gets votes next November?
[Applause.]

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I like to hear the gentleman ap-
plauded, but on this particular occasion, for some reason, there
was only a little applause. We have allowed a certain sum in
reduction of the debt. We have allowed what we thought
would leave a working surplus in the Treasury if there is not
too much appropriation for certain big items. That is the
reason why we kept it this way. We do not propose to wipe the
surplus off for the benefit of the corporations.

Mr. FREAR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will.

Mr. FREAR. What has been the misfortune in the country
in having $2.000,000,000 stricken from the public debt that
accumulated interest otherwise?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. It has been a great benefit instead of
a misfortune in that we were able to reduce the interest, and,
in fact, if we had not done it we would not be able to make the
reduction we are endeavoring to make to-day, because we re-
duced the amount of interest by reason of its application. Now,
the converse of the proposition which the gentleman has stated
on Saturday we thought ridiculous; namely, that if there
is a shortage the corporations could be assessed.. I see for
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some reason or other he has not put in his amendment ; he has
not offered it. There is no proposition to assess corporations
in the future.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. That is taken care of. We have pro-
vided for a working surplus of $75,000,000 before this amend-

~ment could be set in operation, so there could be no deficit.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 1 am astounded that the gentleman
is willing to use $75,000,000. The steel corporations and auto-
mobile corporations think they ought to have a far greater
amount in cash to earry on their operations, and they are very
much smaller than those of the Government. What we should
do is, in prosperous times like we have now, when the corpora-
tions are making great sums, when we are having prosperous
times, we should apply our surplus to a reduction of the
public debt. [Applause.] I can hardly believe this amendment
is going to receive enough support that I should proceed further.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the

‘amendment offered by my colleague from New York. I am very

sorry my learned and scholarly colleague lent himself to offer
such an amendment. Now, I for one, am against a reduction of
taxes and would apply all the surplus to a reduction of the
public debt. My stand on the 1924 and 1926 bills speaks for
itself. There is mot a man in the United States to whom I
would grant so much power as is given in the amendment of the
gentleman from New York to the Secretary of the Treasury,

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. In what particular; what power?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will come to that. We have delegated
power to a Tariff Commigsion to raise and lower The
gentleman would now give power to the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to so fix a flexible tax on corporations and, as the gentleman
himself says, which wounld affect 3,000,000 of stockholders,
3,000,000 of people. The only way to use surplus under existing
law is to apply the money for the reduction of the pubiic debt;
it ean not be used any other way. When we shall have no
national debt, we will provide for its disposition; but I venture
to say that Congress will never delegate that power to any head
of an executive department. If the gentleman would give the
power to the Secretary of the Treasury on his own power to
say to the corporations, “ Now, we are saving money this year,
we are retrenching in all departments; I am going to let you cut
a mellon, we will reduce your tax”; what a power he would be
in the country.

Why, the Secretary of the Treasury would have more power
than all of Congress. Imagine ticket jobbers, the manipulators
in the stock market getting in on an intended reduction. I have
never heard of anything so absurd. It shakes the very funda-
mentals of our form of government. As the gentleman knows,
no doubt, Congress is the only power authorized to raise taxes,
and it was purposely given to the legislative branch in order to
have a check on the executive branch. The gentleman by his
amendment would relinguish that and give it to the Secretary of
the Treasury.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Mpy. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, Yes.

Mr., JACOBSTEIN. When the Secretary of the Treasury
makes his recommendation as to how much revenue we shall
raise he makes an estimate of what the reduction should be, and
on that he raises the taxes. We are doing it to-day. Does not
the Treasury of the United States exercise this wide latitude
to-day as to how these amounts of the surplus may be used, if
it does exist at the end of the fiscal year, this year, or next?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But it is entirely within our power, within
the power of Congress, to act on the recommendation as we
see fit,

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I explicitly tell him what he must do or
not do with the surplus.

Mr., LAGUARDIA. There is nothing more dangerons to our
form of government than to do just that.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN, Simply saying it is so does not make
it so.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. I can not understand the gentleman’s
attitude and that of colleagueg on his side, who are generally
against centralization of power. You might as well abolish
Congress entirely and have a commission form of government—
Mr. Mellon, Mr. Hoover, and the president of the New York
Stock Exchange. I have never heard anything like it. It will
not accomplish what the gentleman seeks at all, but it will
simply give that enormous power to one man in the executive
branch of the Government.

Mr, JACOBSTEIN. Has it not been asserted here that he
now has that power?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes; and therefore the gentleman would
seek to make it absolute, and say, “ Go ahead.”

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. I would restrict him as to the use of the
surplus, That is all
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. The only way to reduce taxes is for
Congress to do so, according to the Constitution.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. You would get more reduction if my
amendment were passed.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not think so.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Why are you interested in tax re-
duction?

Mr. LAGUARDIA, How does the gentleman know I am in-
terested in fax reduction; I am interested in the reduction of
the public debt first.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. You just said so.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, If the gentleman had heard my remarks
on SBaturday, he would know that I said the taxes should not
be reduced more than $100,000,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, of course, every Mem-
ber of the House must realize that this is a fundamental de-
parture from anything we have ever had heretofore in ounr
fiscal system. I just want to call attention to one phase of
the proposed amendment.

The President is to determine a surplus, How is he to de-
termine it? The gentleman has fixed the rule. He says that
if the President “finds that the ordinary receipts of the Gov-
ernment during the preceding fiscal year exceed the expendi-
tures during such year chargeable against such receipts,” he
shall proclaim the amount of such “excess surplus”; and he
also says in * determining the amount needed for expenditures
and for expenditures during the preceding fiscal year the
President shall take inte account, in respect to the public debt,
only such amounts as are by law required to be devoted to
such purposes.” In other words, in order to determine whether
there will be a surplus the President of the United States can
do nothing but take the ordinary receipts and expenditures
authorized against them and on that basis proclaim the ex-
istence of a surplus.

He is to have no discretion. If any emergency arises and he
knows it is going to be necessary to have $100,000,000 for some
great purpose for which there is not yet any authorization of
law, and he knows when Congress convenes either in regular
or special session that he will have to ask for an appropriation
for that emergency, he must not take that into account. He
must simply automatically perform his duty; he must merely
take the items for which the expenditures are provided by law,
and then if there is a surplus he must devote it to the reduc-
tion of taxes on corporations,

Now, I think I have as much interest in the business opera-
tions and business concerns of the country as any other Member
of this House, I have lived all my life in a large city, and my
sympathies are there. But to give the Secretary of the Treasury
and the President the authority to take the people’s money and
use it without any action on the part of Congress itself for
the reduction of ecorporation taxes is beyond anything that
ever occurred to me to propose.

It simply shows what dangers may arise if we adopt such
proposals as this right here in the committee. The gentleman
has never proposed this plan to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and has never submitted it to the administration itself,
and has never obtained the views, so far as I know, of anybody
who is responsible in this administration; but he comes here
and proposes to introduee this revolutionary measure right here
on the floor of the House and take from the Congress the deter-
mination of what shall be done with the money derived from
the people by taxes. I hope the committee—even in the flush
of the recent victory by which were taken $24,000,000 more out
of the surplus—even in the face of that vietory I hope the com-
mittee will not make a further mistake and delegate to some
g;le elsia the power to use the surplus, if there is any. [Ap-

ause,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike
out the last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee moves to
strike out the last word.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It seems to me, Mr. Chair-
man, there are two very vital objections to the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. JacossteiN].
One is that it is, in a measure at least—I shall not stop to
quarrel as to how much—a delegation of authority over reve-
nue questions to the Seeretary of the Treasury, and to that
extent, however light it may be, or however great if may be,
it is objectionable to my mind, because of the constitutional
provision that revenue measures shall originate in the House
of Representatives. .

That is one reason why I could not give my support to the
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. There




192 7

is another objection, not so fundamental, perchance, but it is
of striking foree, and that is, it is proposed to give the benefit
of the entire surplus simply to one class of taxpayers. In
other words, it is proposed to take the surplus, built up from
all sources, from your tariff, from your individual income
taxes, from your surtax, from your corporation tax, from all
sources of revenue, and apply it for the benefit of one particu-
lar class of taxpayers, namely, the stockholders in the corpora-
tions.

Mr, JACOBSTEIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Did not the Democratic Party, as well
as the Republican Party, go on record as favoring the creation
of the Tariff Commission, which helps carry out the flexible
provisions of the tarifl law?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The Democratic Party go
on record in favor of the flexible tariff provisions?

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Did it not help in the establishment of
the Tariff Commission which later was given that power?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. The Democratic Party has
never gone on record as favoring the flexible provisions of the
tariff act.

Mr. JACOBSTEIN. Did they not help to set in operation
the Tariff Commission which finally resulted in operating the
flexible provisions of the tariff law?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not remember what the
record shows about the Tariff Commission, but so far as the
flexible tariff provisions of the tariff act are concerned, I regard
them as wholly unconstitutional, and I am not going to follow
that bad example now.

Mr, BLAND. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr. BLAND. Was not the Tariff Commission established
long before the question arose as to the flexibility of the tarifi
law?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. It was.

Mr. CRISP. If the gentleman will yield, I am in perfect
accord with him on this amendment, and the Democratic Mem-
bers of the Ways and Means Commitiee voted against the
flexible provisions of the tariff law.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from New York.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The Clerk read as follows:

BEC, 23. DEDUCTIONS FROM GROSS INCOME

In computing net income there shall be allowed as deductions:

(a) Expenses: All the ordinary and necessary expenses paid or
incurred during the taxable year in carrying on any trade or business,
including a reasonable allowance for salaries or other compensation
for personal services actually rendered; traveling expenses (including
the entire amount expended for meals and lodging) while away from
home in the pursuit of a trade or business; and rentals or other
payments required to be made as a condition to the continued use or
possession, for purposes of the trade or business, or property to which
the toxpayer has not taken or is not taking title or in which he has
no equity.

(b) Interest:; All interest paid or accrued within the taxable year
on indebtedness, except on indebtedness imncurred or continued to pur-
chase or carry obligations or secorities (other than obligations of the
Tnited States issued after September 24, 1917, and originally sub-
scribed for by the taxpayer) the interest upon which is wholly exempt
from taxation under this title,

(c) Taxes gencrally : Taxes paid or accrued within the taxable year,
except—

(1) Income, war-profits, and excess-profits taxes
authority of the United States;

(2) So much of the income, war-profits, and excess-profils taxes
imposed by the authority of any foreign country or possession of the
United States as is allowed as a credit against the tax under sectlon
131; and

(3) Taxes assecssed against local benefits of a kind tending to increase
the value of the property assessed. For the purpose of this subsection,
estate, inheritance, legacy, and succession taxes accrue on the due date
thereof, except as otherwise provided by the law of the jurisdiction
imposing such taxes, and shall be allowed as a deduction only to the
estate.

(d) Taxes of sharebolder paid by corporation: The deduction for
taxes allowed by subsection (e¢) shall be allowed to a corporation in the
cage of taxes imposed upon a shareholder of the corporation upon his
interest as shareholder which are paid by the eorporation without reim-
bursement from the sharveholder, but in such cases no deduction shall
be allowed the shareholder for the amount of such taxes,

imposed by the
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(e) Losses by individuals: In the ease of an individual, losses sus-
tained during the taxable year and not compensated for by insurauce
or otherwise—

(1) If incurred in trade or business; or

(2) If incurred in any transaction entered into for profit, though
not connected with the trade or business; or

(3) Of property not connected with the trade or business, if the loss
arises from fires, storms, shipwreck, or other casualty, or from theft,

(f) Losses by corporations: In the case of a corporation, losses sus-
tained during the taxable year and not compensated for by insurance
or otherwise.

(g) Basis for determining loss: The basls for determining the amount
of deduction for losses sustained, to be allowed under subsection (e) or
(f), shall be the same as is provided in section 113 for determining
the gain or loss from the sale or other disposition of property.

{h) Loss on sale of stock or securities: For disallowance of loss de-
duction in the case of sales of stock or securities where within 30 days
before or after the date of the sale the taxpayer has acquired substan-
tially identical property, see section 110, %

(i) Net losses : The special deduction for net losses of prior years, to
the extent provided in section 117,

(j) Bad debts: Debts ascertained to be worthless and charged off
within the taxable year (or, in the discretion of the commissioner, a
reasonible addition to a reserve for bad debts) ; and when satisfied that
a debt is recoverable only in part, the commissioner may allow such debt
to be charged off in part. y

(k) Depreciation: A reasonable allowance for the exhaustion, wear,
and tear of property used in the trade or business, including a reason-
able allowance for obsolescence. In the case of improved real estate
held by one person for life with remainder to another person, the deduc-
tion provided for in this subsection shall be equitably apportioned be-
tween the life tenant and the remainderman under rules and regulations
prescribed by the commissioner, with the approval of the Secretary.

(1) Dwepletion: In the case of mines, oll and gas wells, other natural
deposits, and timber, a reasonable allowance for depletion and for
depreciation of improvements, according to the peculiar conditions in
each case; such reasonable allowance in all cases to be made under
riules and regulations to be prescribed by the commissioner, with the
approval of the Secretary. In the case of leases the deduction allowed
by this subsection shall be equitably apportioned between the lessor
and lessee. (For percentage depletion in ease of oil and gas wells,
see gec. 114(b) (3).)

(m) Basis for depreciation and depletion: The basis upon which
depletion, exhaustion, wear and tear, and cbsolescence are to be allowed
in respect of any property shall be as provided in section 114,

{n) Charitable and other contributions: In the case of an individual,
contributions or gifts made within the taxable year to or for the use of :

(1) the United States, any State, Territory, or any political sub-
division thereof, or the District of Columbia, for exclusively public
purposes ;

(2) any corporation, or trust, or community chest, fund, or founda-
tion, organized and operated exclusively for religlous, charitable, sclen-
tifie, literary, or educational purposes, or for the prevention of ecruelty
to children or animals, no part of the net earnings of which inures to
the benefit of any private shareholder or individual ;

(3) the special fund for vocational rehabilitation authorized by sec-
tion 7 of the vocational rehabilitation aet;

(4) posts or organizations of war veterans, or auxiliary units or
societies of any such posts or organizations, if such posts, organizations,
units, or societies are organized in the United States or any of its
possessions, and If no part of their net earnings inures to the benefit
of any private shareholder or individual; or

(5) a fraternal society, order, or association, operating under the
lodge system, but only if such contibutions or gifts are to be used
exclusively for religious, charitable, scientific, literary, or educational
purposes, or for the prevention of cruelty to children or animals;
to an amount which in all the above cases combined does not exceed
15 per cent of the taxpayer’'s net income as computed without the
benefit of the subsection. Such contributions or gifts shall be allow-
able as deductions only if verified under rules and regulations prescribed
by the commissioner, with the approval of the Becretary. (For unlim-
ited deduction if contributions and gifts exceed 90 per cent of the net
income, see sec. 121.)

(o) Future expenses in case of casual sales of real property: In
the case of a casual sale or other casual disposition of réal property
by an individual a reasonable allowance for future expense liabilities,
incurred under the provisions of the contract under which such sale
or other disposition was made, under such regulations as the commis-
sioner, with the approval of the Seeretary, may prescribe, including the
giving of a bond. with snch sureties and in such sum (not less than
the estimated tax liability computed without the benefit of this sub-
gection) as the commissioner may require, conditioned upon the pay-
ment (notwithstanding any stotute of limitations) of the tax, computed
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without the benefit of this subsection, in respect of any amounts allowed
as a deduction under this subsection and not actually expended in carry-
ing out the provisions of such confract.

(p) Dividends received by corporations: In the case of a eorporation,
the amount received as dividends—

(1) From a domestic corporation, or

(2) From any foreign corporation when it is shown to the satisfac-
tion of the commissioner that more than 50 per cent of the gross
income of such foreign corporation for the three-year period ending with
the close of its taxable year preceding the declaration of such divi-
dends (or for such part of such period as the foreign corporation has
been in existence) was derived from sources within the United States
as determined under section 120.

The deduction allowed by this subsection shall not be allowed in
respect of dividends received from a eorporation organized under the
China trade act, 1922, or from a corporation which under section 251
is taxable only on its gross income from sources within the United
Htates by reason of its receiving a large percentage of its gross income
from sources within a possession of the United States.

(q) Cooperative apartments: Amounts pald by an individual tax-
payver during the taxable year to a corporation which owns or leases
an apartment building and operates it under the cooperative plan if—

(1) Such amounts are bona fide expended by the corporation in the
same taxable year in payment of taxes allowable as deductions under
subsection (e¢) of this section or in payment of interest on its bonds
or on other indebtedness incurred by it in the acquisition, construction,
of maintenance of such apartment building or in the acquisition of the
land on which the building is located; and

(2) Such individual is the owner or lessee of an apartment in the
building under a lease the term of which is 20 years or more, or under
an agreement with the corporation, is entitled, by reason of stock owner-
ship, to the use and occupancy of such apartment for a like period, and

i{3) No part of the net earnings of the corporation inures to the ben-
efit of any private shareholder or individual other than an owner or
lessee of an apartment in such bullding or one entitled by reason of
stock ownership to the use and oecupancy of any such apartment.

Mr, McSWAIN. My, Chairman, I offer an amendment,

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from South Carolina offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. McSwarN: On page 26, after line 11,
insert a new paragraph as follows:

*“{r) Medical, surgical, hospital, or funeral expenses: The actual and
necessary expenses paid by the head of a family for himself, or for any
dependent member of the family, ineluding only spouse or children, for
medical, surgical, hospital, or funeral services not exceeding $1,000 for
any individual person in any separate tax year, all such payments to be
allowed and deducted only at the usual and ordinary rates in such cases
and the commissioner is empowered to judge as to the reasonableness of
any such charges under the facts and circumstances of particular cases.”

Mr. McBWAIN. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent te
p;-;)iceed for 10 minufes in order that I may explain this pro-
vision.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
unanimous consent that he may be permitted to proceed for 10
minutes, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. McSWAIN. Mr, Chairman, this is a serious effort to do
what I respectfully submit is an absolutely just thing. There
have been added to the deductions by the present bill three addi-
tional groups of deductions; three additional grounds have been
added over and above those that exist under the present law.
This proposition is to add just one more, and that is as simple
and as plain, it seems to me, as can be; to wit, where a tax-
payer, being the head of a family, is sick, or if his wife is sick,
or one of his children is sick, or if any one of these should die,
then the actual expenses of the hospital, of the surgeon, the
physician, and of the undertaker shall be paid, not to exceed
$1,000 for any individual in any one tax year. This payment is
to be made, not upon the basis of the capricious and excessive
bill of a surgeon, or of a physician, or of an undertaker, but the
proposal says, according to the ordinary and usual rates or
charges prevailing for such services in the community where
rendered, und the commissioner is given the absolute right and
power to say whether or not the eharges in any particular case
are fair, reasonable, just, and according to the ordinary basis
of value for such services,

The amendment which was offered by the distinguished gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr, Garxer], which prevailed in this Com-
mittee of the Whole House, was assailed on the ground that it
was illogical. Of course, what logic is is a very flexible and
fluid term ; but I shall submit fo you that the amendment now
proposed can not be assailed even on the ground of being illogi-
cal; it will not be assailed as being unjust; it will not be as-
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sailed as being unfair, because during the consideration of the
two preceding revenue bills, when I offered this same amend-
ment, it was attacked only on the ground that it was not prac-
ticable and not workable. !

On the Tth day of December, which was last Wednesday, I
wrote a letter to the Secretary of the Treasury. I was satisfied
he was not in favor of this deduction, because he is not in favor
of the household exemption; he is not in favor of any exemp-
tions; be is in favor of making the private soldier, and the
humble citizen, the man who bears the brunt of battle in time
of war, also start to pay taxes to Uncle Sam just as soon as he
gets a revenue of $1,000. So, Mr, Chairman, I did not ask the
Secretary of the Treasury as to whether he thought this was a
wise additional ground of deduction, a fourth one over and
above the three new grounds already proposed by the committee,
but I asked him this question: Is it workable? I asked him to
please answer me on the very day the letter was written. The
8th came and no answer; the 9th eame and no answer; the 10th
came and no answer. Of course, there was none on the 11th,
on Sunday, but to-day, December 12, about 30 minutes before
this Hounse convened, a letfer, which is still moist from the
press, but dated December 89, was placed in my hands by a
special messenger.

The letter, which I ask permission fo put in the REcorp as a
part of my remarks, says and admits that this provision from
a strictly administrative point of view will be reasonable and
workable. Of course, he goes on and says that, in his opinion,
it is nnnecessary and undesirable to add one additional ground
of deduction, but that it is no more impraeticable, no more
unworkable, and no more impossible or difficult of adminisira-
tion than the provisions which are already in the bill. In fact,
gentlemen, I submit it is the most easily administered of any
proposition in connection with the deductions. They talk about
allowing deductions for depleted mineral resources, depleted
oil, and depleted gas. How are you going to arrive at that
except by the wildest sort of conjecture? Then, also, one of
the additional grounds is damages by reason of the casual sales
of real estate. What do we mean by that anyhow? Of course,
it means, I assume, that when a man sells a piece of real
estate and makes upon the basis of the transaction an apparent
profit, he is to be allowed to deduct from that profit certain
estimated damages as to bonds he may be required to take
out to gunarantee the title or a bond to indemnify himself
againsf any damage he may sustain through the failure of the
purchaser to comply with the contract or for damages he might
sustain through the foreclosure of a purchase-money mortgage,

Mr. GREEN of Florida. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McSWAIN. Yes.

Mr. GREEN of Florida. How does the gentleman feel about
amending this bill whereby if a taxpayer does not make a
return the next year that then he will receive a refund of
taxes which have been paid and which the investment has
proven should not have been paid and on which he did not make
a profit? :

Mr. McSWAIN. I will ask the gentleman from Florida to
excuse me from undertaking to answer that question, because
I think it is a purely local question. That probably applies to
Florida.

Mr. GREEN of Florida.
throughout the country.

Mr. McSWAIN. I am discussing this matter from the point
of view of justice. Now, the objection will be made, gentle-
men, I am quite sure, that we have already provided a $3,500
deduction for the head of a family, with $400 additional for
each child, and that therefore that is sufficient to take care of
an operation upon the head of a family or the wife or one of
the children, or to take care of hospital expenses and under-
taking expenses. But I submit, gentlemen, that that $3.500,
plus $400 for each child, making, for instance, $4,300 in the case
of two children, and so on, is what you might call “bread-and-
butter” and *shoes-and-clothes” deductions, and it is little
enongh at that.

It will not take care of these emergency expenses. It will
not take care of the surgeon’s fee or the hospital fee or the
undertaker’s fee, and these are emergencies.

Now, the corporations engaged in business and those deriving
their incomes from the business of corporations are taken care
of by this bill, but the individual whose income is from $4,000
up to, perhaps, $25000 or $30,000, as the result of his own
efforts, such as a lawyer or doctor or dentist or editorial writer
or civil engineer or anyone engaged in a similar business, the
man whose capital consisiz of his ability to work, such a man
is not taken care of by this bill, and we are asking you gentle-
men to vote into this bill something that will give a little
lightening of the burden and the load of earrying on, on the

Oh, no; it applies on mortgages
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part of the professional man, whose income stops when he
stops work.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from South
Carolina has expired. I

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, as a rule I am not
digposed to oppose the genfleman who last spoke, but the gen-
tleman has said that nobody will contend that his amendment
is not fair or just.

I contend it is neither fair nor just, and that it will not reach
the people whom the gentleman wants fo help. It will help
more the multimillionaire than anyone else, because it will take
off from the top of his income tax. The man who needs help
in matters of this kind is the man who does not pay any tax at
all, or pays very little tax. As it is now, no married man who
has an income of $5,000 pays very much tax. My recollection
is there are only about 2,500,000 people who pay any income tax
whatever at present.

The gentleman proposes to further increase the exempiions,
We put these exemptions in the bill to take care of just such
things. It is true, of course, that a proposition like the gentle-
man proposes can be worked ouf, but it is true also it will take
a large number of Treasury employees to do it.

If we follow out the logic of the gentleman’s argument, then
the married people who do not pay any income tax whatever
ought to be given a bonus by the Government. We have put
up the exemptions in order to take care of just these things

What reason is there with reference to the poor man—a man
oven with an income of $£5.000, who pays a little tax of, perhaps,
$5 or $6—what reason is there to exempt his expenses for a
doctor any more than we should exempt his expenses for cloth-
ing, for food, or anyithing of that kind?

Mr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; I yield.

Mr. McSWAIN. For the reason that the expense of the doe-
tor or of the hospital or of the funeral is an emergency, is un-
usual, whereas every day in the year and for every year in onr
lives we have to have something to eat and something to wear.
One is an emergency and the other is the usual thing.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That does not answer the question
at all. We have provided a large and a generous exemption,
which the gentleman wants to enlarge by this privilege, which,
I have said, will benefit the multimillionaire more than it
will benefit anybody else. It will not at all reach the man the
gentleman proposes to help, but will lessen the number of tax-
payers and will materially affect the incomes of the extrewmely
wealthy,

Of course, it is always a case of misfortune where a person
is sick: but if we include such a misfortune, why not include
all the other misfortunes that may cost him money? Why
omit any of them? He may have something happen to him
that would prevent his work which may not be in the nature
of sickness but is equally a misfortune. We have these ex-
emptions now higher than most people think they onght to be,
s0 high that only a few of our people pay any tax whatever,
so high that those who do pay the tax can afford in the years
that come along to pay their surgeon’s bills, whatever they
may be; and this also takes care of the nurses as well as the
surgeons or any expense of that nature.

Does the gentleman mean to contend that this will not re-
quire a great deal of administrative work? I say it can not
be worked out fairly, because one surgeon will charge one
amount and another surgeon will charge an entirely different
amount, yet the gentleman thinks the Treasury will be able
to work out some rate that will be uniform and eqnitable, I
do not know how they will do it.

Mr. McSWAIN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes

Mr. McSWAIN. Is not the corporation or the business man,
so far as his business is concerned, permitted under this law
to deduct lawyer’'s fees in the expense of his business?

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. When we are determining how much
his profits are, of course.

Mr., McSWAIN. And lawyers charge variable fees,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. But that is a tax on profits, a tax
on something the man makes.

Mr., McSWAIN. And this is the same thing, it seems to me.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. For these reasong, Mr. Chairman, 1
say the amendment proposed by the gentleman ought fo be
voted down.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
samed the chair, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven,
its principal clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with-
out amendment the bill (H. R. 3100) authorizing the President
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of the United States to present in the name of Congress a
medal of honor to Col. Charles A. Lindbergh.
The committee resumed its session,

THE BEEVENUE BILL

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, I imagine there may be
other proposals with reference to deductions and exemptions,
and for that reason I am going to make a statement now so
that gentleman making such motions may know what the
effect will be upon the Treasury.

There are two and a half million taxpayers who pay indi-
vidual income taxes. The average rate is 4 per cent, For
each $500 deduction or exemption that might be given those
two and a half million taxpayers there would be a loss to
the Treasury of $50,000,000.

I want to emphasize what the gentleman from Iowa [Mr,
Greex] has said. Yon are not giving this deduction on the
normal tax or on the lowest bracket. Every time you make a
deduction, every thme you give an exemption, you are reducing
the tax at the very top, in the highest surtax bracket; and
more than that. you are reducing the tax all the way down
the line, becanse you are lowering the taxpayer from the
highest brackets down.

You are not giving this benefit to the poor man. The man
with an income of $3.500, who is the head of a family, pays
no income tax at all. You are giving this to people who have
incomes of $4,000 and more. They have an exemption of
$3.500 if they have mno children. If they have children, they
get another exemption of $400 for each child. It is estimated
that the head of a family may be figured together with at
least two children, making n toial of $4300 now exempf, and
the purpose of these exemptions is to take care of the expenses
of running a household, -

Mr. DAVIS. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not a fact
that the $400 exempfion only applies to children under 18 years
(:; age and does not apply to children between 18 and 21 years
of age?

Mr. CHINDBLOM. That is true, and I would be glad to
discuss that, We discussed it in committee.

Mr. DAVIS., Does not the gentleman think it would be fair
to increase the age from 18 to 217

Mr., CHINDBLOM. No; and I will tell the gentleman why.
It happens that we have two children that have just reached
that age, and the exemption as to both has mow been taken
away. These children are attending a college or a university,
and I do not think we ought to give special exemptions to
people who are able to send theiv children fto colleges or uni-
versities, It is a good thing fo have an education, and I am
glad to be able to give it to them, but I do not think that is
any reason why I should have a special preference,

What abont the man who sends his children to the high school
and the grammar schools? We have taken care of him, and I
think that is enough, Does the gentleman realize that there
are only two and a half million people in the United States out
of 114,000,000 who pay a single cent of income tox? Where
are we coming to if we follow out this line of exemption? Is
not anybody going to sapport the Government of the United
States except the multimillionaires or men of tremendous in-
come? Is not your responsibility and mine the same as Mr.
Rockefeller's or Mr, Morgan’s? Should not we contribute
something to the expenses of the management of this Govern-
ment of ours? How far are we going? The head of a family
can now have an income of $3.,500 without paying any tax.

Mr., McSWAIN. In this bill there are three deductions for
exemption reported,

Mr, CHINDBLOM. They apply to business operations and
do not apply to the individuals: they apply fo expenses and
profits of people who are engaged in business,

Mr. McSWAIN. These deductions would apply to property.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. By your amendment you are not aiding
the people with a $3,500 income.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois
has expired. The question is on the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Sonth Carolina [Mr. McSwaix].

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
McSwary) there were 35 ayes and 84 noes,

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr, McSWAIN. Mr. Chairman, in connection with the ex-
tension of my remarks I desire to print the letfer from the
Secretary of the Treasury. >

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks
nnanimons consent to extend hiz remarks in the manpex indi-
cated, 1s there objection?

There was no objection.
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The Clerk read as follows:
SEC. 25, CREDITS OF INDIVIDUAL AGAINST NET INCOME

There shall be allowed for the purpose of the normal tax, but not for
the surtax, the following credits against the net income:

(a) Dividends: The amount received as dividends—

(1) From a domestic corporation, or

(2) Fronr a foreign corporation when it is shown to the satisfaction
of the commissioner that more than 50 per cent of the gross income
of such foreign corporation for the three-year period ending with the
close of its taxable year preceding the declaration of such dividends
{or for such part of such period as the corporation has been in existence)
was derived from sources within the United States as determined under
the provisions of section 120, -

The eredit allowed by this subsection shall not be allowed in respect
of dividends received from a corporation organized under the China
trade act, 1922, or from a corporation which, under section 251, is
taxable only on its gross inconre from sources within the United States
by reason of its recelving a large percentage of its gross income from
sources within a possession of the United States.

(b) Interest on United Btates obligations: The amount received as
interest upon obligations of the United Btates which 1s included In
gross income under section 22,

(¢) Personal exemption: In the case of a single person, a personal
exemption of $1,500; or in the case of the head of a family or a nmr-
ried person living with husband or wife, a personal exemption of
$3,500. A husband and wife living together shall receive but one
personal exemption, The amount of such personal exemption shall be
$3,500. If such husband and wife make separate returns, the personal
exemption may be taken by either or divided between them.

(d) Credit for dependents—$400 for each person (other than hus-
band or wife) dependent upon and receiving his chief support from the
taxpayer if such dependent person is under 18 years of age or is incapable
of self-support because mentally or pliysically defective.

(e) Change of status—

(1) The credit for dependents shall be determined by the status of
the taxpayer on the last day of his taxable year.

{2) The personal exemption allowed by subsection (e) of this section
ghall, in case the status of the taxpayer changes during his taxable
year, be the sum of an amount which bears the same ratio to $1,500
as the number of months during which the taxpayer was single bears
to 12 months, plus an amount which bears the same ratio to $3,500
as the number of months during which the taxpayer was a married
person living with hushand or wife or was the head of a family bears
to 12 months. For the purposes of this paragraph a fractional
part of a month shall be disregarded unless it amounts to more than
half a month, in which case it shall be considered as a month,

(3) In the case of an Individual who dies during the taxable year,
the personal exemption and the credit for dependents shall be deter-
mined by his statns at the time of his death, and in such case full
credits shall be allowed to the surviving spouse, If any, according to
his or her status at the close of the taxable year.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment,
The Clerk read as follows:

Line 24, page 28, after the word * of,” strike out the figures * 1,500
and insert in llen thereof * 2,000,

Algo, in line 1, page 29, after the word “ of,” strike out the figures
#3500 " and insert in lien thereof “ £5,000."

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, T want to offer
an amendment to the amendment raising the exemption of single
people to $3000. When will that be in order?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amendment will be in
order now if he will prepare it.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman, the lady from New Jersey
has an amendment on the desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only recognize one at a
time. The gentleman from Texas is recognized on his amend-
ment.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mpyr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for 10 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no ohjection,

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, this amendment which I offer seeks to make the
exemption for the head of a family $5,000 instead of $3,500, and
for a single person $2,000 instead of $1,500. My distinguished
friend from Oklahoma [Mr. Howarpn] will offer an amendment
increasing the exemption for a single person from £1,500, as
carried in the bill and in the present law, to $3.000. It ocenrs
to me that if we are going to hand back to corporations, as my
friend from Illinois [Mr. CHINDBLOM] stated here on Saturday,
$178,000,000 out of $532,000,000, that certainly we can afford
to make the exemption to the head of a family more than $£3,500.
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Mr. CHINDBLOM. I did not say five hundred and thirty-
two; I said two hundred and thirty-two.

Mr. HUDSPETH. The gentleman said that $178,000,000 of
this total of $232,000,000 was going back to corporations.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Yes; out of two hundred and thirty-two.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I thank the gentleman for the correction.
I simply intended to state the total as $232,000,000. Just a slip
of the tongue, The distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr,
CHiNpBLom] stated here that he represented a great ecity, the
city of Chicago, that he represented great business interests, and
was proud of that fact; that he was born in the e¢ity of COhicago;
that he represented a great business district in that windy city.
I have read the gentleman’s rather effusive and comprehensive
biography in the Congressional Directory, and he represents
ward 41, and several other wards of plutocratic coloring. I
have been in the gentleman’s disfriet, and I have heard it called
the aristocratic and * silk-stocking " distriet of Chicago; but
doubtless there are many people of moderate means in that
district. Whether its Representative knows they are there, I
do not know. I know that once when I took a train of catile
there and I attempted to eat in one of the restaurants some-
where close to Devon Street in his distriet, without a coat on,
the restaurant proprietor said I wonld have to put on a coaf,
Well, I did not possess that article of masculine wearing ap-
parel, so I went back to my caboose and got my “ slicker ” or rain-
coat, entered, but was told I must have either a tuxedo or even-
ing dress, so I went to a less aristocratic portion of the city and
got my victnals. |[Laughter.]

Mr., CHINDBLOM. Where was that?

Mr. HUDSPETIL. That was in the gentleman's district, as
I recall, now on or near or right north of Devon Street. Now,
the gentleman said on Saturday he was unalterably opposed to
the present exemption of $3,500 to heads of families—even if it
was necessary to edueate children. He gave strong evidence
that he was inclined to favor reducing the present exemption to
heads of families and single persons. Now, I observe from this
same biographical sketch that the gentleman is a thorough col-
lege graduate and he should know the cost of educating chil-
dren. Oh, there is no question but that the gentleman is
educated. He admits it—attended public schools in Chicago—
graduated from Aungustana College in 1890 with a B. A. degree
and got his LL. B. degres from Kent College of Law, Chi-
cago. Oh, he is educated all right, and he truly represents
the farmers and cattle raisers on Devon Street, where they
would not let me eat withont a regulation dress coat. Also, the
gentleman went to school in the Sunflower State of Kansas.
He attended Bethany College at Lindshorg, Kans. I believe
the gentleman taught school there or somewhere else. He
also says he practiced at law among those farmers and live-
stock producers on Devon Street, and I ask him now how can
you properly educiate a family of, say, two children to-day on an
income of $3,500?7 The Department of Education says that it
costs §8,000 to properly educate a child at the present high cost
of living—which is four times greater than when the gentleman
went to school—and yet the gentleman is saying to the Standard
Oil Co. and the Texas Oil Co. and all of the other big oil
corporations—and six of the bigzest are in my district—" We
will hand you back $178,000,000 in tax reduction,” and yet the
gentleman is very active on the Ways and Means Committee,
that drafted this bill—says he is opposed to any greater exemp-
tion for single persons and heads of families, and if it had not
been for Jou~ GARNER'S amendment just forced over the gen-
tleman and the Republicans on that side, the little corporations
would not have gotten much reduction, as the majority drafted
this bill. These big oil corporations are taking out of the
ground down there, some of them, as much as 10,000 barrels a
day from one well.

He hands this money back to them, but he says to the old
farmer and the cattlemen, the men who went through the
drought and the drop in prices in 1920, and who hore the brunt
of the war, and who increased their herds as they had been re-
quested to do—to them he says “ No, no tax reduction for you™;
and he says that he is proud of the fact that he was opposed
to the exemption of heads of families up to $3,500—this dis-
tinguished scholar and graduate of all of these colleges, who
has a string of A. B’s, L. D's and every other kind of B's after
his name as long as a cowboy's lariat. He knows what it
costs to educate two of his children. ITe has just stated he was
doing so. I have educated a couple of them and I know what
it costs. Yet he says to the farmers north of Devon Street in
ward 41 of the great city of Chicago, and those stock raisers in
that district of his, *“ We will not give you an exemption up to
$5,000, those of you who have the responsibility of heads of fami-
les,” I am not against corporations, 1 belong to a few, and
this bill will probably belp e a little, but can the gentleman
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justify his position? The Department of Education says that it

costs $16,000 to educate two children, and that is the average

uumber in a family. The head of such a family is the one that

1 am pleading for., Then, also take the girl in the work shops,
_ the stores, the school-teachers—splendid young women who edu-
cate our children and make better citizens out of them all over
this conntry. I am trying to raise their exemption from $1,500
to $2.000, I presume when the gentleman from Illinois taught
school and wielded the birch rod in the little red schoolhouse on
the hill down in the sunflower State of Kansas, that they did
not have many colleges there. There were lot many colleges
there when he was teaching the young idea how to shoot, but
sinee then the State has developed and they have colleges all
over the great State of Kansas, The genfleman says that if he
had his way he would not raise the exemption to $3,500. I zaid
to him Saturday, “ Do you want to eut it down from what it is
at present?” and the gentleman tip-toed and got florid in the
face and all that, and I ask the gentleman now, Do you want
to ent down the exemption of the head of a family and single
persons as it stands at present? The gentleman does not make
auswer,

Mr., CHINDBLOM.
gentleman is through,

AMr. HUDSPETH. All right. The gentleman will have plenty
of time to answer me. He has orated very vociferously three
or four times already on this bill and, as I recall, almost every
time the burden of his song was to reduce the taxes on the
“oppressed " corporations. He seems to be the “ director gen-
eral ” or, I might say, the “assistant director general” of this
bill on the Republican side of the House, I say to my good
friend from Towa [Mr. GreEx], chairman of the Commitiee on
Ways and Means, I presume he will answer, but 1 want to
kuow whether he can answer to the people of this country who
do not make their millions and do not pay on incomes of thirty
and forty and fifty million dollars a year. Can you answer to
the head of a family when we are trying fo raise his exemption
0 that he ean educate his children? One great man in Texas—
1 believe it was Sam Houston—said that the educated citizen
was i bulwark of our liberties and a protection of those liber-
ties against socialism and anarchy throughout the Government.

And I am sorry, I want to say gentlemen of the House, that
my State of Texas, the empire State of the Union, ranks a little
low in the education of its splendid citizens. I wish it stood
first, That is all I am seeking for to-day. I just simply want
to secure justice for the man at the head of a family who has
as many as two children, as the gentleman from Illinois says
he has two children he is putting through college. All right.
Perhaps he is more fortunate than many of the people of my
district. Many own livestock and ranches and many of them do
not, but they want to educate their children in our State uni-
versity, the great universities of other States. You can not do
it on an income, I will say to my friend, of less than $5,000
per year with the present high cost of living. I mean give them
such a finished education as my people desire. Corporations as
2 rule have competent lawyers to prepare their income-tax re-
ports—individuals have to go and hire them; this costs addi-
tional money; take that into consideration, also, gentlemen. I
am also in sympathy with my friend from Oklahoma to raise
the exemption of single persons as far as $2,000 or $2,500. How-
ever, 1 think everybody should marry who can, and I think
almost everybody can. I trust my amendment will be adopted.
[Applanse.]

Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey. Mr, Chairman, I offer the
following amendment,

The CHAIRMAN., The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered to the amendment offered by the gentleman from
Texasg, Mr., HupsperH : Strike out the figures *$2,000 " and insert in
lien thereof the figures “ $3,000.,”

Mr. HUDSPETH. It is agreeable to me.

Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. Chairman, I am offering this amendment again, as I did
on December 15, 1925, when the revenue bill was before the
House.

I am so doing, because I sincerely believe that the Committee
on Ways and Means this year should have increased the exemp-
tions in personal incomes in the pending tax bill to $5,000 instead
of $3.500 for married persons and $3,000 instead of $1,500 for
single persons.

This committee is as well informed as I am on the frue con-
ditions of the country, especially with regard to the working
classes.

I say this after carefully reading the address sent to us on
the opening of Congress by the President, and I take exception

1 will answer the question as soon as the
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hi his ftatement therein that the country is prosperous. [Ap-
plause, . —

Only the banker and men interested in high finanee are
Prosperous. —

“T-will-take the Pres ele—to his own section of the
country, for he may not be fully informed, having spent the
summer in the Black Hills of the Dakotas, rather than the conn-

v he knew.

ow about the people of New England in the textile industry?
Arefthey prosperous? From their own evidence they have never
suffeted more than during the past few years.

In the closing days of the Sixty-ninth Congress we lieard the
lady from Massachusetts [Mrs. Rocers] tell of the idle spindles
and the suffering of the people of her own district caused there-
from. These people have been working two and three days a
week for the past few years. ;

1 visited the city of Fall River myself and talked personally
with many of the people employed in the mills there and they
were bitter in their denunciation of this administration talking
prosperity. It is poverty there, not prosperity.

I ask you, what are you going to do about if. If time per-
mitted, I could eite many other instances of lack of prosperity
among the working people of the country, but this, I think, is
unnecessary, as every Member here has proof of the truth of
this assertion.

Are you still going to add to their burdens? Are you indif-
ferent to the plea of the farmer in the West; the cotton grower
in the South; the industrialist in the East; and to that great
uncrganized army of men and women known as the “clerieal
staff ' of the country? Are they not worthy of consideration?
Is there a Member here who will say, with the high cost of

living to-day, that an income of §5,000 for married people and

53,000 for single people provides anything more than the neces-
sities of life?

Ilow ix this Republican administration going back to the
people in 1928 without having fulfilled their promise that incomes
of $5,000 or less should be free from taxation?

We have been told this revenue bill, if it is to pass at all,
must be passed *as i=” without any amendments, and we eall
thiz a free government.

1 am in favor of reducing the corporation tax because it is
good for business and the working man, but I also firmly believe
in extending similar relief to the family man and woman,

We are the greatest Nation in the world, yet we help every
other country before the people at home., Charity should begin
at home. This year their Representatives in Congress should
listen to tlie plea of the people, [Applause,]

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, T move to strike
out the last word.

Mr. HOWARD of Oklalioma. Mr. Chairman and Members
of Congress, I am in perfect accord with the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Hupspera] as to the mat-
ters of raising the exemption of heads of families to $5,000.
However, the amendment I sought to offer raises the exemption
to single persons to $3,000, and it is that amendment that I
desire to discuss at this time.

I hope I may have your undivided attention for just a few
moments, as this amendment is one of vast importance to a
large number of our people, By it I seek to increase the
exemption allowed to single people in the matter of income tax,
I think the adoption of this amendment would only be extend-
ing justice to the large number of citizens interested. I fully
understand that it has been the policy of revenue hills to make
a distinction in exemption as between married and unmarried
persong, under the plea that the married person is the head
of a family, consequently has a heavier living expense, and
for that reazon is given a larger exemption.

Technically this is true, but I submit that there are in the
United States literally thousands of working women and men
who, while not legally the heads of families, are in fact assum-
ing a part and in many cases all the responsibilities of this
position. Every Member of Congress can call to his mind cases
of which he has knowledge, of single persons who by reason of
conditions are assisting in, or entirely supporting a family,
and I submit that such person is just as mueh entitled to cou-
sideration as the cther class whether these responsibilities come
by reason of marriage or by clrenmstances which force upon
them the same burdens.

It iz my understanding also, Mr, Chairman, that it is not
contended that this exemption would to any great exient disturb
our revenues for the reason that the argument is made that this
class of taxpayers as individoals pay at the maximum a very
small tax. It is probably true that to many of them the amount
in dollars and cents is small, but 1 suggest that in these days
of high cost of living, in these days when the working woman
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especially, must, if she iz fo continue in employment, spend a
considerable amount of her income for clothing and to meet
the requirements of to-day as to dress and fashions, which is
expected of her if her employment is to continue, that even the
small amount taken from her is to her very material. Not
only this, but may I not snggest that this class of taxpayers,
like most of the others, find it necessary in order to meet the
requirements of the Government in making the technical and
almost nonunderstandable reports required by the system, to
make additional expenditures of from $2 to $5 in having their
reports made., In addition fo this, no taxpayer in these days
can make a frue report to the Government, as to income and
expenditures if they want to be honest with themselves and
their Government, without during the entire year keeping
detailed book accounts.

This in itself makes additional cost and labor on the part of
these people, and no doubt when we consider the expenses to the
Government in handling, guditing, and passing upon these re-
ports and add to that the cost of the taxpayers in preparing
same, the probabilities are that these necessary expenses are as
great, if not greater, than the revenues received by the
Government.

But some one says they should pay a tax for the reason that
every person receiving benefits of the Government should par-
ticipate in paying its expenses. That is true, but I suggest that
each of these taxpayers does contribute toward the cost of their
Government. They contribute through taxes paid by the people
from whom they purchase what they use and consume. They
contribute by paying a tariff, in many cases an exorbitant
tariff, on everything they use from the cradle to the grave.

In connection with an argument in favor of raising this ex-
emption I read to yon from an editorial printed in the Tulsa
Tribune of Tulsa, Okla. This paper is owned and edited by
Mr. Richard Lloyd Jones, a newspaper wrifer of national
reputation and a man who is a recognized student of economies.
In writing on this subject, this editor said:

“ SINGLE " DISCRIMINATION

There's always a first fer everything. Last week for the first time in
Capitol records women testified before a committee of Congress on
revenue matters. Taxes have to do with revenue. And women have
always been the home economists, good, bad, or indifferent, to determine
the outgo and, more and more, the income. But women who have
always done this bit of practical economics had never before appeared
to state their case before a congressional committee.

The women who appeared at this tax hearing in Washington were
not the heads of homes, home being understood to mean a domicile
whereof a1 man is head. They were single women asking for a removal
of the diserimination In exemption against the unmarried person on
the assumption that the unmarried person has not a family or other
finanecial obligations which entitled her to the same consideration which
the “ head " of the family earns by virtue of his married state.

Al of which diserimination against the single person comes as a
result of the assumption, quite without fact basis, that single persons
have none but themselves to support. As a matter of fact, most single
persons contribute to the family support.

Insurance companies will flood you with proof that something like 90
per cent of all persons over 60 years of age are dependent upon others
for their remaining years, But let several unmarried cbildren be the
sole support of thelr familie§, yet none may claim exemption as head
of the family because she is not * sole ” support of another.

This move for increased exemption for single persons Is sponsored
by the National Federation of Business and Professional Women's Clubs
and is but one more plea for cousideration to the small wage earner
instead of additional concessions to the possessor of Incomes over
$110,000. This action of a national business women's organization is a
move in Hne with their general purposes—to secure equal opportunity
for women with men in the business world; not equal pay necessarily,
but equal opportunity and equal pay for equal work,

In their plea to remove the income-tax diserimination against single
persons these women argued from figures which showed :

That for the emergency of the war, exemptions of married men or
heads of families were reduced 50 per cent while 623§ per cent was
taken off the exemption allowed single persons, although single persons
were then and always will be the first persons drafted for the trenches
in times of war,

That the exemption for single persons remalned stationary duoring
1917-1924, while the exemption for married men and heads of familles
was increased.

That the exemption for single persons is ome-half of what it was
before the war, $1,500 now as against $£3,000 in 1913-1910.

That the unfair neglect of single persons is further cmphasized by
the benefits given corporations and persons having incomes near or
above $£1,000,000. In addition to which discrimination the 50 per
cent surtax rate is largely a “paper ™ one, the actual rate being more
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nearly half of that, whereas the persons on the lower income levels
ravely ever escape the full imposition of the normal rate. **If persons
having incomes of a million or more dollars,” the brief continues,
“pay at the same rate as those having $110,000 income, then this
favoritism is obviously absorbed through the rates paid by millions
of smaller taxpayers.'

The number of persons affected by this plea for removal of dis-
crimination in exemption is considerable; witness the analysis of
persons having incomes in tha United States: ¥

a. Number of persons having Incomes or wages, 42,000,000,

b. T'wo per cent of these persons receive incomes of £5,000 or above.

¢. Four per cent of these persons receive incomes of £3.000 to $3,000,

d, Eight per cent of these persons receive incomes of £2,000 to £3,000,

e. Eighty-six per cent of these persons have incomes of $2,000 and
ander,

Economic pressure has been blamed for a multitude of social,
political, and moral changes, not least of which is the matter of mar-
riage: * He couldn't afford to marry,” or “ Bhe had to think of her
mother and father.” And In the economle struggle eingle persons,
consejously or unconsciously, are in the lower income levels. Yet they,
too, carry part of the burden of surtaxes which are passed on to the
cONsumer,

There is this dlserimination in the case of the single person., The tax
rite is apparently the last place official Washington expected to have
the discrimination attacked. Washington sat up und took notice when
for the first time in the record of the Capitol women appeared before
a committee of Congress on flnancial matters. A fair enough cause
took them there,

In the name of thousands of single men and women in each
congressional distriet in the United States, I plead with yon
for an adoption of this nmendment, the raising of their exemp-
tions te the $3,000 suggested in my amendment, and thus the
extension fo them of the justice and equity to which they are
entitled. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN.
homa has expired.

AMr. CHINDBLOM. My, Chairman, it is very easy for Mem-
bers to grow exuberant and generons on the floor of this House
in giving exemptions and deductions and releases from taxa-
tion to their constitments. Of course, théy do not bear the
responsibility. The responsibility will be that of the House,
and individual veotes may not count mumch. But I want to
suggest to Members of the House that it is of no use to mnke
proposals here that are impracticable and impossible,

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. YWho are to be the judges of
that; the gentleman from Illineis or the whole House?

Mr., CHINDBLOM. I did not yield to the gentleman. The
proposal to increase the exemptions from $1,500 to $3,000 for
single persons and from $3,500 to $5,000 to heads of families
means a loss of revenue of £150.000,000. That is why I say it
is impracticable and impossbile. There is no such money in
the Treasury.

Now my good friend from Texas [Mr. Hupspern] saw fit
to read the Congressional Directory for the purpose of advising
the House as to the past history of my poor self. I hope
he will enjoy that when he reads it in the Recorp. It of course
went to the very fundamentals of this tax problem, and——

Mr. HUDSPETH. It goes to show the source of this *“fin-
ished education,”

Mr, CHINDBLOM. Does the gentleman mean to say to me
that a man with an income of $5,000, even if he needs it all
for himself and his family, should pay nothing toward the
maintenance of this Government?

Mr, HUDSPETH. Oh, he pays State and county taxes, and
all that: taxes used for building schoolhouses aml roads,
and the like,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. We are here concerned with the income
tax, and the gentleman does not meet the question, I will say
to him, by any personal reference to my views on that subject.
I said on Saturday, and I say now, that in my opinion the
exempiion of $3,500 for the head of a family is too high. I
said T would prefer to make it $3,000.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Has the gentleman attempted to cut it
down in this bill? He is a member of the Ways and Means
Committee,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. XNo. We think that the exemption of
$3,500 is not only ample, but generons, There are other things
required by the people. T do not know whether the gentleman
is in favor of imcreasing still further the allowance to cor-
porations.

Mr. HUDSPETH. No; I am not.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Then I will =ay that the gentleman
from Texas [Mryr, HrospETH] is opposed to if. He will have the
opportunity to vote against it when the roll is called.

The time of the gentleman from Okla-

v
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AMr. HUDSPETH. I am in favor of the Garner amendment.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Addlng $24,000,000 to the corporation
reductions?

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes; affording the small corporation the
same chance as the large corporation

Alr. CHINDBLOM. When we get through with this bill,
if these plans are successful, we will have a bill ealling for a
reduetion of from $£500,000,000 to $600,000,000 in the face of a
surplus of about $225,000,000.

Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey. How much would it cost to
collect this tax?

Mr. CHINDBLOM. I will put that in fhe Recorp, if it is
desired.

Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey. Would it not cost more than
the revenue obtained?

Mr. CHINDBLOM, Certainly not. -

Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey. I understand it does,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Certainly not. There is a great deal of
misapprehension as to the cost of collection even of the small
amounts collected by the Government. They do not cost the
amounts that are generally suggested.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. We always have something at the
bottom brackets.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. But when you raise the exemption to
$5,000 and $3,000, whom are you benefiting? The people who
have an income of $£3,500 and less get no benefit because they
are not paying any tax. You are benefiting the men of the
highest income, the men in the highest brackets.

Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Notnow. The gentleman would not yield
to anybody. A proposal was submitted to our committee by
which o taxpayer of a lower bracket would have gotten a
reduction of $40, whereas the man in the highest bracket would
have got a reduction of $1,500. The benefit goes to the top
of the list, not to the bottom. [Applause.]

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, a calculation has been
made hurriedly as to the number of taxpayers who would be
taken from the roll by this amendment. The clerk to the
committee estimated that it would take a million and a half
people off the roll. My friend from Texas [Mr. HupspeTH] is
as strong a friend of the income tax as I am myself, and I give
him the credit for that. But these amendments offered now,
if earried out, would inevitably destroy the tax and leave
nobody to pay it except a few millionaires, a few people receiv-
ing high incomes.

Now, these amendments——

Mr, HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield for a short
question?

Mr. GREEN of Towa.. Yes.

Mr. HUDSPETH. If you raised the exemption to $5,000,
how many people would it drop from the roll from among
those who are now paying an income tax?

Mr. GREEN of Towa. A gentleman in front of me says
970,000. But a hurried examination by the Clerk shows that a
million and a half would be dropped off the roll. In other
waords, we would have only a small proportion of people paying
taxes out of the whole general population.

Mr. BUTLER. How much wonld that cost?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. About $40,000,000. Those people have
never paid hardly anything. The result I referred to wonld
comte from the fact that it is also carrying on into the upper
brackets.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. My, McCoy, the Aefuary in the Treasury
Department, said that for every increased reduction or exemption
of $§500 to the individual taxpayer there will be a loss in revenue
of $50,000,000. This proposal means a $1,500 increase in the ex-
emptions for both heads of families and single persons, and
that would mean a loss of revenue, according to Mr, McCoy,
of $150,000,000.

Mr. BUTLER. Then we would have to withdraw the bill.

Mr. HUDSPETH rose.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I have only five minutes. I hope
my friend from Texas will not insist on asking me further
questions.

Mr, HUDSPETH. My colleague from Texas says you will
have twice the surplus.you estimate, so if he is correct you
would not have to withdraw the bill, as suggested by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I do not agree with the gentleman
from Texas. I am no longer the head of a family, for un-
fortunate reasons, principally because I have advanced so far
in years that my family is independent. I now only get this
$1,600 exemption, but I do know this perfectly well, that my
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expenses are not one-quarter, not one-fifth—and I might put

it larger than that—what they were when I was getting the.

full exemption of a married man, having my children educated,
and taking care of a family.

I think the proportion we have fixed now is about right. I
do not believe, in the interest of the income tax itself, we
ounght to increase the exemptions. I think they are high enough.

The people named by the lady from New Jersey are people
who wonld pay no income tax whatever, the clerk in the store,
the workingman, and the ordinary mechanic; all of those
people pay nothing whatever, and they would not be helped by
this. Only those whose incomes approach $10,000 or more wonld
get any benefit out of it, and then it would run into the upper
brackets. I think the amendment should be defeated.

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the lady from New Jersey to the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Texas,

The question was taken, and the amendment to the amend-
ment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recars upon the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Texas.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, what became of the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma?

The CHAIRMAN. That was a pro forma amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC, 44. INSTALLMENT BASIS

() Dealers in personal property: Under regulations prescribed by
the commissioner with the approval of the Secretary, a person who
regularly sells or otherwise disposes of personal property on the install-
ment plan may return as income therefrom in any taxable year that
proportion of the installment payments actually received im that year
which the gross profit realized or to be realized when payment is com-
pleted bears to the total contract price.

(b) Sales of realty and casual sales of personalty: In the ease (1)
of a casual sale or other casual disposition of personal property (other
than property of a kind which would properly be inciuded in the in-
ventory of the taxpayer if on hand at the close of the taxable year)
for a prige exceeding $1,000, or (2) of a sale or other disposition of
real property, if in elther ease the initial payments do not exceed 40
per cent of the selling price, the income may, under regulations pre-
seribed by the commissioner with the approval of the Secretary, be
returned on the basis and in the manmer above prescribed in this sec-
tion. As used in this section the term * initial payments ™ means the
payments received in cash or property other than evidences of indebt-
edness of the purehaser during the taxable period in which the sale or
other disposition i3 made,

(e) Change from accrual to installment basis: If a taxpayer elects
for any taxable year to report his net income on the installment basis,
then in computing bis income for the year of change or any subse-
quent year, amount actually received during any such year on account
of sales made in any prior year shall not be excluded.

(d) Gain or loss upon disposition of installment obligatioms: If an
installment obligation is satisfied at other than Its face value or dis-
tributed, trapsmitted, sold, or otherwise dispesed of, gain or loss shall
result to the extent of the difference between the basis of the obliga-
tion and (1) in the case of satisfaction at other than face value or a
sale or exchange—the amount realized, or (2) in case of a distribu-
tion, transmission, or disposition otherwise thian by sale or exchange—
the fair market value of the obligation at the time of such distribution,
transmission, or disposition. The basis of the obligation shall be the
excess of the face value of the obligation over an amount equal to the
income which would be returnable were the obligation satisfied in full,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con-
sent that on page 35, line 12, the word “amount” be changed
to “amounts.” That is a printers error,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent that on page 35, line 12, the word “amount” be
changed to “amounts.” Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentle-
man from Jowa if there is any change made in existing law
by this section, and particularly I want to ask whether thera
is any change in subdivision (b) of section 447

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The only change in (a) and (b) is
liberalizing the provisious for the benefit of the installment sale
dealers, We have changed the requirement of 25 per cent, as in
the former law, to 40 per cent.

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman tell me what is meant
by the language “ casual sale or other dispusition of personal
property *7

Mr. GREEN of Towa. That is.a single sale that is not in
the regular business.

Mr. HASTINGS. Is that in the existing law?
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Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; that is the same as in the existing
law. It has been that way for a long while and we have never
had any trouble with the provision.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 48, DEFINITIONS

When used in this title—

(n) Taxable year. * Taxable vear" means the calendar year, or the
fisenl year ending during such calendar year, upon the basis of which
the met income is computed under this part. * Taxable year™ in-
cludes, in the case of a return made for a fractional part of a year
unider the provisions of this title or under regunlations prescribed by the
commissioner with the approval of the Secretary, the period for which
such retarn is made, The first taxable year, to be called the taxable
year 1927, shall be the ealender year 1927 or any fiscal year ending
during the calendar year 1927,

(b) Fiseal year. *“ Figeal year ™ means an accounting period of 12
months ending on the last day of any month other than December.

{e) Paid, incurred, acerued. The terms “ paid or inecurred ™ and
“ paid or acerued ” ghall be construed according to the method of ac-
counting upon the basis of which the net income is computed under
this part.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, this bill can not become a law
until some time in 1928. It proposes to rebate 1927 corporation
taxes, amounting to more than $150,000,000, A similar retro-
nctive rebate of excess-profits taxes, also urged by the Treasury
Department, was rejected by Congress in the 1921 tax bill. Why
not now? We should*be both just and consistent. If any provi-
sion in this bill is not right in the judgment of an individual
Member it is his duty to offer amendments and, irrespective of
political affiliations, he has the right to vote his convictions. I
did go on the graduated tax amendment offered a few moments
ago to relieve small corporations. The audible criticism was
then made that three Republicans went through the tellers with
von Demoerats on this side of the aisle, and I regret if you felt
contaminated by the presence of three Republicans. I would
have been glad, however, to have voted with you on that proposi-
tion even if I had been alone, believing ag I do that greater relief
should be afforded small corporations than is contained in this
bill. I believe we ought to relieve them, if possible, because
their proportionate tax is too heavy. The large corporations of
this country have been making enormous profits within the last
year or so. They have been accumulating great surpluses and
declaring freguent stock dividends that escape taxation while
the small corporations have been glad to get by with any surplus
at all for a rainy day. We all know that. I looked for another
amendment to come from some gentleman on the Democratic
side of the aisle. Such an amendment substituting 1928 for
1927 would protect the Treasury by $160,000,000 if that date
wias fixed for the time the corporate tax reductions in this bill
are to go into effect. If the tax ent goes into effect for the 1928
tax, instead of for 1927, that great saving to the Treasury will
occur and a retroactive tax refund will not occur to corpora-
tions that have passed on the 1927 tax fo consumers,

I recollect reading the other day a pronounced article by the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. GarxEr]—a very distinguished gen-
tleman now sitting on the right-hand side of the aisle—to the
effect that hy making this tax reduction law for corporations to
apply in 1927 instead of 1928, as this bill proposes, we will give
these corporations a present outright of $160,000,000 in 1927
taxes, which they have already passed on to consumers, Thus
we will relieve them from payment of a just tax they ought to
pay. I also saw the answer of the distinguished chairman of
the Ways and Means Committee, the gentleman from Iowa [Muyr.
GreEx], to the effect that the tax had not been charged to con-
sumers, because he contends it is impossible to pass on the tax
when a corporation is dealing with consumers, That may be
true, so far as the exact amount of tax is concerned, but we
took the position that it did pass on in the tax bill of 1921,
That occurred when the guestion came up of making the excess-
profits-tax repeal refroactive to cover the taxes of that same
year of 1921. It was then decided that the tax had been passed
on to consumers, and this same proposition was then defeated.
In the excess-profits case it would have meant a loss of $400,-
000,000, but by the action of the Republican side of the aisle,
taken in conference by a majority of 6 or 8§ out of about 180
Republican Members who were present, we decided at that time

the proposal fo repeal the 1921 excess-profits tax would be a

retroactive proposition and we struck it from the hill. The tax
repeal was then dated in 1922 and saved nearly a half billion
dollars to the Treasury. We passed the bill so that the enforce-
ment of the act would take effect in 1022 and not affect the
taxes collected by corporations from consumers in 1921. 1 was
much interested, as some Members may remember, in that
change then made against the recommendation of the Treasury
Department,
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Mr. GREEN of Towa. Will ihe gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes; certainly 1 yield to the chairman of the
committee.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. There were some other reasons, too.
We just simply did not have the money to spare at that time,

Mr. FREAR. Now comes the answer that was given a liitle
while ago. We have no justification in making this tax redue-
tion retroactive as is proposed in the bill before us or to give
to corporations $£160,000,000 taxes that have been passed on to
consumers,

Mr. GREEN of ITowa. But the gentleman, of course, is aware
that I have always taken the position, following the professors
of economies and all those who have made a special study
of the subject, that except in unusunal cases corporations could
not pass on the tax. I made a speech three or four years ago
on that subject and I have not changed my position at all.

Mr. FREAR. The gentleman from Iowa was with e in
1921 and objected to having the excess-profits-tax cut made
retroactive. It was argued then, successfully, that the tax had
been collected by the corporation as a part of its profits, We
took the position then, that it was also a retroactive tax.
Now, if you are going to make this tax reduction for corpora-
tions become effective for the year 1927, as you propose to do by
thig bill, then all of the enormons profits that have beeu made
by these great corporations—and they have never made larger
profits than those accumulated during the last two years—those
net profits are going to be placed in their treasuries without
repayment of the tax they have collected from consumers and
which we will permit them to keep.

I feel grieved that my distinguished friend the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. GARNER], who made such a splendid argument
in the press against presenting this retroactive tax collection
as a gift to corporations, and with which protest I was very
largely in agreement, yet has offered nothing here to prevent
that gross injustice to other taxpayers. Nothing has come
from him by way of an offered amendment to prevent the injus-
tice nor from his side of the Chamber. I would have been ready
to have joined with him in such an amendment, and if the
gentleman had made his usual forceful argument a majority
might have been induced to support such an amendment and
thus saved $100,000,000 for additional tax reduction.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. If the gentleman had been here
last Saturday, he wounld have heard me reiterate that argu-
ment then.

Mr. FREAR. 1 know the gentleman must have made a very
eloquent and forceful argument, but only an amendment will
affect the bill.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I took the same position here last
Saturday. I took the position that in my judgment it was
economically unsound, was unjust, and was in the mture of a
donation to the corporations.

Mr. FREAR. But only by an amendment to the bill could
we make our impressions known or make them effective.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. And I will say to our friend from
‘Wisconsin that one of the. reasons he could do something in
1921 that he can not do now is because the Treasury Depart-
ment’s influence is a little stronger now than in 1921,

Mr. FREAR. I do not feel the Treasury Department is
controlling the provisions in the bill. If so, both sides of this
Chamber are in agreement on many of its provisions and also
with the department even on this great tax rebate.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. The Treasury Department is insist-
ing that this provision apply to 1927.

Mr. FREAR. But the Treasury Department, if the gentle-
man from Texas please, a few moments ago was in accord on
small corporations with the gentleman's own amendment. I
was in agreement with him and with the Treasury when fhe
Republican gide of the House was not, and we changed the bill
by minendment,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa.
yield?

Mr. FREAR. Certainly.

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. The genfleman from Wisconsin says
the gentleman from Texas last Saturday made an argument

Mr. FREAR. No; I regret I did not hear it. The gentleman
from Texas said that he made such an argument.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman from Texas £aid he
made an argument.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I admitted it.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. The fact of the matter is I had sup-
posed the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GArNer] was conducting
an entertainment for the benefit of the IHouse, and the greater
portion of what the gentleman had to say at that time referred
to me personally rather than to any matter of argument on
any of these taxes. Perhaps that is the reason the gentleman
has not been ready to offer his amendment to-day.

Will the gentleman from Wisconsin




1927

Mr. FREAR. T will say, Mr. Chairman, I was prepared to
support such an amendment when offered, as I understood it
was to be offered by a member of the committee.

I was sure there would be an amendment offered from what
I had seen in the press, an amendment that would have been
eonsistent with the House action on the 1921 tax bill, and
would not make this great gift to the corporations. If we
could have passed such an amendment, it would not only have
been just to the other taxpayers of the country who receive no
rebdte, but it would provide the Treasury with additional funds
to the amount of $160,000,000, so that in the event we change
the form of the bill later on by increasing reductions, we wonld
then have funds available for that purpose and not exceed the
tax cut recommended by the Treasury.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. But that, of course, would only be for
the next year.

Mr. FREAR. Yes; that is true.

Mr, CHINDBLOM. It would not help any for the year
following or the years after that.

Mr. FREAR. I understand the question of permanency
raiged in any tax reduction, but if it was later discovered
we were not receiving suflicient revenue after saving this
additional $160,000,000, then we could change the law next
year or two years or three years from now. That would prob-
ably be unnecessary, but Congress can increase taxes when
needed and if needed. I am seeking to save that necessity by
preventing this gift to corporations through the 1927 tax they
have collected and will now keep.

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FREAR. Yes; certainly.

Mr. HASTINGS. I take it the gentleman is in thorough
sympathy with the graduated income-tax principle.

Mr. FREAR. Absolutely.

Mr. HASTINGS. Can the gentleman give us any reason, in
principle, why the brackets should stop at $100,000?

Mr. FREAR, No. I am in favor of going higher with them,
but I will say that no matter what kind of graduated income
rates you may draw for either individuals or corporations, you
necessarily will have to make the brackets stop somewhere. It
is a question of individual and collective judgment as to what
we should do and where the brackets are to be placed.

Mr. HASTINGS. Then does the gentleman believe in stop-
ping the highest brackets at $100,000, or taking them up higher?

Mr. FREAR. 1 would make them higher; personally, that is
my judgment. But that question is not before us now, and we
had passed the place in the bill hefore my attention was called
to it, where the tax year should have been inserted to prevent
the retroactive feature. I regret I relied on others to offer the
amendment.

400D AXD BAD FEATURES OF THE BILL

This tax reduction bill, like all such bills, is a compromise,
and I approve that part which refuses to follow Secretary
Mellon’s request for a repeal of the Federal estate tax. In fact,
with a tempting surplus on hand, I am fearful that another
assault on the Federal faxing system would come from another
array of governors and lobbyisis, recipients of banguets, and
free excursions to Washington. The application of the surplus
to debts by the Secretary occurs if this bill fails. If we can give
substantial relief to small corporations and wipe out the re-
maining nuisance taxes, T believe the bill will be helpful
to people generally, who have had a slight dose of the sales tax,
to make them careful in the future. Improvement in the admin-
istrative features it is claimed will relieve uncertainty, but
complaint that needed amendments will wreck the bill comes
with poor grace from those who are handing ever $160,000,000
in 1927 taxes to corporations that are swollen to the bursting
point with surplus profits. This gift should be held up in the
Senate, where opportunity for consideration permits discnssion
and a return to paragrapbs as a matter of courtesy. The 1927
tax on corporations should not be rebated in whole or in part
unless personal income taxes are also rebated,

THE ESTATE_TA!

Mr. Chairman, I desire particularly to address myself to
another proposal connected with the pending tax reduction bill,
becnuse if the Federal estate tax is repealed, as advocated by
Secretary Mellon, I believe the State inlheritance tax laws in
turn will also be repealed. Such a serious loss to 45 of the 48
States will benefit no one excepting the owners of great wealth,
who, like Willinm Rockefeller, may own an estate of which two-
thirds, as, in his case, $43,000,000, escaped taxation during his
lifetime in the form of tax-free securities.

Secretary Mellon's estate, it is estimated, will have upwards
of from fifty to one hundred million dollars Federal estate tax
to pay under existing law on his own enormous wealth, subject
to ‘the 80 per cent State eredit by payments made to Pennsyl-
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vania. He is chief proponent of the estate-tax repeal. He first
argued that the Federal estate tax makes double taxation when
a State inheritance law taxes the same property. To obviate
double taxation Congress has extended a credit up to 80 per
cent of the Federal tax where State inheritance-tax collections
reach that amount.

By retaining the Federal estate tax Congress protects over
40 States from two or three States that appeal to residents of
other States to come where no State tax exists, like Florida or
Nevada for example, or where a nominal tax of only 2 per
cent maximum rate exists, like in Pennsylvania and Wyoming.

Secretary Mellon further asserts that the Federal estate fax
ought to be repealed because the Federal Government now re-
tains only 20 per cent of the amount collected. That is the
other horn of his former argument when he protested against
double taxation. He now further discovers that the Federal tax
interferes with State rights.

THE FEDERAL INCOME TAX AND STATE RIGHTS

This latter argument for a repeal of the Federal estate tax, to
be consistent, would require also a repeal of the Federal income
tax that produced in 1926 $1,974,104,000, or more than one-half
of all Government receipts for that year. Both encroach on
State rights and the income tax is also double taxation.

Federal income-tax collections affect 20 States that have
State income-tax laws and it is double taxation without any
State credit allowed to those States, whereas the State credit
of 80 per cent removes the double tax on inheritances. No one
at this time dares advocate a repeal of the Federal income tax
law, although no State credit is given.

Not only a repeal of the Federal estate tax and the Federal
income tax, however, are to be attempted eventually, but in view
of his recommendation for a sales tax to float the =oldiers’ com-
pensation bill, Secretary Mellon will, presumably, favor also a
repeal of the State inheritance and income-tax laws and will be
a strong and influential supporter of a sales tax, His argument
then will be that to relieve capital from tax burdens will help
husiness. The sales tax in 1923 was defeated by wide indigna-
tion evidenced by protests from all the great labor and farm
organizations that believed wealth, largely created by the last
war, desired to shift its tax burdens over to consumption taxes
to be paid by the 4,000,000 doughboys and the millions of other
wage earners and farmers who throungh higher prices would
thien pay taxes on everything they consume. The powerful
Hearst press then and since during every session seeks the
passage of a sales tax and is an able supporter of Secretary
Mellon in that particular.

Mr. Chairman, a vigorous effort to repeal the Federal in-
heritance tax is threatened as a forerunner of a later effort to
repeal the Federal income fax. This eventnal purpose is the
judgment of legislators who from the day the first income-tax
bill was passed have been active in protecting these sources of
income. State laws to the same end will then be assailed by the
same powerful inferests. In House committee hearings strong
lobbies appeared in Washington well financed and engaged in
flooding Congress with propaganda to this end.

MILLIONAIRES INCREASED 300 PER CENT UNDER HIGIH TAXES

In 1914 this couniry, based on reported incomes, had 7,509
millionaires. In 1926 the nnmber had increased to 30,513 mil-
lionaires, hased on their reported incomes. In other words, in
12 years, during and since the war and a period of unprece-
dented high taxes, if paid by them, millionaires increased over
300 per cent in number in this country and their total concen-
trated wealth was in a muech larger proportion.

Prosperity it is alleged in some quarters is more diffused than
ever before and corporations are now alleged fo be owned by
“the people” who have come into their own. After skimming
the cream off from manipulated corporations, including consoli-
dations, stoeks have been unloaded by professional operators.
Often numerons split-ups previously occurred among these op-
erators. To induce the lambs to buy these manipulated stocks
past profits are cited, but in all history the average man from
the humblest wage worker to the white-collared floor walker
has never been so burdened with purchases on credit, on partial
payments that mortgage his income and peace of mind for
years to come, irrespective of his earning capacity or fixed em-
ployment. High war prices have continned.

Prosperity comes last fo the small taxpayer. He is the first
to feel its departure and he outnumbers the millionaires a
thousand to one. The millions yet living on farms who rarely
haye been able to hold their taxes and farm mortgages down to
war-time figures are not urging the Secretary’s particular tax-
cut program that the committee has refused to follow in the
estate tax repeal. :




FEW FARMERS PAY INCOME TAXES

Three million people, we are advised, have abandoned their

farms within the past six years. Those remaining in many
cases hold onto their places because of no other place to go.
They are not interested in estate or income tax reduction, for
they have little to do with either, but they will be rudely
awakened if they have to pay a sales tax. A repeal of the
Federal estate tax is a long step toward a sales tax,
- To the 30,000 millionaires and several hundred thousand
others in affluent circumstances out of our 120,000,000 people, the
Federal income tax gained after many legislative struggles and
the Federal inheritance tax are constant nightmares. Repeal
of the Federal estate tax and repeal of the Federal income tax
now based on the principle of ability to pay will both be de-
manded,

Mr. Chairman, a sales tax and indirect consumption tax
must be substituted before wealth can force a repeal of both
the Federal estate and income tax laws. Facts and evidence
in support of these statements heretofore offered will not again
be presented in detail, but students of taxation and the influ-
ences knocking at the doors of Congress all realize that argu-
ments by powerful lobbies will be urged at this session and
constantly hereafter for the early repeal of the inheritance and
later for the repeal of the income taxes and for the substitu-
tion of a sales tax to provide revenues for the Government.
The estate-tax-repeal lobby, well financed and eloquently rep-
resented by high-priced speakers, does not include in its num-
bers sany laborers or farmers, The latter rely on Congress to
represent them without any argument.

The Federal estate-tax-repeal lobby that reflects Hecretary
Mellon’s views never sleeps, and its efforts are to be vigorously
employed at the other end of the Capitol this session. The
20,000 millionaires can well afford to contribute unlimited funds
to this lobby to * educate " Congress on the subject, because the
Secretary alone, with holdings now rated by well-informed per-
sons at from $300,000,000 to $500,000,000, could afford to give
10 per cent or more of his vast wealth toward that repeal
“ education.”

OUR FEDERAL ESTATE TAX NOW IS ONLY ONE-HALF THAT OF ENGLAXD

The maximum Federal inheritance tax rate is now 20 per
cent of net estates exceeding $10,000,000. England and other
conntries have a maximum estate tax of 40 per cent, or double
that of our own, with proportionate larger collections, but Sec-
retary Mellon, in his presentation to the Ways and Means
Committee, declared that no estate tax should be levied in this
country excepting in times of war. Why not in the wake of
war?

His ery was echoed by the press. Powerful influences im-
mediately gathered in Washington to repeat his slogan and to
sound his praises. Like other declarations of Secretary Mellon,
who has been likened to Hamilton, his statement, I submit, will
not stand analysis.

Our national war debt of $18,000,000,000, or eighteen times the
pre-war figure, must be paid. It is a great war debt that will
hang over our country for many years. It is as imperative for
us to pay this $18,000,000,000 as though war was now with us.
dvery other’ country engaged in the last war recognizes its debt
gituation by maintaining its estate, income, and other war taxes.

For the Secretary to say that because the sound of guns has
stopped the sources of great wealth and graduated taxation
should be dried up is folly unknown elsewhere in the world
and not worthy of a second Hamilton, whose personal tax
contribution to-day is probably larger than that of a thousand
combined other taxpayers on the average, and whose personal
wealth probably exceeds the combined fluid wealth of the coun-
try when Alexander Hamilton was our first Secretary.

For what has this great wealth been collected by one indi-
vidual, and to whom is it to be given? The present Secretary can
not take this vast wealth, reaching hundreds of millions, with
him nor can any of the other 30,000 millionaires earry theirs
beyond the grave. According to statistics that wealth has
increased over 300 per cent in 12 years, indicating the 30.000
were not heavily taxed in the past compared with many mil-
lions of people who have been struggling for a bare livelihood.

THE ESTATE TAX 15 A JUST TAX

The estate tax is the must easily paid; it can not be shifted
nor avoided, and it is the most just tax in principle that can
be levied and paid. That is the judgment of economists of note.
No estate tax or income tax has unjustly curtailed the accu-
mulation of wealth by a handful of 30,000 millionaires, and
whether the accumulation of the 80,000 have occurred through
honest or dishonest means is not even the test, for they are
able to pay the tax and should do so. If liquor bootleggers
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can be held by the Treasury to a payment of income taxeés from
their bootlegging activities, why should great wenlth be per-
mitted to avoid the Federal estate tax it now pays.

European countries like ourselves are paving their war debts
in part by a 40 per cent maximum rate in their estate taxes.
Unless all their financial experts and economists generally are
at fault, Secretary Mellon's statement as to that tax and “war”
debts is incorrect. His personal interest of upward of $100,-
000,000 in a Federal estate tax if to be paid at present rates
may unconsciously influence his judgment as to taxes and also
his recollection that our war debt is not paid. Until the $18.-
000,000,000 national debt is wiped out the 30,000 millionaires
and those best able to pay should willingly pay their rightful
share of taxes whether based on incomes or estates,

When urging that estate taxes properly belong to the State
the Secretary failed to say that Pennsylvania has an inheritance
tax law of only 2 per cent maximum or the smallest rate among
all the States. Compared with the 20 per cent Federal maxi-
mum estate tax it is only one-tenth excepting as to the tax on
collateral heirs. Secretary Mellon has persuaded Congress to
reduce the English maximnm estate tax rates we formerly had
to just one-half of the English tax rates. Possibly the same
reason accounts in Pennsylvania for its 2 per ecent maximum
State rate. Wyoming has that same rate.

STATES THAT HAVE NO ESTATE TAXES

Florida, now bidding for wealthy residents from Wisconsin,
Illinois, New York, and other States, advertises it is a State
without any estate tax for those who will come within its
hospitable boundaries. 1Its taxes are collected from other
sources. For years Florida cirenlated Northern States with
attractive literature, but more inviting than any argnment con-
cerning its salubrious climate was its appeal to men of wealth
who made their fortunes in other States to move to Florida
for a temporary “residence” every year so as to avold any
estate-tax payments. Wisconsin furnished many such men, and
the same is trume of Minnesota, Illinois, and other northern
States. These people “reside” in Florida briefly, but live in
their northern homes eight months in the year.

In order to advertise to the world it is a haven of refuge from
inheritance taxes Florida adopted a constitutional amendment
providing its legislature shall not impose estate taxes, Nevada
followed the same example of an estate-tax refuge as well as
for would-be divorcees of the country, but of the 48 States,
practically all, with two or three exceptions, have adopted and
collect some kind of nn estate tax, from the California rate of
12 per cent maximum down to the 2 per cent maximum in
Pennsylvania and Wyoming. On indirect relations and with
strangers to the decegsed the fixed maximum rate is frequently
higher.

Secretary Mellon complained of double taxation Ly both the
State and Federal Government where such State faxes exist,
The Pennsylvania and Wyoming maximum fax of 2 per cent is
nominal, and if the Federal estate tax is repealed residents
of Pennsylvania and Wyoming will carry their estates to the
grave practically intact, yielding to the State only 2 per cent
except to collateral relations.

Mr. Chairman, Congress has machinery for investigation and
enforcement of both income and inleritance taxes. So, in justice
to the States, Congress passed an amendment giving to all the
States a credit based on their State laws up to 80 per cent of
all Federal estate taxes collected where a State inheritance tax
is paid. If the State has no estate taxes as in the State of
Florida. then the northern resident may change his residence
to the land of flowers, but the estate tax will not be ezeaped
because the Government collects the tax from residents of all
States with this difference that if Florida voluntarily absolved
all its residents from estate taxes in the hopes of attracting
wealthy people from 43 States then the tax not levied and col-
lected by the State remains in the Federal Treasury.

New York has a maximum rate of 4 per cent for direct
kindred: Tennessee and Vermont 5 per cent; Massachusetts,
Texas, and North Carolina 6 per cent; Michigan 8 per cent;
and Washington, Arkansas, and Wisconsin have a maximum
rate of 10 per cent, while California is slightly higher,

On estates given to strangers or collateral kindred the maxi-
mum rates in each State are ordinarily higher, but, with the
credit permitted to the State of 80 per cent of the Federal tax,
the tax can not now be considered a double tax.

Until the two or three complaining States readjust their rates
s0 they do not unscrupulously bid for residents from other
States, any estate-tax loss is chargeable fto the policy of the
State that endeavors to rob other Stutes of their residents by
promised estate-tax exemptions,
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REPEAL OF FEDERAL ESTATE TANES MEANS REPEAL OF STATE TAXES

Only by retaining the Federal tax will the 48 States be in-
duced to seek uniform State rates and only by retaining the
Federal tax will States retain their own State inheritance taxes.
The moment the powerful estate-tax lobby succeeds in a repeal
of the Federal estate tax law, at that moment the same lobby
will shift the scene of operations to repeal the estate tax laws
of more than 40 States. I am speaking for the protection of
every State, including my own, when I point out the danger
of repealing the Federal estate tax as urged by Secretary Mellon
in his argument before the Ways and Means Committee. It
will involve a loss to Wisconsin of over $2,000,000 annually if
the State tax is repealed and of $100,000,000 to the country at
large.

An assault on the State inheritance laws in every State will
be followed next by a demand for the repeal of the Federal
income tax law that has been weakened by amendments and
court decisions, which tax will fall in its turn. A sales fax
that taxes every man * equally,” not in proportion to his ability
to pay, will then be substituted on the theory that any tax is a
burden to business. Then the laboring man with six children
and six pairs of shoes and six mouths to feed will pay six times
the tax that need be paid by Mr. Mellon, subject to the different
price paid by him for shoes and food. Not 2 per cent increase
as represented by sales-tax proponents, but many times 2 per
cent, depending on the mumber of turnovers. That is a “ con-
sumption or sales tax.,”

‘ FEDERAL ESTATE TAXES, BY STATES, IN 1025
- In 1925 the Federal estate tax amounted to $101,421766,
collected from the 48 Stafes, including Florida and Nevada.
New York, of course, contributed the major part, but this is
explained by a tendency of people of wealth from the remaining
47 States to migrate to New York when spending their last
‘days. In Florida the Federal estate tax collected in 1922 was
$189,130 and that same year Wisconsin pald $£1,291,782, or
nearly ten times as much. California paid $4,241,140; Pennsyl-
vania, $8,329,481; and New York, $47,023,286. 1In 1925, or three
years thereafter, when northern residents rushed to Florida, the
Federal estate taxes collected in Florida were $1,217,702; Wis-
consin pald $1,125,099: California, $4,412.641: Pennsylvania,
$10.123,406; and New York, $34,334108. A jump in Federal
estate taxes in Florida in four years from $189.130 to $1.217,702
indicates why the fountain of eternal youth has its variable
moods, and why the Federal taxing machinery is of help to the
‘States where they have like taxes to collect. State inheritance
taxes collected in 1926 reaching $43,470.468 for New York and
$2,034,989 for Wisconsin were credited to the extent of 80 per
cent of the Federal estate tax, but Florida received nothing
from estate taxes. Florida “residents™ who had gone there
from New York, Wisconsin, and other States to avoid their loeal
State taxes paid tribute to the Federal Government, without any
particular gain to the expatriated northern taxpayer and none
to Ilorida. We do not love Florida less, but our own States
more, when asking for square dealing.

A reduction in corporation tax in the pending bill from a
present 1314 per cent rate to a lower rate is relatively not im-
portant. Nearly $100,000,000 is absorbed with every 1 per cent
corporation tax, and a 214 per cent reduction would dispose of
the existing annual surplus according fo estimates by the Treas-
ury; but of infinite importance in our Federal taxing system is
the proposal to wipe out the Federal estate tax, even as Secre-
tary Mellon, supported by President Harding, unsuccessfully
urged a Mellon tax bill and also a sales tax on Congress when
the soldiers' compensation bill was passed over their opposition.
. The Federal estate tax income of $100,000,000 annnally in
round numbers subject to State credits ean not be wiped out

this session if the surplus is absorbed by corporation-tax redue-.

tions or a repeal of remaining nuisance taxes, but the action
of the House is only a first engagement. The real fight to
repeal the Federal estate tax, when the time is propitiouns, will
be made in the Senate. Possibly an amended Treasury tax
reduction estimate may ocenr after this tax bill leaves the
House, but in any event the powerful lobby and the gallery of
State governors who urge that repeal were not brought here
by accident. They are expected to overwhelm Congress even
as the Mellon bill propaganda swept the country when Mr.
Mellon gave the signal—but failed to sweep Congress. Congress
refused to be stampeded in time of peace by war propaganda
methods, ; 3
GOVERNXORS WHO ORATE AGAINST THEIR OWXN STATES

Mr. Chairman, governors of States are brought here by
the estate-tax-repeal lobby to force repeal of a law that under
its 80 per cent State credit provision protects and preserves
their own State inheritance tax laws until we are foreibly
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reminded that the average man may easily be Induced to sign
a petition, without reading, to hang himself when executives
of great States selected to guard the financial system of their
States exercise no better cantion. Fics

They are captured by the lobby’s glib argument of interfer-
ence with State rights, when in fact the 80 per cent State credit
protects the taxing State from faithless flapper invitations of
any tax-free State. Only by retention of the Federal estate
tax can State taxes be maintained through the 80 per cent
State eredit regulation, and it must be remembered that the
Federal estate tax exenipts the average estate left by 9 out
of every 10 deceased persons,

State governors who favor a repeal of the Federal estate tax
because vf its interference with State rights in like manner
seek to desiroy our Federal income tax law that has been con-
firmed twice by the American people through constitutional
amendments, Both the Federal income tax and the estate tax
necessarily are invasions of State boundaries, and in most States
to some extent result in double tax payments by the citizens
affected. YWhen these Federal taxes are repealed the estate
taxes in the States will become a target for the lobby’s fire
and a vicious sales tax, the lobby's alternative will know no
State boundaries when leechlike it fastens itself onto the
necessities of life that every person consumes,

THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AUTOMATIC YOTING MACHINE

Sinece the World War there has come to the American Con-
gress among other powerful lobbies a substitute for all the
study serviece and statesmanship that governed the deliberation
of Congress in the earlier days of American history. Wisely or
unwisely our forefathers placed the responsibility for legisla-
tion on the American Congress governed only by the Constitu-
tion and the presidential right of veto. That responsibility is
construed by the United States Chamber of Commence to have
been shifted. A superbody now exists that neither studies nor
finds need of statesmanship but undertakes to decide momentous
questions by simply voting from Dan to Beersheba its preference,
unaffected by faets or arguments,

It waives the constitutional prohibitions and directions that
govern Congress and by a gesture substitutes mechaniecal voting,
nondeliberative methods. By directing its membership through
suggestion how to vote on subjects that presumably have not
enlisted the study of 5 per cent of its highly intelligent organi-
zation, Congress is now solemnly, frequently, and vigorously
informed as to legiglation by the United States Chamber of Com-
merce, that reiterates its 850,000 membership. By a pomponsly
annonneed vote this “chamber” decides that all taxes affecting
its 850,000 membership are objectionable to a large majority of
that body. These include a substantial reduetion in corporation
taxes, a repeal of all remaining war excise taxes, repeal of the
Federal estate tax, also pretection of the Mississippi Valley
against future floods, opposition to any proposal for a Govern-
ment shipbuilding program, and so forth. Like the old-fash-
ioned chureh pastor who in his prayers and sermons told the
Lord just what to do and how and when to do it, this superbody
by * voting " solves all the troublesome problems which 500 Sen-
ators and Members were elected by 120,000,000 people to settle.

Without argnment pro or con, the American Congress is ad-
vised by the chamber of commerce 850,600 membership that
the wise constitutional provision which permits each House to
be the judge of its own membership is overruled by the cham-
ber's vote of 36,122 to 2221, or some similar figure. Only a
fraction of the individual membership presumably attempts
to vote.

A recent referendum asks these 850,000 members of the cham-
ber of commerce to vote on the question of whether Congress
can or should test the gmalifications of its own Senators or
Members when presenting themselves, however serions the
charges pending. 3

Elihu Root, when United States Senator, offered this opinion
over a decade ago: ‘

There exists no power in our Government short of our amendment
of the Comstitution of the United States to limit or control the evidence
‘we (the Senate) shall reserve or the grounds on whieh we ghall act in
Judging the qualification and election of a Member,

The constitntional provision, however, did not anticipate a
referendum vote of the 850,000 membership of the chamber of
commerce. Referendums that run wild permit bombastic ntter-
ances to issue from thoge who control its overworked referendum
machinery. These referendums now cover every conceivable
subject from farm relief and flood econtrol and expert tax reduc-
tion to weather conditions and the heights of skirts, all to be
settled by “ votes” of its generally uninformed membership.




“ ABSURD " VOTES BY AUTOMATIC MACHINERY

And so in its prodigious task of supervising all legislation in
addition to running the “ Chamber ” units and innumerable golf
courses, the individual members of the chamber from Andro-
scoggin on the east and Tillamook on the west and Coffeeville
or Biloxi on the Gulf and Kokomo and Oshkosh on the north
are “voted " by the directors at Washington to show that the
“* Chamber,” by 2,581 to 199, in its infinite wisdom on all legis-
lative matters desires a tax reduction of $400,000,000 annually,
although the Treasury advises we vote only $225,000,000 when
flood control, farm relief, and other indefinite expenditures
awalt legislation and appropriations.

President Coolidge declared the “vote” of the “ Chamber ™
to be “absurd.” It demands great appropriations and at the
sime time it “ votes” a greater tax cut than either the Treas-
ury or the Ways and Means Committee believes safe to make.
The chamber officials who prepare these “ votes" assert with
positiveness its membership is intelligent. Does anything in the
record of its “ voting " methods support that belief?

Notwithstanding the Treasury estimate is $225,000,000 for
possible safe reduction, the economists, tax experts, and financial
authorities voting in Podunk, Tillamook, and Kokomo by their
vote have given Congress and the press and the public the exact
figures reached by the intellizent (?) voting of its members.
Congress and the country may feel relieved that the tax cut
voted by the thousands of ** Chambers ** did not reach eight hun-
dred million dollars instead of four.

Skepties and scoffers may say that a vote of the Independent
Order of Odd Fellows, Benevolent and Protective Order of Elks,
or the Woodmen of the World would be of equal value, based
on the lack of information possessed by those whose “ votes”
are thus solemnly reported to Congress from Pittsburgh to
Podunk.

The measures on which this superchamber of commerce di-
rects ns how to act necessarily have all been studied in Con-
gress, in committee and in the House and Senate, with the aid of
expert information., True, also, in House and Senate the meas-
ures are debated by legislators who often burn midnight oil
while grasping details that are made known to the chamber of
commerce voters without study. When the several States by
appropriate action delegate this chamber of commerce to tell
Congress what to do then individual responsibility of Represent-
atives will cease, but until that time comes every Member
naturally inquires what interests and influences are responsible
for some of the suggestions that are solemnly voted by the
chamber’s 850,000 membership.

Congress has not always accepted these commands, and num-
berless votes lie at the bottom of the average wastebasket, yet
the chamber directors with a flourish of trumpets in the press
always announce the result of the last vote, that to the lay
mind assumes at times to regulate the solar and legislative
system and votes that the law of gravity and the inheritance
tax should both be repealed by the Seventieth Congress.

HOW THE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE AFFECTS CONGRESS

If I remember correctly, this superlegislative advisory body
once advised Congress to pass a vicious sales tax, that would
have added a billion or more dollars to the high cost of living
for ninety-five-odd wage earners out of every 100 people in
order to relieve the remaining 5 per cent of a portion of the
income tax levied against large incomes, frequently accumu-
lated through war speculations. The sales tax or consumption
tax, backed by the American Chamber of Commeree, did not
recommend itself to Congress to the extent of even getting a
favorable recommendation from a single committee of Congress.
A -vote of 15,000,000 Literary Digest selected mames decided
overwhelmingly that Congress should defeat a soldiers’ com-
pensation bill. Congress vetoed the vote and also placed its
veto over a presidential veto. The chamber of commerce also
shrieked against “ capitalizing loyalty " ; at least those members
of the chamber who had cost-plus war contracts so voted.

The Mellon tax reduction bill looked like a winner and was
enthusiastically referendumed by the chamber of commerce
becanse of its generous tax reductions to those best able to pay.
Again Congress after much study and debate ignored the refer-
endum vote that was collected for its guidance. The chamber’s
referendum vote against the soldiers’ compensation bill, like the
Literary Digest vote, did not reflect the judgment of the
American Congress, that was selected by the Constitution to
determine such guestions. Publicity but not legislation seems to
be the primary purpose of the chamber’'s * vote.”

AX OVERWORKED LOBBY

The American Chamber of Commerce is an important organi-

zation in our business life and within its legitimate fleld has a
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well-defined service to perform. In a lesser degree it may be
contended Rotary Clubs, Lions Clubs, Kiwanis Clubs, and count-
less other organizations that thrive and prosper in America are
of service, both in a large business sense and in the upbuilding
of communities. Thus far none of these organizations has
regularly given Congress the benefit of individual street opinions
on legislative matters, nor ean any objection be offered where
the slightest intelligent understanding is evidenced by the vote
returned.

We may soon look for group influences from the multitude of
farm organizations that represent one-third of our population,
and it is questionable whether the judgment of the tiller of the
=0il whe has many moments of serious thought will not be of
legislative value to the lawmaker equal to the votes on évery
conceivable subject now heralded through the press from the
headquarters of the chamber of commerce.

This humble protest is not offered against the harmless
referendums that regularly and often appear on Members' desks,
but it is against a mechanical voting system, often without con-
gideration, or at most, hazy street opinions gathered in hay-
rake style, then emblazoned on the front pages of reputable
papers as the solemn deliberate conclusion of a highly reputable
organization.

If its work is directed to enlightening members on legislative
proposals every legislative agent has a useful duty to perform.
The only criticism lodged against certain lobbies, including fore-
most the chamber of commerce, is the method used to try and
Influence legislative decisions, Those favoring the retention of
the Federal estate tax, which it opposes, and Federal income
tax without the emasculation of either, are our constituents
back home, who have no paid lobby to send to Washington but
who have elected their Representatives to protect their interests.
That duty each Member of Congress must perform according
to his best judgment, and the responsibility rests on votes in
Congress and not on referendum votes cast by members of the
chamber of commerce or by other organizations.

Mr. BEEDY. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
earlier in the debate a question was asked of the gentleman
who then had the floor, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. GReEEN],
and as yet the question has not been answered.

The question was how many people would be affected and
how much revenue would be lost if we were to increase the
present exemption of $1,600 for single persons to $3,000, and
the exemption of married persons from $3,500 to $5,000.

According to the 1825 returns, this increase of the exemption
for single persons would exempt 676,000 single persons who
now pay a tax, with a resulting loss of revenue of $7,600,000.
The increase of the present exemption of $3,500 to $5,000 for
married people would exempt from the operation of the present
income tax law 551,000 more people who now pay an income
tax, with an additional loss of revenue of $6,706,000,

But the significant fact then remains that although this total
of $14,306,000 represents the relief that would be given by this
increase in exemption to the person of small income, an addi-
tional loss of revenue of $136,000,000 would result, or to put it
the other way, such an increase in exemptions would affect all
those in the higher brackets by saving them §136,000,000,

I think these facts ought to be clear to the House,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. So that the total loss in revenue would
be $150,000,000%

Mr. BEEDY. One hundred and fifty million dollars would be
the total loss, of which only about $14,000,000 would benefit
the man of small income, and only approximately 1,000,000 of
our entire population would then come within the operation
of our income tax law, which now applies to about-two and
one-half millions of our people.

The Clerk read as follows:

BEC. 104. ACCUMULATION OF SBURPLUE TO EVADE SURTAXES—1028 OR
SUBSEQUENT TAXABLE YEARS

(a) Tax on personal holding company: If any personal holding
company permits its undistributed profite for the taxable year 1928 or
any succeeding taxable year to exceed 30 per cent of the sum of its net
income for such year plus the amount of the dividend deduction and
interest upon obligations of the United States, there shall be levied,
collected, and paid for such taxable year, in addition to the tax on
corporntions imposed by section 13(a), a tax equal to 25 per cent of
guch undistributed profits.

(b) Definitions: As used in this section—

(1) The term *“ personal bolding company’ means any corporation
if (A) at least 80 per cent of its gross income for the taxable year is
derived from rents, royalties, dividends, interest (whether or not tax
exempt), annulties, and (exeept in the case of regular dealers in
securities) gaing from the sale of securities, and (B) elther—
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Righty per cent or more of its voting stock (exclusive of stock limited
as to dividends and exclusive of stock redeemable upon less than 30
days" notice) is owned or controlled, directly or Indirectly, through
affiliation, stock ownership, voting trust agreements, or otherwise, by
or for not more than 10 individuals; or

The right to recelve 80 per cent or more of the dividends distributed
by the corporation Is vested, directly or Indirectly, through affiliation,
stock ownership, voting trust agreements, or otherwise, in mot more
than 10 individuals;

But such term shall not include any banking or insurance ecorporation.

(2) The term ‘“dividend deduction” means the deduction specified
in section 23 (p).

(3) The term * inlerest upon obligations of the United States” means
interest upon obligations of the United States issued after September 1,
1917, which would be subject to tax in whole or In part in the hands of
an individual owner,

(4) 'The term * undistributed profits” means the net income for the
taxable year increased by the amount of the dividend deduction and
interest upon obligations of the United States, but diminished by—

(A) the amount of tax under section 13(a) for the taxable year;

(B) the amount of dividends declared out of earnings or profifs for
the taxable year, not later than the 15th day of the third month follow-
ing the c¢lose of such taxable year and payable prior to the 15th day of
the sixth month following the close of such taxable year. If dividends
g0 declared are not actually paid prior to such date, then the amount
not so paid shall be included in the undistributed profits, and the tax
imposed by subsection (a) shall be redetermined in accordance therewith.

(¢) Tax on corporation formed or availed of to evade surtax.—If any
corporation, however created or organized, other than a personal holding
company, is formed or availed of for the purpose of preventing the
imposition of the surtax upon any of its shareholders through the
medinm of permitting its gains and profite to remain accumulated, in-
stead of being divided or distributed among its shareholders, there shall
be levied, collected, and pald for the taxable year 1928 and succeeding
taxable years, In addition to the tax on corperations imposed by sec-
tion 13(a), a tax of 25 per cent of the net income of the corporation
increased by the amount of the dividend deduction and Interest upon
obligations of the United States. Such tax shall be computed, levied,
collected, and paid upon the same basis and in the same manner and
subject to the same provisions of law, including penalties, as that tax.
The following shall be prima facie evidence that a corporation, other
than a * personal holding company " as hereinbefore deflned, is formed
or availed of for the purpose of preventing the imposition of surtax
upon any of its shareholders :

(1) That the corporation is & mere holding or investment company ;
or

(2) That the’ gaing or profits are permitted to remain accumulated
beyond the reasonable needs of the business. In determining whether
gains or profits are permitted to remain accumulated beyond the reason-
able needs of the business there shall not be included gains or profits
remaining accumulated during a prior taxable year for which the cor-
poration has paid a tax imposed by this section.

(d) Information statements.—A corporation which in the taxable
year 1928 or any succeeding tazable year permits the accummlation of
more than 60 per cent of its net income increased by the amount of the
dividend deduction and interest upon obligations of the United States,
under regulations to be prescribed by the commissioner with the approval
of the Becretary, shall (1) file as a part of its return a statement giving
in detail the reasons for the accumnlation and the purposes to which
the amounts accumulated are to be devoied, and (2) from time to time
thereafter file reports under oath giving the disposition of the amounts
so accumulated until all such amounts have been accounted for.

(e) Optional tax on shareholders.—The tax Imposed by subsection (a)
shall not apply in respect of any taxable year if all the shareholders
of the corporation include in their gross income, at the time of filing
their returns, the amount of their entire distributive ghares of the undis-
tributed profits of the corporation for such taxable year. The tax
imposed by subsection (¢) shall not apply in respect of any taxable yvear
if all the shareholders of the corporation include in their gross income
at the time of filing thelr returns the amount of their entire distributive
shares of the gains and profits remaining accumulated beyond the reason-
able needs of the business as determined by the commissioner. Any
amount =o included in the gross income of the shareholder shall be
treated as a dlvidend received by the shareholder. A shareholder who
has so included in his gross income his distributive share shall be en-
titled to receive exempt from tax subsequent distributions made by the
corporation out of earnings or profits untll such taxpayer has received
exempt distributions in the amount of such share,

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word. I do that for the purpose of calling attention
to this section 104, TUnless you have the corresponding law of
1926 yon probably do not know what the provisions of section
104 mean. I know I would not unless I had had some informa-
tion about it,
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Section 104 is entirely new. It is inserted in the bill in re-
sponse to the advisory committee's criticism of the administra-
tion of section 220 in the present-law. I am sure yom will
remember what section 220 in the present law is. It was in-
tended to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to force cor-
porations to distribute their profits and subject their share-
holders to the tax levied by Congress. It has been in the
statute for some years.

The advisory committee, in a very delicate way, intimated
that the Treasury Department has not enforced the law. I say
“delicate,” because they call attention to the fact that it is
very difficult to administer the law, and the result is that they
suggest a remedy.

If you will take the report of the advisory committee that was
placed in the box yesterday, you will find that the joint com-
mittee of the House and Senate recommended every provision in
this advisory committee's report with the single exception of
section 220. They did not recémmend 220, but said they make
no recommendation for 220. The reason was because the joint
committee could not come to an agreement. The reason we
could not come to an agreement is because some gentlemen, in-
cluding the Treasury Department, is opposed to the recommenda-
tion of the advisory committee, which is in effect that youn give
an advantage of 20 per cent in taxes to those profits that are
distributed against those retained in the treasury of the cor-
poration.

I think that ought to be put in. I wish Congress would make
a rate in this bill of 10 and 12 per cent Instead of a flat rate
of 1114 per cent. I wish it would make a rate of 10 per cent
on distributed profits and 12 on profits retained in the treasury
of the corporation. In this way you have an inducement to dis-
tribute the profits because you get an advantage of 2 per cent.

The individuals evading this tax do not want that done. No
longer ago than the first part of last week you saw where the
Federal Trade Commission, in response to a resolution of the
United States Senate, made an investigation to ascertain the
amount of stock dividends declared in 1920, and making a com-
parison for similar periods prior to 1920, when the Supreme
Court held you could not tax stock dividends.

Now, that was an astounding report to me—an official report
made by a bureau of our Government that six and one-half
billion dollars of stock dividends were declared in seven years.

If the Government had been receiving a tax omn that, we
would have got something over $700,000,000. Suppose we dis-
tributed 50 per cent of if. The Governmeni would have re-
ceived in the surplus brackeis from those gentlemen who did
not pay the tax, in round numbers $300,000,000. In other
words, the Treasury of the United States, by virtue of the non-
enforcement of section 220 by the Treasury Department, has
lost from three hundred to eight hundred million dollars in the -
Iast seven years.

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired.

The time of the gentleman from Texas

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I ask for five minutes more.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Now the committee—and Mr.
GREEN is more responsible for it than anyone else—has in good
faith underiaken to draw a provision that will be mandatory
on the Treasury Department. When you find the Secretary of
the Treasury is not enforcing the law as Congress intended,
because he is not in sympathy with their paying in the higher
brackets and compelling them fo pay any more taxes than they
cun help, Congress now seeks to compel him to do it. When
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, Ororiern] asked one of the
expert draftsmen if he thought this would do the job, the fellow
being honest, had to say, no, he did not believe it would, that
they could get around this tax.

But, gentlemen, you could not get around it; it would be im-
possible to aveid it if you earried out the report of the advisory
committee and gave a preferential to the fellow who made
an honest distribution of his profits as against one who makes a
dishonest distribution and holds it in hils treasury and then
declares a stock dividend, and pays no tax. BSix and a half
billion dollars in six years—more than $1,000,000,000 a year of
stock dividends declared in this country as compared with
£300,000,000 six years prior to that time! You know and I
know and everyone else must know that those profits were
retained in the corporations and issued in the form of stock
dividends to avoid the surtax of the individual who would have
received those dividends from the corporations if they had
been distributed.

You are not going to reach them with this. I think the
gentleman from JYowa [Mr. Greex] has done about as good
a job as he can do; but how can you reach it? I do not care
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what laws you write upon the statute books, if you have not
a man who is in sympathy with the law to enforce it, you
will not get anywhere with-it. I do not care what you put in
that statute, if youn turn it over to a man who is not in sympathy
with the statute, he will find a way to avoid it, and that is
what has been done with section 220 for the past six years.
There is not a single instance, so far as I know, where the
Secretary of the Treasury has colleected what the statute said
that he should collect, where a corporation fails to distribute
the amount of money to its shareholders that it ought to dis-
tribute. You know there have been some instances in this
country—and I think the chairman of the committee, if yon
will ask him when he gets on the floor, will tell you that
he thinks that there have been instances where the Treasury
ought to have enforced this statute. If there have been, and
the Treasury did not enforee it, was it maladministration?
No. It is just simply because the present Secretary of the
Treasury is not in sympathy with these high brackets, is not
in sympathy with this graduated surtax and the result is that
wherever hiz diseretion comes, he uses it in favor of the tax-
payer. I thought the House ought fo know what these pro-
visions were intended for, and I took the floor for a moment
for that purpose.

Mr. GIFFORD. Does not the gentleman know that we could
not possibly invoke that section because the information neces-
sary is absolutely unobtainable.

Mr. GARNER of Texas. I would say to the gentleman from
Massachusetts that if he had been Secretary of the Treasury
he would have made an effort at least to carry out that law,
becanse he would have felt in honor bound to do it and no
effort has been made to enforee it.

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

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Texas is right. This is a very important section, The gentle-
man from Texas has made an argument, and I am glad he has,
because he has the brains and ability to make an argument
when he tries. When he tries to entertain the House, he is a
great entertainer also, and that is what he was doing last
Saturday.

Section 104 is supplementary to section 105. Section 105 is
ery nearly the old section 220 reenacted. There is a slight
change in it. The gentleman from Texas [Mr, Garngn] is also
right in saying that I have not been satisfied with the way that
section 220 has been administered, and the gentleman from
Texas is practically right also in saying that there has been
almost nothing collected under it. A small sum has been
collected under it.

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Grrrorn] in his inter-
rogatory which he propounded to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Garner] referred to cne part of 220. There is another
part of 220 that is not discretionary at all because (b) of section
105 of this bill provides that—
the fact that any corporation is a mere holding or investment company,
or that the galng or profits are permitted to accumulate beyond the
reasonable needs of thé business, shail be prima facie evidence of a
purpose to escape the surtax.

Possibly the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. GirFrorp]
may be right about the second alternative, but the first part of
it is not alternative at all. It requires that when a corporation
is a mere holding or investment company it shall be prima facie
evidence of a purpose to escape the surtax.

Mr. GIFFORD. I was trying to express myself in this
manner: The diffienity is that this section can not be admin-
istered. It is suggested that the officials could do it. This part
of the law can not be administered, as sufficient information is
unobtainable, and I am unwilling to have it blamed on- this
administration because it could never be administered under
any administration.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I think the gentleman is in error
in that. There has been no demonstration, at least, of any
effort to enforce it. At all events, this subject has interested
me greatly, and there was a special report made upon the
administration of seetion 220 by the chief of the investigating
division of the joint committee.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman tell us what the
objections were to recommending a preferential tax for those
who distributed the profits?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will come to that presently. As I
gaid, there was a special report made, which report showed
that the tax had never been assessed. They have not taken
any cases to the Board of Tax Appeals. In a general way there
has been little, if any, effort made to enforce this section 220
with reference to the evasion of the surtaxes by corporations,
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and when the surtaxes were so high there was an

amount of taxes evaded in this method. I do not thlnli‘ntftr I;ll?e“;
ent there is as much evasion as there was. T do not agree with
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Garver] that the method of
putting a differential tax on those profits that are distributed
from those not distributed is the proper way to remedy this
situation. The trouble about any remedy of that kind is that it
hits the honest man just as hard as it hifs the dishonest man,

I repeat, the difficulty with the proposition recommended by
the advisory committee, the one proposed by the genfleman
from Texas, to put a differentiated tax on profits distributed
from the rate on profits which are not distributed, hits the
honest man who has a necessity for keeping a surp’lns in his
corporation just as hard as the dishonest man who iz trying
to avoid taxes. If there is anything men do not like to be penal-
ized for it is when they have not done anything wrong. Take
the h:_mks in my State. They are having a hard time to try
to build up a surplus. The plan proposed by the gentleman
from Texas would simply penalize those banks trying to build
up a surplus. They lost their surplus in the hard times. Take
the small corporations just starting, They have to build up a
surplus in order to try to compete with the Iarger institutions.
This provision proposed by the advisory committee, which was
not approved by the joint committee, and approved by the
gentleman from Texas, would penalize those gentlemen who
are honestly endeavoring to build up a surplus which they
needed in their business, and without which they could not
make a success of their business, and they are hit as hard or
hahrltler Lt_laémb z}%grgying to avoid the tax.

T Will the gentleman wield?
gr. (:}{JRE%N of Towa, I will.g Lo
r. LAGUARDIA. The recommendation provi
blanket tax on all profits not declared whe[l)her lg})t f;]:git?-
mately for building up a surplus or not.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes; the provision recommended was
that there should be a differential of 20 per cent between profits
distributed and those which were not.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. They wonld tax all profits not distributed
whether they were kept for the legitimate building up of a
surplus or not.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Yes. No matter how legitimate the
purpose might be for keeping them—and in a majority of in-
stances the purpose would be entirely legitimate, because in
only rather exceptional eases they are trying to avold the tax—
in a majority of cases it penalizes the honest man who is doing
what he thought was for the benefit of his corporation in build-
ing up a safe and sound institution. For that reason I have
been opposed to it. I have done the best I could to try to get
something enforceable as against this practice of trying to avoid
the surtax by corporations when I proposed this section 104,
Now, the gentleman from Texas, probably unwittingly, somewhat
misquoted the legislative counsel, Mr. Beaman. What Mr.
Beaman said was, it would be possible to avoid section 104. It
would be possible to avoid any tax, There is not any tax that
could not be avoided. It will not be very easy to avoid it in my
Jjudgment or keep from enforcing it. We have got a large num-
ber of corporations in this country which are organized simply
for the purpose of aveiding the surtax. They do not distribute
any dividends, or, if they do, only a small part of them. We have
a large number of companies, one-man companies, where one
man owns practically all the stock with a few dummies, a sec-
retary and stenographer and two or three others, or something
of that kind. They are organized simply for the purpose of
avoiding the surtax. We have motion-picture actors even who
have incorporated themselves, who do not want to pay tax on
their salaries, who hire themselves out to the corporation for
a small sum. I do not say that is always done. I think it is
rather exceptional, but it has been done, and in that way they
have been able to avoid the surtax on large salaries,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I ask for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN,
The Chair hears none,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Now, you will observe that this is a
tax on personal holding companies, and that personal holding
company is defined to mean—

Is there objection? [After a pause.]

any corporation if—(A) at least 80 per cent of its gross income for the
taxable year is derived from rents, royalties, dividends, interest ( whether
or not tax cxempt), annuities, and (except in the case of regular dealers
in securities) gains from the sale of securities,

In other words, it is intended to reach corporations that have
no regular business except cutting off coupons, collecting rents, |-
and receiving dividends,
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. I will

Myr. COOPER of Wisconsin, IIas the word “personal” any
special significance—* personal holding companies " ?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Noj; I do not think it may be said to
have any special significance except the fact they are organized
for the real benefit of one person—ithe person who was trying to
get away from the surtax.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin.
holding company?

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Yes. The word “personal” was used
to define the holding companies a little better. By that means
we were able to make a better definition of the companies to
which the tax applied.

As I said before, in nearly all of these cases there was one
person who really got the benefit of all the profits of the com-
pany, but eseaped the snrtax by reason of the corporation.

Now, I wish to eall the attention of gentlemen to the fact
that these personal holding companies do not include any bank-
ing or insurance companies. We want the banks and the insur-
ance eompanies to have a good surplus and to be perfectly safe,
and all banks are justified in building up their business.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
there?

Mr. GREEN of Towa. Yes,

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Do I understand that by the gentle-
man’s definition of what a personal holding company means, it
means a corporation limited to 1@ stockholders? T eall the gen-
tleman’s attention to that part of the provision contained in
subdivision 3 on page 57, where it is provided that 80 per cent
of the voting stock shall be held by not more than 10 in-
dividuals?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. As I understand the question of the
gentleman, the gentleman is correct. It is confined to those
cases,

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Confined to cases where the total num-
ber of stockholders does not exceed 107

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Noj; the gentleman will noiice that it
does not mean the number of stockholders, but where the right
o receive B0 per cent or more of the dividends distributed
by the corporation is vested, directly or indirecily, through
affiliations, stock ownership, voting trust agreements, or other-
wise, in 10 individuals.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT.
10 beneficiaries?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa.
curate term. ;

er. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
vield? [ 2

AMr. GREEN of Iown. Yes.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Has the gentleman any idea of
what would be the practical operation of this if based upon
past performances? .

Mr. GREEN of Towa. You will not: find much direet revenue
raised by this provision but the effect will be to dissolve a
number of these corporations that were formed to escape the
surtax, and the persons who own them will pay their surtax in
the regular way, the same as other people. That will be the
effect.

There may be some of them that will see fit to fight this prop-
ogition. Others may try to work out some method of evasion
which is not eovered by the language here. The statement made
by the committee’s eminent counsel, Mr. Beaman, may be cor-
rect, that there may be still some of them who will work through
some process of evasion.

But you will notice that they will take a big risk in attempt-
ing to do that. They are liable to a heavy tax. My opinion is
that few of them will attempt it. If we can not reach them
under this provision 104, we still have the old 220, which with
a slight change of verbiage we have still preserved.

I am told by gentlemen familiar with.the operations of these
corporations and gentlemen connected with large accounting
firms and others that section 220 of the present law, while it
never brought in any revenue, operated in such a way as to
cause a great many of these corporations to dissolve. It has
been, in fact, a most excellent scarecrow, if it has been nothing
else, and it has driven these people into taking such action as
to avoid the penalties preseribed. The committee has Dbeen
criticized in relation to this matter, and I admit that I myseif
am not entirely satisfied with the way section 220 has been
enforced. At the same time we all must admit that there is
some difficulty in administering it, and the old provision that we
had before the last law had a joker that was slipped into it in
"some way—I do net know exaetly how—so that we did not
consider the Treasury at all to blame for not enforcing section

It means simply a tax on the

It is where there are not more than

“ Beneficiaries ” would be a more ac-
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[ 220 as it was before the law was enacted in 1926. But I want
to say this, and it is one thing that I think justifies the crea-
tion of the advisory committee: There have been a number of
cases commenced against these people. At the time the joint
committee was organized, at the time when its staff went to
work, my understanding is that there was not a solitary case
pending against those people.

I understand that now, to-day, there are 50 cases pending
against them. I think a considerable revenue will be got ont
of them, far more than the cost of the joint committee; I think
it will come from this source alone. The attention of the
Treasury has been particularly called to this kind of a provi-
sion, and I am free to say this to the Members of the House:
That I propose to see that the provisions of these two sections
are enforced, so far as the Treasury can enforce them. I am
not. content that they should sit back and say, “We do not
think this can be enforeed.” Let them assess the tax and if the
party assessed has any grievance let him go before the board
and get a construction. Let the matter be tried out. Of course,
we ought to have the statutes applied.

That is the situation, gentlemen, with reference to these two
sections. They are, as the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GARNER]
said, two very important sections. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Towa
has expired.

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last two words,

The CHAIRMAN,
nized.

Mr, TAGUARDIA, T just wanted to say to the chairman
of the committee that if he desires to accomplish the purpose
entertained under section 204, there should be a change in the
definition of a personal holding company; that between the
time this bill passes the House and goes to the Senate some
thought should be given fo that definition. As it now stands,
you limit that to 10, and if the person or number of persons
are anxious to aveid the law, they certainly would not have
any seruples against taking on one additional person,

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Those are the persons that would get
the dividends.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It should bhe applied to these bene-
ficiaries rather than the group.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. If we do not cateh them under section
204, then we can go to section 205, as to the intent; and if
they make the attempt to evade, you can get them under 205.

Mr. TREADWAY. My, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Yes.

Mr. TREADWAY. Is it not a fact that this paragraph was
one of the most difficult things that the committee had to deal
with; and if, when this bill goes to the other branch, the gen-
tleman ean offer some suggestion that will improve the law
and make it more effective in its administration, the committea
will be only too glad if he will make the snggestion.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I do not think that would be difficult.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Will the gentleman permit me to make
a correction in my remarks?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly.

Mr. GREEN of Towa. I have been speaking of section 103
when T should have been referring to (e¢) of this particular
section. Seetion 105 applies to the taxable year 1927. That is
what misled me for the moment and that is how I ecame to
make that mistake. In my remarks when I referred to section
105 I should have said subdivision (c) on page 58.

The Clerk read as follows:

SUPPLEMENT B—COMPUTATION oF NET INCOME
[Supplementary to subtitle B, Part I1]
SEC. 111. DETERMINATION OF AMOUNT OF GAIN OR LOSS

(a) Computation of gain or loss: Execept as hereinafter provided In
this section, the gain from the sale or other disposition of property
shall be the exeess of the amount realized therefrom over the basis
provided In seetion 113, and the loss shall be the excess of such
basis over the amount realized.

{b) Adjustment of basis: In computing the amount of gain or loss
under subsection (a)—

(1) Proper adjustment shall be made for any expenditure, receipt,
loss, or other item, properly chargeable fo capital account, and

(2) The basis shall be diminished by the amount of deduetions
for exhaunstion, wear and tear, obsolescence, amortization, and depletion
which have since the acquisition of the property been allowable in
respect of such properfy under this act or prior income tax laws; but
in no case shall the amount of the diminntion In respect of depletion
exceed a depletion deduction computed withont reference to discovery

The gentleman from New York is recog-

value under section 114 (b) (2) or to percentage depletion under
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sectlon 114 (b) (3). In addition, if the property was acguired before
March 1, 1913, the basis (if other than the fair market value as of
March 1, 1013) shall be diminished in the amount of exhaustion, wear
and tear, obsolescence, and depletion actually sustained before such
date, and

(3) In the case of stock the basis shall be diminished by the amount
of distributions previously made in respect of such stock, to the extent
provided under the law applicable to the year in which the distribution
was made.

(¢) Amount realized: The amount realized from the sale or other
dizposition of property shall be the sum of any money received plus
the fair market value of the property (other than money) received.

{d) Recognition of gain or loss: In the case of a sale or exchange,
the extent to which the gain or loss determined under this section shall
be recognized for the purposes of this title, shall be determined under
the provisions of section 112,

(e) Installment sales: Nothing in this section shall be construed to
prevent (in the case of property sold under contract providing for
payment in installments) the taxation of that portion of any install-
ment payment representing gain or profit in the year in which such
payment is received.

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ont the last word.
In view of the volume of criticism of the gain or loss feature of
the revenue law that comes from my constituents I should be
personally grateful if the chairman would here insert a sentence
or two explaining why it was impossible to get rid of it.

Mr., GREEN of Iowa. The gentleman mbans the tax on
capital assets?

Mr. LUCE. No. I refer to the gain or loss provision. All
1 am after is a word of explanation, because the law is g0 bur-
densome and is complained of by so many citizens.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That is all very fully explained, as
the gentleman will see if he will read the report of the joint
committee on page 10. The net revenue from this 1214 per cent
tax in 1924 was $39,567.000, and in 1925 it was $109,912,000.
We had the joint committee set one of its staff at work on it,
and singularly enough we found that by far the greater portion
of this tax was paid by those whose incomes were along toward
the very highest brackets.

The reason we preserved this tax was, as it seemed to me,
at least, that we could not justify ourselves before the people
in saying that a man who earns something through the product
of his hands or his brain should be taxed upon it, but that the
man who held some property for a long time and did nothing
with if, or the man who was successful simply in a long-time
speculation should be exempted from a tax. We did not see
how we could justify ourselves.

Now, it is true that this kind of a tax is not levied in Eng-
land, but that country is in a different situation from ours. We
nre constantly developing here.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massachu-
setts has expired.

Mr. LUCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for five additional minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent to proceed for five additional minutes. Is
there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. We are constantly developing in this
country; our values are expanding: our corporations are de-
veloping ; the prices of their stocks are rising, and there is an
enormous amount of what we sometimes call unearned incre-
ment that is not reached in any other way than by this tax.
It seems very hard, indeed, that a man who exerts himself to
the utmost, so far as his personal exertions are concerned,
either, as I said before, by his hands or his brain, should
be taxed to the utmost, while those who gather in enormous
profits without doing anything chould be left untaxed.

Mr. LUCE. The serious complaint that comes to me is be-
cause in so many cases the time taken in computing the gain
is so far out of proportion to the tax resulting. Has any
thought been given to an attempt to get rid of the trivialities in
this particular matter?

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That is a fault of administration
which we are trying to correct. It becomes purely administra-
tive and we can not reach it directly. I think that in this
country we are apt to be meticulous about our taxes, and that
is why they get along better in England. They do not always
try to collect the last cent, whereas here we think we have got
to have the last cent if we spend 10 cents in collecting it.
That is one trouble with our tax administration. I hope we
will gradually get over it. That is about all I can say on that

point, but, as I say, the total of this tax is enormous. As the
gentleman will see, it amounted to over $109,000,000 in 1925,
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The CHATRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn.

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 114. BASIS FOR DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION

(a) Basis for depreciation.—The basis upon which exhaustion, wear
and tear, and obsolescence are to be allowed in respect of any property
shall be the same as is provided in section 113 for the purpose of
determining the gain or loss upon the sale or other disposition of such
property.

(b) Basis for depletion.—

(1) General rule: The basis upon which depletion is to be allowed in
respect of any property shall be the same as is provided in section 113
for the purpose of determining the gain or loss upon the sale or other
disposition of such property, except as provided in paragraphs (2) and
(3) of this subsection.

(2) Discovery value in case of mines: In the case of mines discov-
ered by the taxpayer after February 28, 1913, the basis for depletion
shall be the fair market value of the property at the date of discovery
or within 30 days thereafter, if such mines were not acquired as the
result of purchase of a proven tract or lease, and if the fair market
value of the property is materially disproportionate to the cost. The
depletion allowance based on discovery value provided in this para-
graph shall not exceed 50 per cent of the net income of the taxpayer
{computed without allowance for depletion) from the property upon
which the discovery was made, except that in no case shall the deple-
tion allowance be less than it wou!d be if computed without reference
to discovery value. Discoverles shall include minerals in commereial
quantities contained within a vein or deposit discovered in an existing
mine or mining tract by the taxpayer after February 28, 1913, if the
vein or deposit thus discovered was not merely the uninterrupted exten-
sion of a continuing commercial veln or deposit already known to exist,
and if the discovered minerals are of sufficient value and quantity that
they could be separately mined and marketed at a profit.

(3) Percentage depletion for oil and gas wells: In the case of oil
and gas wells the allowance for depletion shall be 2714 per cent of the
gross Income from the property during the taxable year. Such allow-
ance shall not exceed 50 per cent of the net income of the taxpayer
(computed without allowance for depletion) from the property, except
that in no ease shall the depletion allowance be less than it would be
if computed without reference to this paragraph.

Mr, ARENTZ. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nevada offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. AgxTz: On page 79, after line 24, add
the following words: * This paragraph shall not apply to metal mines
discovered after approval of this aet,” and add a new paragraph, as
follows :

“In the case of metal mines the allowance for depletion shall be
15 per cent of the gross income from the property during the taxable
year. BSuch allowance shall not exceed 50 per cent of the net income
of the taxpayer (computed without allowance for depletion) from the
property, except that in mo case shall the depletion allowance be less
than it would be if computed without reference to this paragraph.”

Mr. ARENTZ. Gentlemen, the matter of depletion of min-
eral resources has been the cause of a great deal of misunder-
standing, the cause of litigation, and of expense to both the
Government and the producer of mineral wealth.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
permit an interruption?

Mr. ARENTZ. Certainly.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. This is such an important matter
and there are so few here, would the gentleman object to
unanimous consent being given that we may return te this
to-morrow ?

Mr. ARENTZ. I will be pleased to do that; yes.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Then, Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to pass over this amendment for the present, with leave
to return to it the first thing to-morrow.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from JIowa asks unani-
mous consent that the consideration of the amendment of the
gentleman from Nevada and all amendments thereto be passed
over for consideration the first thing to-morrow. Is there
objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. HASTINGS. I would like to ask the gentleman if there
is any other amendment to this section that this request
applies to? N

Mr. GREEN of Towa. It applies to any amendment to the
amendment.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks.
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objeetion.

The Clerk read as follows:

SEC. 116. EXCLUSIONS FROM GROSS INCOMBE

In addition to the items specified in sectlon 22 (b) the following
{tems shall not be ineluded in gross income and shall be exempt from
taxation under this title:

(a) Earned income from sources without United Stutes: In the case
of an individual citizen of the United States, a bona fide nonresident
of the Tnited States for more than six mounths during the taxable year,
amounts received from sources without the United States if such
amounts constitnte earned income as defined in sectien 31; but such
individual shall not be allowed as a deduction from his gross income
any deductions properly allocable to or chargeable against amounts
exeluded from gross income under this subsectiom.

(b) Teachers in Alaska and Hawail: In the case of an individual
employed by Alaska or Hawail or any pelitical subdivision thereef as a
teacher in any educational institution, the compensation received as
such. This subsection shall not exempt compensation paid directly or
indirectly by the Government of the United Btates.

{c) Income of foreign governments: The income of foreign govern-
ments received from investments in the United States In stocks, bonds,
or other domestic securities owned by such foreign governments, or from
interest on deposits in banks in the United States of moneys belong-
Ing to such foreign governments, or from any other souree within the
Tuited States,

(d) Income of States, municipalities, ete.: Ineome derived from any
public utility or the exercise of any essential governmental function
and acecruing to any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, or
any political subdivision of a State or Territory,:or income aeccruing
to the Government of any possession of the United States, or any
pelitical subdivision thereof.

Whenever any State, Territory, or the District of Columbia, or any
political subdivision of a State or Territory, prior to September 8,
1916, entered in good faith into a contract with any person the object
and purpose of which Is to acquire, construct, operate, or maintain a
publie utility—

(1) If by the terms of such eontract the tax imposed by this thle
is to be paid out of the proceeds from the operation of such publie
utility, prior to any division of such proeceeds between the person
and the State, Territory, political subdivision, or the District of
Columbia, and if, but for the impoesition of the tax imposed by this
title, a part of such proceeds for the taxable year would accrue directly
to or for the use of such State, Territory, political subdivision, or the
District of Columhbia, then a tax upon the net income from the opera-
tlon of such publie utility shall be levied, asseased, collected, and paid
in the manner and at the rates prescribed in this title, but there shall
‘be refunded to such State, Territory, political subdivision, or the Dis-
trict of Columbia (under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the
commissioner with the approval of the Becretary) am amount which
hears the same relation to the amount of the tax as the amount
which (but for the imposition of the tax imposed by this title) would
have accrued directly to or for the use of sueh State, Territory, political
subdivision, or the District of Columbia bears to the amount of the
net income from the operatiom of such publie utility for such taxable
Yyear.
(2) If by the terms of such contract no part of the proceeds from
the operation of the public utility for the taxable year would, irre-
spective of the tax imposed by this title, acerue directly to or for the use
of such State, Terrltory, politieal subdivision, or the District of Colum-
bia, then the tax upon the net income of such person from the operation
of such public utility shall be levied, assessed, collected, and paid in
the manner and at the rates prescribed in this title.

(e) Dividends from * China trade act’ corpeoration: In the case of
a person amounts distributed as dividends to or for his benefit by a
corporation organized under the China trade act, 1922, if at the time
of such distribution he Is a resident of China and the equitable right
to the income of the shares of stock of the corporation is in good falth
vested in him,

(f) Shipowners' protection and indemnity assoclations: The receipts
of shipowners’ mutual proteetion and indemnity assoclations, not organ-
ized for profit and no part of the net earnings of which inures to the
benefit of any private shareholder; but such ecorperations shall be
subject as other persons to the tax upon their net income from interest,
dividends, and rents,

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, before we leave section 116,
“exclusions from gross income,” I would like to ask the chair-
man of the committee a question. I presume this applies to
the salary and compensation of the officials of the States and
municipalities and, of course, their salaries are exempt,

ﬁm. GREEN of Towa. They are exempt under the Consti-
tution.

Mr. BRIGGS. That is what I knew.
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Mr. GREEN of Iowa. So far as my own inclinations are
concerned, if I had any way about if, I think- they ought to
pay just the same as Federal employees, but we can not do it
under the Constitution.

Mr. BRIGGS. Evidently, ever since the case of McCullough
against Maryland was deeided a great many years ago by the Su-
preme Court of the United States, that is not permissible; but I
heard at one time that there was an effort being made to subject
the officials of State and municipal governments, and of the
subdivisions and agencies of the States and municipalities, to the
tax, but T could not credit such information. I did not think
this was in the mind of the committee and I just wanted this
expression from the chairman,

Mr, GREEN of Iowa. No; and the committee did not deem
it necessary they should be specially mentioned, being exempt
under a constitutional provision.

The Clerk continued the reading of the bill, and read down
to and including line 10, on page 90.

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr, Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. Newron, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the Union, reported that the
committee, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 1,
the revenne bill, had eome to no resolution thereon.

JUAN SORIANO .

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message
from the President of the United States, which was read, and,
with accompanying papers, referred to the Commitfee on
Foreign Affairs and ordered printed :

To the C'ongress of the United States:

I transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of State re-
questing the submission anew to the present Congress of the
matter of a ¢laim against the United States for the death on
October 2, 1923, at Guerra, Dominican Republie, of Juan Sori-
ano, a Dominican sabject, who was killed by the landing of an
airpline belonging to the United States Marine Corps, which
formed the subject of a report made by the Secretary of State
fo me in March, 1926, and my message to the Congress dated
March 22, 1926, which comprise Senate Document No. 84, Sixty-
ninth Congress, first session, copies of which are furnizhed for
the convenient information of the Congress.

I renew my recommendation originally made, that in order to
effect a settlement of this claim the Congr-=s, as an act of
grace and without reference to the legal liability of the United
States in the premises, authorize an appropriation in the sum
of $2,000, and I bring the matter anew to the attention of the
present Congress in the hope that the action recommended may
receive favorable consideration,

Carviy CoOLIDGE,

THE WHIiTE HoUuse, December 12, 1927,

BECOND PAN AMERICAN CONFEREXCE OX HIGIHIWAYS (8. DOC. N0. 11)

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs and ordered printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

I renew the request I made of the Sixty-ninth Congress that
legislation be enacted authorizing an appropriation of $15.000
to enable the United States to participate in the Second Pan
American Conference on Highways, which had been fixed to be
held at Rio de Janeiro in the calendar year 1927, but which
was postponed to meet at the same city in June, 1928,

A joint resolution for this parpose passed the House of
Representatives on Janunary 17, 1927, and was favorably re-
ported to the Senate by the Committee on Foreign Relations,
but failed to be reached in the Senate before final adjournment
of the Sixty-ninth Congress.

The attention of Congress is invited to the accompanying
report of the Secretary of State and House Document No.
631, Nixty-ninth Congress, second session, therewith inclosed,
in which the facts regarding this couference are set forth.

Carviy CooLipGE.
Tnre WaItE HoUusg, Decemnber 12, 1927,

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE PANAMA
RAILROAD CO, 2
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce and ordered
printed ;
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To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith, for the information of the Congress,
the seventy-eighth annual report of the board of directors of
the Panama Railroad Co. for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1927,

CALviNx COOLIDGE.

Tur Waite House, December 12, 1027.

BATTLE FIELDS OF THE UNITED STATES

The SPEAKER also laid before the IMouse the following
message from the President of the United States, which was
read and, with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee
on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed :

T'a the Congress of the United States:

In compliance with gection 2 of the act of Congress to provide
for the study and investigation of battle fields in the United
States for commemorative purposes, approved June 11. 1926, 1
transmit herewith a report by the Secretary of War of the
progress made under the said act, together with his recommen-
dations for further operations,

CArvix CoOLIDGE.

TaE WHITE HoUse, December 12, 1927,

ANNUAL REPORT OF THE ALASKAN RAILROAD

The SPEAKER also laid before the Hounse the following
message from the President of the United States, awvhich was
read and, with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee
on Territories:

T'o the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith for the information of the Congress the
anunal reports of the Alaska Railroad for the fiscal years ended
June 30, 1926, and June 30, 1927,

Carvin CoOLIDGE.

Tue WHiTE Housg, Deccmber 12, 1927,

BOARD OF REGEXTS OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION

The Speaker announced the appoiniment of Mr. NewrtoxN, Mr,
Jouxsox of Washington, and Mr. Moore of Virginia as mem-
bers of the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution.

ADDRESS OF HON. B. WALTON MOORE

Mr. THATCHER., DMr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by inserting a speech made
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Moore] on the life and
services of George Rogers Clark.

The SPEAKEER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp in the manner
indieated. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, THATCHER. Mr. Speaker, nnder the privilege granted
me therefor, I extend my remarks in the Recorp by including

*therewith a very able and interesting address recently deliv-
ered by our greatly esteemed colleague, R. Wartox Moogre of
Virginia, touching the life and service of one of Ameriea’s most
illustrious Revolutionary heroes, George Rogers Clark. Though
a native of old Virginia, General Clark lived the greater portion
of his life in the Kentucky region and died there. To-day his
sacred dust lies in beautiful Cave Hill Cemetery in the city of
Louisville, within my congressional district:

GEORGE ROGERS CLARK DELEGATION FROM KEXNTUCKY AND THE OLD
NORTHWEST TERRITORY STATES

Mr. MoorE of Virginia. It is with something of maternal pride the
people of this Cemmonwealth view the greatness of the States of Ken-
tucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinols, Michigan, and Wisconsin, which afford such
a marvelous example of American genius and enterprise. A welcome eyi-
dence of the growing intercourse and contaet is that representative citi-
zens of those Btates are now visiting the scenes of their social and polit-
ieal ancestry, to which attach the noble memories which are our common
heritage, We hope they will find here that the structure built upon the
old foundations is being expanded and strengthened, without forgetful-
ness of the past, but mindful of the requirements of the present and the
future, and with the same steady vigor that is marking the progress of
their own communities,

Those memories are, indeed, the heritage of us all, for it is clear that
the States mentioned and also that portion of Minnesota lying east
of the Mississippi River when the Revolution begnn were ns much a
part of Virginia as the locality where we are now assembled. The
country west of the Mississippi previonsly a part of Virginia ceased to
be so only when it was transferred by {he British Government to Spain,
which later transferred it to France, and it might have continued
always under French rule except for the wisdom of the statesmen who
effected the Louisiana Purchase.

When independence had been declared and the Revolution was being
fought under the flag of the -United States;, the title of Virginia. to

Kentucky and the territory northwest of the Ohio River was legally | cent territory of which she was actually in possession.”
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unassailable. Consider the facts : By the eharter of King James I, the
boundary of the Virginia Colony covered all the reglon from sca to sen,
200 miles north and 200 miles south from a straight line running west-
ward from Cape or Point Comfort, a region 400 miles wide, stretching
from the Atlantic westward to the Pacific. While the colonial status
existed the British CGovernment, exercising its dominant authority,
made deductions from this original area not only Ly the grant to
Spain but by limited grants to Maryland, Pennsyivania, and the Caro-
linas, But there was left to Virginla Kentucky and the Northwest
Territory. And accordingly, the first Virginia constitution, the first
written constitution in the entire world providing a complete system of
government, after reference to the grants made by the Crown, It was
declared * that the western and northwestern extent of Virginia shall
in all other respects stand as fixed by the charter * * *=  YVip
ginia's ownership could not fairly be disputed. Kentueky and the
northwest belonged to her as a colony and automatically continued hers
when she became a State. Ownership and sovereignty were vested in
her and could not be elsewhere. The principle upon which her claim
rested was recognized by the Articles of Confederation, and the Con-
tinental Congress never denied that she was entitled to rely upon that
principle. Without any elaboration it may be noted that subsequent te
the adoption of the Constitution of the United States the sounduess of
the Virginin claim received judicial approval in a case decided by her
own court and In two cases decided by the Supreme Court, in which
Chief Justice Marshall delivered the opinion.

8o long as the western country was an almost unsetiled wilderness
there could be no real governmental institutions or activities. There
wias even vagueness about the remote boundaries of the great Virginia
counties, whose entire population lived in the East. Postponing for a
moment any reference to Kentucky and turning to the Northwest. Terri-
tory, the story is of deep and absorbing interest. That territory was the
subject of anxious comsideration at an acute stage of the Revolution.
The Articles of Confederation had Leen adopted by the Continental
Congress but not ratified Ly all the States. They rveserved o the
reveral States the unoccupied western lands, In December, 1778, Lhe
Legislature of Maryland {nsisted that such lands should be held by the
United Btates for the use of all the States, and making that g condition
of ratification. The resolutions were sent to Congress, with u state-
ment that the proposed reservation would prove ruinous to Maryland and
other Htates similarly clrcumstanced and destructive of any union that
might be organized. It said by plain implication that should Virginia's
ownership be maintained her power and wealth would endanger the
well-being of her gister States. It would create, as was sald, * essen-
tially a subeonfederacy, an imperium in imperio.” That protest and
the eclaims of certain land companles were referred by Congress to a
committee, which in 1780 made a report not questioning Virginia's title,
but advising that some liberal disposition be made of the matter and
setting out how indispenszably necessary that was in order * to establish
the Federal Union on a fixed and permanent basis and on principles
acceptable to all of its prospective members; how essential to public -
credit and confidence ; to the support of our Army; to the vigor of our
councils and the success of our commerce; to our tranquillity at home
and our reputation abroad: to our present safety and our future pros-
perity ; to our existence as a free, sovereign, and independent people.”
In view of the seriousness of the issue it can pot be doubied that the
success of the Revolution and the maintenance of the confederation were
at stake, Had Virginia held off, there might have been immediate fail-
ure, and certainly the formation after a while of a more perfect Union -
under a better Constitution would not have been possible. But not
more than four months following the appeal of Congress—in Janvary,
1781—the Legislature of Virginia acted with unexampled generosity.
It determined upon one of the most extensive gifts of which there is
any record. It determined to give to the United Btates the lands north-
west of the Ohio River, to be formed into States to be admitted to the
Union on egual terms with the other States. Reasonable conditions
were attached, among them being that the soldiers of the George
Rogers Clark expedition should be properly compensated in land, When
Jefferson, then governor, communicated to Congress what had been done
he expressed the belief that should other States, having similar claims,
assume a like attitude it might =erve “ to overweigh any sueccess which
the enemy might have hithereto obtained and render desperate the hopes
to which these successes have given birth.” There is no need to speak
of the not material modifications made by Congress in accepting Vir-
ginia's proposal. It iz enough to say that in 1783 the general assembly
authorized the exeention of a deed conveying the Northwest Territory to
the United States. This deed, written on parchment, can be Seen to-
day in the manuseript division of the Library of Congress. It is dated
March 1, 1784, and is sigied, sealed, and acknowledged by four of Vir-
ginia's Delegates in Congress—Thomas Jefferson, James Monroe, Arthur
Lee, and Samuel Hardy, two of them afterwards Presidents of the
United Btates. A copy of the deed was then forwarded to the then
Governor of Virginia, Benjamin I[Tacrison, the anecestor of an Olio
President and an Indiuna President. The historically exact comment of
a briltiant New England- historian is thal “ Virginia gave up a magnifi- -
In the mann-
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geript division may also be seen, written by Jefferson on two small
sheets of paper, the report of A committee of Congress of which he was
chairman suggesting a scheme of government for the new territory.
That was the basis of the Ordinanee of 1784 and expresged the funda-
mental ideas carried into the Ordinance of 1787. It is not to be for-
- gotton that the Jefferson scheme included a prohibition of slavery which,
though voted down in 1784, was finally adopted In 1787. That prohibi-
tion was in line with the long resistance of Virginia to the slave trade.
It was in line with the provision contained in her comstitution. A fact
of the ntmost significance, commonly lost sight of in studying his career,
is that Jefferson urged the prohibition should be imposed not only on the
Northwest Territory but on any subsequently acquired territory, which
would have included the Louisiana Purchase and the Florida Territory.
The opinion is expressed by Fiske and other historians tbat had this
heen done the fierce controversies which led to the Civil War and the
war itself would have been avoided, and of this there can be no reason-
able doubt. Herc at Richmond, to which the Virginia capital at Wil-
liamsburg had been removed In 1779, the vital transactions took place.
It was here that the cession of the Northwest Territory was authorized.
It was here that the governor was informed of the execution of the deed
which conveyed the enormous area of 206,000 square miles and
170,000,000 acres.

Jefferson was malnly responsible for the vast Loulsiana territory
becoming a part of the Union, It was his fellow Virginian, George
Rogers Clark, who, in the service of the State, was primarily respon-
gible for the vast Nerthwest Territory becoming a part of it., And it
can not be doubted that the fate of Kentucky was involved in the fate
of the Northwest. When the treaty of peace was made at the end of
the Revolution, Great Britaln could not reasonably contest the sovereign
ownership of the States with respect to the regions which they had
been able to take and hold by armed force, but she was unwilling to
surrender other regions which she herself had been able to retain, as
‘witness what oceurred with reference to the boundary lines eéstablished
between Canada on the one band and New York and the New England
States on the other hand, At the date of the peace negotiations, had
the British been occupying the western domain of which we are speak-
ing—Kentucky and the comntry north of the Ohio River—she would
have applied to it the theory she urged with respect to Canada. This
consideration measures the extraordinary value of what was* accom-
plished by Clark.

It was at Williamsburg that the curtain was raised on the supremely
important and picturesque drama in which Clark was to have the
principal part. He sand other adventurous spirits, nearly all from
eastern Virginia, had located in Eentucky. When the sword began to
write the record of the Revolution in the east, the ploneers were men-
aced by the British and their Indian allies. They were remote from
the seat of government in Virginia, and there was an utter lack of
definiteness and power in any local government. Clark, who had come
quickly to the fromt as their leader, realizing the imperative need of
closer relations with the Virginia authorities and of such assistance
as they might be able to furnish, bronght about a meeting which dele-
gated him and another to represent the perilous eondition of the fron-
tler, In the summeér of 1776 they traveled on foot toward Willlams-
burg, a distance of 600 miles. Before arriving they found the legis-
ture had adjourned and it was agreed that Clark shonld proceed alone:
and this he did, and remained for several months until the business
in hand was settled. He saw the governor, Patrick Henry, who was ill
at his home in Hanover County, and found him entirely sympathetic,
At the suggestion of the governor, he walted on the council, which finally
consented to furnish and tramsport a supply of ammunition. Then
when the legislature met he took up the matter of having Eentucky
ereated and organized as a separate county, which was effected afier
a long and stubborn contest in December, 17786. On the committee
which drafted the bill dividing the county of Fincastle into three new
counties, one of them Kentucky, were Jefferson and George Mason,
who, from first to last, were Clark’s unswerving friends and supporters,
and they were Instrumental in passing the bill in the house and break-
ing the deadlock caused by the senate’s disapproval. Then Clark, not
yet 25 years old, went back to Kentucky and exerted himself in repelling
the Indiang and in directing the various activities of the new county.
But thizs was only the first step. With the vision of a statesman he
conceived the wonderful plan which he was to execute as a soldier.
For the purpose of securing indorsement of bis plan to invade the
Northwest, he returned to Willlamsburg in the fall of 1777 and enlisted
the interest of Henry, Jefferson, Mason, and Wythe, Legislation was
enacted and letters of instruction furnished him by Governor Henry
which authoritatively commissioned and fortified him for the under-
taking which he had conceived, He took away with him the news of
the American victory at Baratoga, and as be won his first success north
of the Ohio he heard the news of the treaties with Franece, which gave
him a conelusive argument with the people of the French settlements.

The British forts were Clark's objectives. Their capture would shift
the substantial possession and control of the eountry from the British
to the Americans, and nothing else could serve to put fear in the
hearts of the Indians and restrain the cruel methods of warfare to

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

925

which they had been instigated, notwithstanding the eloquent denuncia-
tions of Chatham and Purke, On the contrary, failure and defeat
could mean but one thing, the complete extinetion of the commander
and his little army, which never numbered more than 200 men. Al
of the forts were captured except Detroit in & campalgn lasting much
less than a year. The fort at Kaskaskia, some 60 miles below St.
Louis, fell into Clark’s hands on July 4, 1778, while there was being
celebrated in Philadelphia the anniversary of the Declaration of Inde-
pendence. A little later the fort at Cahokia, mearly opposite St. Louis,
surrendered. Soon the fort at Vincennes surrendered, and having in
the latter part of 1778 been recaptured by the British, was again taken
by Clark in February of the mext year, among the prisoners being the
British llentenant governor, Henry Hamlilton, who had before made
his beadquarters at Detroit. Hamilton was sent to Williamshurg,
where, in retaliation for his encouragement of Indian barbarities, he was
confined as a prisoner in a house I believe still standing, which he called
his dungeon. It is trme that Clark's purpose to reduce the fort at
Detroit misearried, but his other triumphs rendered the.British cause
hopeless throughout the entire region, and this fact obtained practieal
recognition when the peace treaty was belng negotiated. He wrote to
Henry and Mason that he was mortified to see slip, because of the lack
of a few men, so falr an opportunity to push a victory, but he con-
tinned to yearn for the means of capturing Detroit. In 1780 the
matter was brought to the attention of General Washington, who wrote
of Clark that the enterprise could not be committed to better hands,
In 1781 an entry in Washington’s recently published diary, under date
of June 9, refers to the fact that Clark had asked that the Ninth
Virginia regiment and Heth's company be assigned as a force to go
againgt Detroit, but that the request had to be refused for fear of
weakening the def of Pittsburgh.

Of course, the means of communication in those days was slight, but
those who knew anything of what had occurred knew that Clark had
conquered the Northwest Territory. He received the thanks of the
legislature of his State, and the conquest which he had made was
quickly followed In December, 1778, by an act ereating the new county
of Illinois, to include “all citizens of this commonwealth who are
already settled or shall hereafter settle on the western side of the
Ohio.” 1In 1779 the Continental Congress adopted a resolution express-
ing its “ bhigh semnse of the enterprising spirit of Colonel Clark, of the
State of Virginia, and under the particular appointment of that State,”
and “that the thanks of Congress be communicated to Colonel Clark
and the brave officers and seldiers under his command for their udor.
bravery, and intrepidity.”

There can be no attempt to detail the career of Clark in any of tta
stages, There can be no attempt to tell the story of the unparalleled
obstacles which he and his followers encountered and overcame ; of
thelr experience in a wilderness where there were none of the ordinary
belongings and processes of clvilization, but only constant peril and
inconceivable hardship; of his unflagging fortitude and cheerfulness
when to nearly any other man the conditions wonld have seemed with-
out hope; of his willingness to risk everything and suffer and die for
the cause which he espoused ; of his ready sacrifice of his own resources
by pledging them for the purpose of securing the most meager equip-
ment and subsistence, In the report which his antagonist, Hamilton,
made of the affair at Vincennes, he pays the American this tribute:
“The difficulties and dangers of Colonel Clark’s march * * * were
such as requlmd great courage to encounter and great preseverence to
overcome.” He so impoverished himself that to him might be applied
the words written over the tomb of Thomas Nelson at Yorktown:
“ He gave all for liberty.” He heéld the abiding admiration and respect
of his foremost contemporaries who knew him best and were in the best
position to estimate the magnitude and value of his achievements—
Washington, Henry, Jefferson, and Mason. Numberless volces now
swelling into a great chorus echo their opinion. Long ago John Ran-
dolph of Roanoke spoke of him as the “ Hannibal who by the reduction
of those military posts in the wilderness obtained the Great Lakes for
the northern boundary of our Union at the peace of 1783 A New
England historian has written, “ No story of the Arabian Nights
is more romantic or improbable than Clark’s conception of his plan of
conquest and his success in carrying it out.” That his career is coming
to be all the time more fully understood, and the pinnacle of fame
accorded him which he deserves, is largely owing to the patriotie dili-
gence with which the historical societies of the States of which he may
well be regarded as the founder have gathered up the original material,
the deeuments, and correspondence, showing the originality and bril-
liancy of his plans and the skill and valor with which they were
executed.

It is not to be asserted that Clark was always justly treated by
those in control or by individuals. Even Washington himself did not
escape the distrust and criticlsm which were inevitable in such a con-
fused and difficnlt period as that of the Revolution. But, as has been
stated, he quickly received the praise and thanks of Congress and the
State legislature; and when he gave up bis commission in 1783, Govy-
ernor Harrison wrote: * Before 1 take leave of you I feel myself called
upon in the most forceful maunner te return you my thanks and those




of my council for the very great and singular services you have ren-
dered your country in wresting so great and valuable a territory out
of the hands of the British enemy, repelling the attacks of their savage
allles, and earrylog on successfully in the heart of their country.”
Years afterwards, in 1812, when he was old and poor and sick, the
Virginia Legislature passed a resolution presenting him a sword with
an expression of the gratitude and friendly condolences of that bedy
and providing for the payment to him annually of the sum of $400.
1 like to recall that having received his earliest inspiration as a youth
at Gunston Hall, in my own county, where he often visited George
Mason, it was Charles Fenton Mercer, then a member of the General
Assembly of Virginia and later a Representative of that county in
Congress, who initinted the action taken by the legislature.

In the erection of the statues of heroes of the past, Clark has not
been forgotten. It is surely fitting that he who fought the Revolution
to a victorious conclusion in the West should now be exalted along
with the man who fought the Revolution to a victorious conclusion in
the IKast. There is a commission created by Congress, of which the
President i chairman, charged with the duty of arranging an appropriate
celebration of the two hundredth anniversary of the birth of Washing-
ton, which occurs in 1832, It seems to me that the people of the
mother Commonwealth of the statesman and soldier we are acclaiming
and the Commonwealths formed out of the territory in whose history
he is such a glorious figure might then unite to build in deathless
commemoration of the conqueror of the Northwest a monument ap-
proaching in impressiveness and dignity the monument to Washingten
which towers above the Capital City of the Republic. No inscription
could be devised that would adequately express what he was and what
he did. No inscription would be needed éxcept one name carved upon
its face, the name of George Rogers Clark.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 30
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,
December 13, 1927, at 12 o'clock noon,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

198. A communication from the President of the United States,
transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation under the
legislative establishment for the fiscal year 1929 in the sum of
$5,000 (H. Doc. No. 96) ; to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed. :

199. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmit-
ting the report of the Surgeon General of the Public Health
Service for the fiscal year 1927 ; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce,

200. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting
report entitled “An act for relief in cases of contracts connected
with the war, known as the war minerals relief act,” covering
the calendar year ending November 30, 1927; to the Committee
on Mines and Mining.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, commifttees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills; which were re-
ferred as follows: :

A bill (H. R. 3124) granting a pension to Emma Jane Boyd;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions,

A Dbill (H. R. 4047) granting a pension to Zorado B, Merrill;
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HOLADAY : A bill (H. R, 6957) in relation to the
construction, maintenance, and regulation within and by the
United States of America of a nation-wide system of durable,
hard-surfaced post roads and their appurtenances and the pro-
vision of means for the payment of the cost thereof; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 6958) granting the
consent of Congress to the city of Youngstown to construet a
bridge across the Mahoning River at Division Street, Youngs-
town, Mahoning County, Ohio; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 6959) granting the consent
of Congress for the construction of a bridge across the Caney
Fork River in Tennessee; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.
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By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 6960) for the purchase of
additional ground and the enlargement of the Federal build-
ing at Savannah, Ga., or the purchase of a new site and the
erection of a new Federal building at Savannah, Ga.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6961) to provide for the authorization of
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a
Federal building at Glennville, Ga.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 6962) to provide for the authorization of
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a
Federal building at Claxton, Ga.; to the Commitiee on Public
Buildings and Grounds, :

Also, a bill (H, R. 6963) to provide for the authorization of
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a
Federal building at Reidsville, Ga.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6964) to provide for the anthorization of
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a
Federal building at Sylvania, Ga.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6965) to provide for the authorization of
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a
Federal building at Millen, Ga.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6966) to provide for the authorization of
appropriation for the erection of a Federal building at Waynes- -
boro, Ga. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6967) to provide for the authorization of
appropriation for the purchase of a site and the erection of a
Federal building at Mitter, Ga.; to the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. ENGLAND: A bill (H. R. 6968) granting pensions to
the officers and soldiers who served in the State troops of the
varions States in the late Civil War; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions,

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 6969) providing for a
site and public building for post office and other Federal pur-
poses at Russellville, Ala. ; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6970) to provide for the purchase of a site
and the erection of a building thereon at Carbon Hill, in the
State of Alabama; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6971) providing for a site and public build-
ing for post office and other Federal purposes at Fayette, Ala.;
fo the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 6972) to create
the American stabilizing commission and to provide for stabiliz-
ing the prices of certain farm produets by purchasing the surplus
thereof ; to the Committee on Agriculture,

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 6973) granting the consent
of Congress to E, H. Wagener, his heirs, legal representatives,
and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across
the Mississippi River at or near Chester, Ill.; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 6974) to permit the admission,
as nonguota immigrants, of certain alien wives and children of
United States citizens; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R, 6975) authorizing the ap-
propriation of $25,000 for the erection of a monument or other
form of memorial at or near Wayneshoro, in Burke County, Ga.,
to mark the battle field where the Battle of Brier Creek was
fought in the Revolutionary War; to the Committee on the
Library.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6976) to foster and instill patriotism by
furnishing United States flags to public schools and otber educa-
tional institutions in America; to the Committee on Education.

Also, a bill (H, R. 6977) for establishing a forestry experi-
mental station and national park at the “ Old Stockade,” near
Millen, in Jenkins County, Ga., and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Agriculture,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6978) for investigation of brown wilt
and other diseases of cotton plant in cotton-producing belt of
United States; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6979) providing for drainage of low and
swamp lands and for surveys and reports, and authorizing the
appropriation of $1,000,000 for this purpose; to the Committee
on Irrigation and Reclamation.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 6980) to establish a fish-cultural station
in the first congressional district of Georgia for the propagation
and hatching of shad, marine, fresh-water, and other species of
food fish; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 6981) to refund $100,000,000 of cotton-tax
money now illegally held in the Treasury to the several States
from which collected, in amounts as collected from each State,
to be distributed to the persons from whom collected or paid
to their legal heirs at law ; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6982) for the development of the fishery
resources of the South Atlantic States; to the Committee on the
Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6983) to determine proceedings in con-
tested elections of Members of the House of Representatives:
to the Committee on Elections No. 1.

Also, a bill (H., R. 6984) authorizing an appropriation of
$250,000 with which to acquire sea-island cottonseed and to
reestablish the growing thereof; to the Committee on Agrl-
culture.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6985) authorizing the appropriation of
$20,000 for the erection of a snitable monument or other form
of memorial at or near Ebenezer Church, in Effingham County,
Ga., to mark the spot where the Salzburgers settled their colony
in 1734 ; to the Committee on the Library.

Also, a bill (H. R, 6986) to amend the act entitled “An act
for the relief of contractors and subcontractors for the post
offices and other buildings and work under the supervision of
the Treasury Department, and for other purposes,” approved
August 25, 1919, as amended by act of March 6, 1920; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6987) to preserve Fort Pulaski, near Savan-
nah, in Chatham County, Ga., as a national military memorial
park on account of its historic interest in Revolutionary times
and sinee ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6988) authorizing the appropriation of
$£100,000 for the erection of a monument or other form of me-
morial at Jasper Springs, Chatham County, Ga., to mark the
spot where Sergt. William Jasper, a Revolutionary hero, feil;
to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. A bill (H. R. 6989) to amend
the Hawaiian Homes Commission act, 1920, approved July 9,
1921, as amended by act of February 3, 1923; to the Committee
on the Territories.

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 6990) to authorize appropria-
tions for construction at Pacific Branch, Soldiers Home, Los
Angeles County, Calif.,, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6991) authorizing the erection of mnon-
sectarian chapel at the Army medical center in the Distriet
of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 6992) fto
pruﬁde for flood control and the prevention of future flood
devastations on the Mississippi River and its tributaries and
for improving navigation by lowering flood levels from the
Gulf of Mexico to Cairo and beyond, and for making topo-
graphical surveys and maps and hydrographie investigations
to expedite flood econtrol, and for channel stabilization and
bank protection and repairing levees and flood protective works
and public highways and post roads in overflowed territory,
and to create a waterways and water resources commission
to prepare comprehensive plans for flood control on all water-
sheds in the United States of America; to the Committee on
Flood Control.

By Mr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 6993) authorizing the Secretary
of the Interior to sell and patent certain lands in Louisiana
and Mississippi; to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. ALMON: A bill (H. R. 6994) to extend the time
for commencing and completing the consiruction of a bridge
across the Tennessee River, in Jackson County, Ala., at or
near Scottshoro, on the Scottsboro-Fort Payne Road: to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 6995) to extend the time for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across Elk River
on the Athens-Florence Road between Lauderdale and Lime-
stone Counties, in the State of Alabama; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

Also, a bill (H. R. 6996) to extend the time for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ten-
nez=ee River near Whitesburg Ferry on the Huntsville-Laceys
Spring Road between Madison and Morgan Counties, Ala.; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. DICKSTEIN: A bill (H. R. 6897) to provide for
the deportation of any alien who fails to maintain his wife or
minor child living abroad; to the Committee on Immigration
and Naturalization.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6998) to exempt from quota husbands,
fathers, and mothers of United States citizens and their chil-
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dntain under 21; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali-
zation.

Also, a bill (H. R. 6999) to admit into the United States
all persons having duly visaed passports prior to July 1, 1924;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7000) to exempt from quota wives and
children under 18 of declarants; to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

Also, a blil (H. R. 7001) to amend the naturalization laws
relating to certificates of arrival; to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization.

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 7002) granting allowances
for rent, fuel, light, and equipment to postmasters of the fourth
class, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. HOGG: A bill (H. R. 7003) to amend paragraph
768 of the tariff act of 1022; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 7004) to encourage the
development of the agricultural resources of the United States
and the establishment of rural homes through Federal and
State cooperation, giving preference in the matter of em-
ployment and the establishment of such homes to those who
have served with the military and naval forces of the United
States; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7005) to provide that the United States
shall eooperate with the States in promoting the health of the
rural population of the United States, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, FISH: A bill (H. R. T006) to designate a building
site for the National Comservatory of Music of Ameriea, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 7007) prescribing the Army
ration; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7008) to authorize appropriations for
the completion of the transfer of the experimental and testing
plant of the Air Corps to a permanent site at Wright Field,
Dayton, Ohio, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7009) to authorize appropriations for con-
struction at military posts, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H, R. 7010) to amend the organic act
of Porto Rieco, approved March 2, 1917; to the Committee on
Insular Affairs.

By Mr. McEEOWN: A bill (H. R. 7011) to detach Okfuskee
County from the northern judicial district of the State of Okla-
homa and attach the same to the eastern judicial district of the
said State; to the Commitiee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 7012) to reduce passport fees,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. RAGON: A bill (H, R. 7013) authorizing and direct-
ing the Secretary of War to lend to the Governor of Arkansas
5,000 canvas cots, 10,000 blankets, 10,000 bed sheets, 5,000 pil-
lows, 5,000 pillowcases, and 5,000 mattresses or bed sacks fo be
used at the encampment of the United Confederate Veterans,
to be held at Little Rock, Ark., in May, 1928; to the Committee
on Military Affairs.

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 7014) giving civilian
¢lerks, Signal Service at large, the same military status as
Army fleld clerks; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 7015) to amend
an act entitled “An act to establish a universal system of bank-
ruptey throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898,
and acts amendatory thereof and supplementary thereto, as last
amended by the act of January 7, 1922; to the Committee on
the Juodiciary.

By Mr. RATHBONE: A bill (H. R. 7016) to authorize and
direct the construction and maintenance of a memorial high-
way connecting the city of Springfleld, IIl., with the city of
geaulsto‘m, Ill, and for other purposes; to the Committee on

oads.

By Mr. HARE: A bill (H. R, 7017) to require manufacturers
engaged in interstate and foreign commerce to give written
notice to the Federal Trade Commission of the closing of their
plants ; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 7018) for the retirement of
employees of the Panama Canal and the Panama Railroad Co.
on the Isthmus of Panama who are American citizens; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 7019) to amend the act
entitled “An act to provide that the United States shall aid the
States in the construction of rural post roads and for other pur-
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poses,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented,
and for other purposes, and authorizing appropriation of
$150,000,000 per annumn for two years; to the Committee on
Roads.

By Mr. MORTON D. HULL: A bill (H. R. 7020) for an act
entitled “An act to provide for the appointment of postmasters,
officers, and employees of the customs and internal revenue
services and other branches of the Government service”; to
the Committee on the Civil Service.

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 7021) to provide
a summer residence for the President of the United States; to
the Committee on IPublic Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7022) to amend section 4 of the inter-
state commerce act; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7023) to amend the tariff act of 1922 in

order to provide for a tariff on hides of cattle; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.
' Also, a bill (H. R. 7024) granting the consent of Congress
to compacts or agreements between the States of Colorado
and New Mexico with respect to the division and apportion-
ment of the waters of the Rio Grande, San Juan, and Las
Animas Rivers and all other streams in which such States
are jointly interested; to the Cominittee on Irrigation and
Reclamation.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7025) granting the consent of Congress
to compacts or agreements between the States of Colorado and
Kansas with respect to the division and apportionment of the
waters of the Arkansas River and all other streams in which
such States are jointly interested; to the Committee on Irriga-
tion and Reclamation.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7026) granting the consent of Congress
to compacts or agreements between the States of Colorado and
Wyoming with respect to the division and apportionment of
the waters of the North Platte River and other streams in
which such States are jointly interested; to the Committee
on Irrigation and Reclamation,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7027) granting the consent of Congress
to compacts or agreements between the States of Colorado and
Nebraska with respect to the division and apportionment of
the water of the North Platte River and all other streams in
which such States are jointly interested; to the Committee on
Irrigation and Reclamation.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7028) granting the consent of Congress
to compacts or agreements between the States of Colorado and
Utah with respect to the division and apportionment of the
waters of the Colorado, Green, Bear or Yampa, the White, San
Juan, and Dolores Rivers and all other streams in which such
States are jointly interested; to the Committee on Irrigation
and Reclamation.

By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: A bill (H. R. 7029) for
the adoption of the Columbia Basin reclamation project, and
for other purposes; to the Commitiee on Irrigation and Rec-
lamation.

By Mr. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 7030) to amend section 5 of
the act of March 2, 1895; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

By Mr. LEAVITT (by departmental request) : A bill (H. R.
7031) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to arrange with
States for the education, medical attention, and relief of distress
of Indians, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian
Affairs,

By Mr. GREGORY: A bill (H. R. 7032) granting the con-
sent of Congress to Valley Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky.,
its successors and assigns, to construet, maintain, and operate a
bridge across the Cumberland River; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7033) granting the consent of Congress to
Valley Bridge Co. (Inec.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors and
assigns, to construect, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Cumberland River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7034) granting the consent of Congress to
Midland Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky, its successors and
assigns, to construet, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Cumberland River; to the Committee on Intérstate and Foreign
Commerce.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7035) granting the consent of Congress to
Midland Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors and
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Tennessee River; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

Also, a bill (H, R. 7036) granting the consent of Congress to
Valley Bridge Co. (Inc.), of Paducah, Ky., its successors and
assigns, to construet, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
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Tennessee River:; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H, R. 7037) to reduce visa fees; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BOYLAN : Joint resolution (H, J, Res, 87) authorizing
the selection of a site and the erection of a pedestal for the
statue or memorial to Thomas Jefferson in the city of Wash-
ington, D. (. ; to the Committee on the Library.

By Mr. DEAL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 88) proposing an
amendment to the Constitution of the United States relative to
the office of President of the United States; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAUGEN : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 89) authoriz-
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to dispose of real property
located in Loudoun and Clarke Counties, Va., known as Mount
Weather, no longer required for observatory and laboratory
purposes ; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. SNELL: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 90) granting the
consent of Congress to an agreement or compact entered into
between the State of New York and the State of Vermont for
the ecreation of the Lake Champlain bridge commission, and to
the State of New York and State of Vermont to construct, main-
tain, and operate a highway bridge across Lake Champlain; to
the Commiitee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SIROVICH : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 91) calling
upon Calvin Coolidge to intercede in the mame of humanity
against the oufrageous treatment of Rumanian minorities, and,
failing in that, to bring about the abrogation of the treaties
between the Kingdom of Rumania and the Government of the
United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. T038) granting an increase or
pension to Millie Wynn; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BEEDY : A bill (H. R. 7039) -granting an increase of
pension to Fannie R, Parshley; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 7040) granting a pension to
Mary Frederick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BRAND of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7041) granting an
increase of pension to Harriet E. Randall; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R, 7042) granting an increase of pension to
Alice T. Rawlings; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 7043) for the relief of
J. Georges Peter and Mare Peter, jr.; to the Committee on
Immigration and -Naturalization.

By Mr. BULWINKLE: A bill (H. R. 7044) granting an in-
crease of pension to Banner Chandley; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions. A )

Also, a bill (H. R, 7045) for the relief of Charles IL Edmiston;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 7046) granting a pension
to James W. Shaw; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. CHASE: A bill (H. R. T047) granting an increase of
piension to Mary E. Sutton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
BlONSs.

By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON : A bill (H. R. 7048) granting a
pension to Anthony Penson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. COOPER of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7049) granting an
incrense of pension to Celia B. Se Cheverell; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7050) granting
an increase of pension to Bertha Hansmann; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7051) for the relief of George W. Gilmore;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. DAVEY : A bill (H. R. 7052) granting an increase of
pension to Maryett C. Snyder; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 7053) granting a pension (o
Willlam Tanner; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7054) granting a pension to Mary A, Kane;
to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL R. 7055) granting a pension to Charles C.
Lentile; to the Committee on Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R. 7056) granting an increase of pension to
Mary Wilson Osterhaus; to the Committee on Pensions,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 7057) granting an increase of pension to
Lida B. Elkins; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7058) granting an increase of pension to
Lucile Dodson Brown; to the Committee on Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7059) for the relief of estate of Sarah
Harrison ; to the Committee on Claims.

Alsa, a bill (H. R. 7060) for the relief of George W. Boyer;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. T061) for the relief of William V. Tynes;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7062) for the relief of Hudson Bros.; to
the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7063) for the relief of Bessie B, Hurd,
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7064) for the relief of Lottie May Bolin; to
the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7065) for the relief of George T. Easton;
to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T066) for the relief of Norfolk Dredging
Co., of Norfolk, Va.; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7067) authorizing the appointment of
Lather W. Dear as Infantry officer, United States Army; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7068) authorizihg appoiniment of Herbert
L. Lee as Artillery officer, United States Army; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. T069) to extend the benefits of the em-
ployers’ liability act of September 7, 1916, to James Robert
Allen; to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7070) making eligible for retirement
under the same conditions as now provided for officers of the
regular naval service Lieut. Commander William A. Hamilton,
an officer of the United States Naval Reserve Force during the
World War, who incurred physical disability in line of duty;
to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 7071) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Fannie King; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DEMPSEY: A bill (H. R. T072) granting a pension
to Mattie Hawley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. T073) granting a pension to Cora B, Cox;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7074) granting a pension to Elizabeth N.
Perry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DOUTRICH: A bill (H. R. 7075) granting an in-
crease of pension to Anna F. Baugh; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. DOYLE: A bill (H. R. 7076) for the relief of Contes
Bros. ; to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7077) for the relief of Fuller-Morrison
Co., of Chicago, Iil ; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7078) for the relief of William Knourek;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7079) for the relief of John Golombiewski;
to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7080) for the relief of Stella Murauski:
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7081) for the relief of Pietro Lococo; to
the Committee on (Haims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7082) for the relief of Thomas Hannon;
to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7083) for the relief of Frank Martin; to
the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. T084) for the relief of Lottie
Naylor; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. T085) granting an inecrease
of pension to Louise Hendershott; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7086) granting an increase of pension to
Ellen M, Willey; to the Committee on Pensions. :

Also, a bill (H. R. T087) granting an increase of pension to
Georgin A. Bowen; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. T088) granting an increase of pension to
Fannie Hamlet; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7089) granting an increase of pension to
Ernest G. Carpenter; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7090) for the relief of Horace M. Cleary;
to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

Also, a bill (H. R. T091) for the relief of George W. Turner:
to the Committee on World War Veterans’' Legislation.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7092) for the relief of the heirs of Sarah
P. Nix; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7093) for the relief of W. H. Ryan: to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7094) for the relief of E. M. Carter; to the
Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7095) for the relief of Otis Alexander
Miller ; to the Committee on Pensions.
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Also, a bill (H. R. 7096) for the relief of the lawful heirs of
Fanny Williams ; to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7097) for the relief of the lawful heirs of
Levy E. Byck; to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7098) for the relief of and granting compen-
sation to C. W, King, growing out of the death of his minor son,
Carl Calder King; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7099) for increase of compensation and to
fix rating of permanent total disability for Alfred B. Schachte;
to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7100) for increase of compensation and to
fix rating of permanent total disability for Daniel J. Sheehan;
to the Committee on World War Veterans’ Legislation.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7101) for increase of compensation and to
fix rating of permanent total disability for Richard M. Hull; to
the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7102) granting retirement annuity or pen-
sion to John B. Fitzgerald; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ENGLAND: A bill (H. R. 7103) granting a pension
to John H. Sarrett; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FISH: A bill (H. R. 7104) for the relief of Charles
Wellesley Berrington ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 7105) granting a pension
to Leonora H. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7106) granting an increase of pension to
Catherine Burkhart; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FORT: A bill (H. R. 7T107) for the relief of James
Golden ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7108) granting a pension to Myra C. Mor-
gan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7109) granting a pension to John F. Mann;
to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 7110) for the relief of
Frances L. Dickinson; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. FULMER: A bill (H. R. 7111) for the relief of
Charley R. Saylor; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. GREENWOOD: A bill (H. R. T112) granting a pen-
sion to Mary 8. Merrill; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, GUYER: A bill (H. R. 7113) granting a pension to
Rose B. Stine; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7114) granting an increase of pension to
Amy Hooper; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 7115) granting an increase of
pension to Jennie A. Ford; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7116) for the relief of David Copp, alias
George Copp; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. HALL of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 7117) granting a
giension to Rosa Fosnight; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons,

By Mr, HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 7118) granting a pension to
Harry E. Patterson; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, HAWLEY : A bill (H. R. 7119) granting an increase
of peusion to Hlizabeth Swan; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7120) granting a pension to Stella A.
Boldon ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 7121) granting a pension to
Virginia Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T122) granting a pension to Sallie Knight-
linger ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HOOPER: A bill (H. R, 7123) granting an increase
of pension to George M. Hodges; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. HOWARD of Oklahoma : A bill (H, R. 7124) granting
an increase of pension to Louis L. Francis; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7125) granting an increase of pension to
Elbert C. Francis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7126) granting a pension to Mrs. William
R. Nelson ; to the Commitiee on Pensions,

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 7127) for the relief of Elizabeth
Hazzard ; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 7128) granting
an increase of pension to Belle Stuart; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KELLY : A bill (H. R. 7129) for the relief of Michael
Ferry : to the Committee on Claims,

Also, n bill (H. R. T130) granting an increase of pension to
Rose Ehrenfelt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 7131) to allow the distinguished-
service medal for service in the World War to be awarded Capt.
Kenneth C. Towe; to the Committee on Military Affairs,
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By Mr. KOPP: A bill (H. R. 7132) granting an increase of
pension to Sallie B, Masmar ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H, R. 7133) granting an increase of
pension to Sarah Hays; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MANLOVE: A bill (H. R. 7134) granting a pension to
Pearl Trevaskis; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. MENGES: A bill (H. R. 7135) granting an increase
oir pension to Leah J. Curtis; to the Commitfee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. MEAD: A bill (H. R. 7136) granting an increase of
pension to Anna M. Kromer; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pen-
slons,

By Mr. MOORE of Kentucky: A bill (H. R, 7137) granting a
pension to Elenora Thompson; to the Commitfee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MONTAGUE: A bill (H. R. 7138) for the relief of
W. Henry Robertson, former American consul general; to the
Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 7139) granting an
increase of pension to Nancy Jane Orndorff; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MURPHY : A bill (H. R. 7140) granting an increase
of pension to Agnes May Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr, NIEDRINGHAUS: A bill (H. R. 7141) for the relief
of Busch-Sulzer Bros, Diesel Engine Co.; to the Commitiee on
Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7142) for ithe relief of Frank E. Ridgely,
deceased ; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mrs. NORTON of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 7143) grant-
ing a pension to Margaret Sexton ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7144) granting an increase of pension to
Emily L. Salkeld; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7145) granting an increase of pension to
Ilester Pollard; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. T146) granting an increase
of pension to Lucy Schoomaker; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensgions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7147) granting an increase of pension to
Fidelin Brecette; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. QUIN: A bill (H. R. 7148) for the relief of G. R.
Robertson; to the Committee on Claims,

Algo, a bill (H. R. 7149) for the relief of the legal representa-
tive of the estate of Haller Nutt, deceased; to the Committee
on War Claims.

By Mr. SCHAFER: A bill (H. R. 7150) for the relief of John
Aloysins Kelley; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SEARS of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 7151) granting an
increase of pension to Fannie Chambers; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7T152) granting an increase of pension to
Margaret P. Black; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SEGER: A bill (H. R. 7153) granting an increase of
pension to Pieternella Botbyl; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions, .

Also, a bill (H. R. T154) granting an increase of pension to
Hermine A. Sturm; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7155) granting an increase of pension to
Mary I. Frederick; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SINNOTT : A bill (H. R. 7158) granting a pension to
Sarah K. Taylor; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SWICK: A bill (H. R. 7157) granting an increase of
pension to Hliza J, Kelly; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7158) granting an increase of pension to
Margaretta Grove; to the Commitiee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 7159) granting a pension to
Thomas (. Lacy; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7160) granting a pension to James C.
Allen: to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7161) granting an increase of pension to
Leo Pope Ott; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7162) for the relief of Henry J. Wright; to
the Committee on Claims.

Algo, a bill (H. R. T163) for the relief of H. F. Frick and
others; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 7164) granting an increase of
pension to Mariette A. Goodenough ; to the Commiftee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. STRONG of Eansas: A bill (H. R. 7165) granting an
increase of pension to Sophia A. Brassfield ; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7166) to allow credit in the accounts of
disbursing officers of the Army of the United States on account
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of refunds made to purchasers of surplus war supplies; to the
Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. THURSTON : A bill (H. R. 7167) granting a pension
to Elizabeth A, Tullis; to the Commitiee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 7168) granting a pension to Maud BE.
Sparks; to the Conimittee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. T169) granting a pension to Florence G.
Melton ; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R, 7170) granting an increase of pension to
Rachel C. Stratton; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7171) granting an increase of pension to
Hannah Gatliff; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. T172) granting an increase of pension to
Bell Doll; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R, 7173) granting compensation
g ti];]e daughters of James P. Gallivan; to the Committee on

aims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7174) granting compensation to William T.
Ring: to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. UPDIKE: A bill (H. R. 7175) granting a pension to
Seth Seaton Ward; to the Committee on Pensious,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7176) granting an increase of pension to
Margaret Sweet; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, T177) granting an increase of pension to
Lula K. Stout; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. VINCENT of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 7178) granting
a pension to Rose Isabelle Potter; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. WHITE of Colorado: A bill (H. R, 7179) granting an
increase of pension to Walter W. Donahue ; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 7180) granting an increase of pension to
Charity Jones:; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, T181) granting a pension to Mary E.
Barnes; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WILSON of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 7182) for the
relief of Charles Nick Robinson ; to the Committee on Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

121. By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Memorial of certain resi-
dents of Delavan, Walworth County, Wis., urging the acceptance
of the proposal of M. Briand, of France, regarding substitu-
tion of peaceful methods for those of force in the gettlement
ofﬂ,disputes between nations; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs,

122. By Mr. ROY G. FITZGERALD : Petition of 17 citizens
of Dayton, Ohio, praying for the exemption of dogs from vivi-
section; to the Committee on Inferstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

123. By Mr. GARBER : Resolution of Irrigation Districts As-
sociation of California, Merced, Calif,, upholding the Boulder
Dam project ; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation,

124. Also, resolution of International Association of Fairs and
Expositions, for the Government to assume control of and per-
manently keep in charge the waters of the Mississippi River and
its tributaries; to the Committee on Flood Control.

125. Also, petition of certain residents of Tangier, Fargo,
Woodward, Oakwood, and Supply, Okla., urging opposition to the
Sunday observance bill and any other national religious legisla-
tion which may be pending; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

126. Also, petition of certain citizens of Woodward, Okla.,
urging enactment of legislation in behalf of Civil War veterans
and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

127. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Resolutions of Houston
Chapter, Reserve Officers’ Association of the United States, of
Houston, Tex., urging upon Congress adequate appropriations
for housing comfortably the officers and enlisted men of the
Regular Army in the Army posts, and for adequate ammunition
and equipment, ete.; to the Committee on Appropriations,

128. By Mr. KINDRED: Petition of the Chamber of Com-
merce of the State of New York, reaffirming its resolution of
May 5, 1927, and urging upon the Federal commission for the
exchange of sites for a post office and courthouse building at
New York, and upon the suthorities of the city of New York,
aetion upon this matier; to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds.

129, By Mr. MORROW : Petition of Association of Reserve
Officers’ Training Corps, Colleges and Universities, Fourth Corps
Area, recommending commutation of Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps uniforms be not reduced for fiscal year 1926-27; also rec-
ommends maintenance of efficiency of Reserve Officers’ Training
Corps; to the Committee on Military Affairs,
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130. Also, petition of officers of the Air Corps Reserve of the
United States Army, airdrome, Fort S8am Houston, Tex., in
training July 31 to August 13, 1927, advocating creation of de-
partment of national defense, with three coequal branches ; that
is, Army, Air, and Navy; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

131. Also, resolution protesting the enactment of section 3002,
subsection B, of United States Veterans' Bureau Regulation No.
177, by Bucky O'Neill Post, No. 541, Veterans of Foreign Wars;
to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation.

132, By Mr. O'CONNOR of New York: Resolution of the
New York Council for Protection of Foreign-Born Workers,
protesting against legislation for the registration and deporta-
tion of noncitizens; to the Committee on Immigration and
Naturalization.

133. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Petition of the International As-
sociation of Fairs and Expositions, favoring the passage of
legislation looking to flood control; to the Commitiee on Flood
Control,

134. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State
of New York, favoring the repeal of the Federal inheritance
tax; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

1385. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State
of New York, favoring the construction of an adeguate down-
town post office and Federal court building in the city of New
York; to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

136. Also, petition of the Slovak League of America. in
behalf of readjustment of gnota for immigrants from Czecho-
slovakia ; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

137. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the State
of New York, favoring the location of a municipal airport in
the Jamaica Bay district of the city of New York; to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

138. By Mr. WATSON: Testimony expressed by the Bucks
Quarterly Meeting, held at Middletown Meeting House, Lang-
horne, Pa., against war; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
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The Chaplain, Rev. Z&€Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

May the words of our mouth and the meditations of our heart
be now and always acceptable in Thy sight, O Lord, our strength
and our Redeemer.

Eternal God, who hast neither dawn nor evening, yet sendest
us alternate mercies of the darkness and the day, there is no
light but Thine, without, within. As Thou hast lifted the cur-
tain of night from our abodes, take also the veil from all our
hearts. Rise with Thy morning upon our souls; quicken every
noble impnlse and sanctify our best endeavors; and though all
else decline, let the noontide of Thy grace and peace remain.
Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's
proceedings when, on request of Mr. Curris and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal
was approved.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quornm.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

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

Ashurst Ferris La Follette Shipstead
Barkl Fess McKellar Shortridge
Bay: Fletcher cLean Smith
Bingham Frazier McMaster Smoot
Black George MceNary Steck
Blaine G Mayfield Bteiwer
Blease Gillett Metcalf Stephens
Borah Glass Moses \ Swanson
Bratton i Neely Thomas
Brookhart Gould Norbeck Tramme]
Brou Greene Nye Tydings
Bruce Hale die Tyson
Capper Harris Overman Wagner
Caraway Harrison Phipps Walsh, Mass,
Copeland Hayden Pine Walsh, Mont,
Couzens Hetlin Pittman Warren
Curtis Howell Ransdell Waterman
Dale Johnson Reed, Mo. Watson
Deneen Jones, Wash, Reed, Pa. Wheeler
Dil Kendrick Robinson, Ind. Willis
Edge Keyes Schall

Edwards King Sheppard

The VICE PRESIDENT. REighty-six Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quornm is present.
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SUPPLEMENTAL ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATION

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the President of the United States, transmitting «
supplementnl estimate of appropriation for the Department of
Agriculture, fiscal year 1928, amounting to $10,000, to enable
the Secretary of Agrienlture to carry into effect the provisions
of an act entitled “An act to prevent the destruction or dump-
ing, without good and sufficient cause therefor, of farm produce
received in interstate commerce by commission merchants and
others and to reguire them truly and correctly to account for
all farm produce received by them,” approved March 3, 1927,
ete., which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the President of the United States, transmitting
a supplemental estimate of appropriation under the legislative
establishment (House Office Building, 1928: To enable the
Architect of the Capitol to remodel the room formerly occupied
by the House restaurant, to provide rooms for the Committee
on Agriculture and the joint committee on taxation, and to.
remodel the space formerly occupied for use as a gymnasium
to provide room for the legislative counsel, ete.), for the fiscal
year 1928 in the sum of 85,5600, which, with the accompanying
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and
ordered to be printed. (8. Doc, 15.)

DESIGNATION OF PERSONS TO ACT FOR DISBURSING OFFICERS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
cation from the Secretary of the Treasury, urging the passage
of legislation to authorize the designation of persons to act for
disbursing officers and others charged with the disbursement of
public moneys of the United States, ete., which, with the accom-
p;anyiug papers, was referred to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

STANDING COMMITTEES

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I desire to call up the order
offered yesterday in regard to the assignment of Senators to
commitiees, and I ask unanimoens consent that o much of Rule
XXIV as provides for the appointment of standing committees
of the Senate by ballot may be suspended.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana asks
unanimous consent that that portion of Rule XXIV of the
standing rules of the Senate relating to the appointment of
members of committees by ballot be suspended. Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. Is there
objection to the present consideration of the order?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, may I inquire of
the Senator whut method of election is to be substituted?

Mr. WATSON. Unanimous consent.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Are we to understand that now an
election can take place only by unanimous consent?

Mr. WATSON. I have submitted a request for the present
consideration of the order. It will be a viva voce vote.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, as I understand the rule of
the Senate, we can proceed to the election by ballot or by roll
call or by viva voce vote. The request is to suspend that por-
tion of the rule appertaining to the election by ballot,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present -
consideration of the order? The Chair hears none, and the
clerk will read.

The Chief Clerk read the list of committees appearing in
vesterday's proceedings of the Senate, CoNGrRESSIONAL RECORD,
page 481.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
order submitted by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warsox].

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I shall not interpose any
objection to the consideration of the order, but listening to the
list of committees as it has been read, it seems to me there
ought to be some expression of felicitation to the distinguished
Senator from Indiana and to his colleagues on the other side
for their very great change of front in reference to certain
gentlemen on the majority side of the aisle.

Mr. WATSON rose.

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator from Indiana will take
his seat and bide his time.

Mr. WATSON. I shall be very happy to do so.

Mr. HARRISON. It was not so long ago, Mr. President,
when we read in the newspapers in big headlines such news as
“The radicals read out of G. O. P. ranks.” It was so stated
by the Republican official organ, the National Republiean, or
whatever the name of the publication may be. It was not very
long ago when deliberate action was taken on the other side
of the aisle with reference to party policies by Senators who
adopted a resolution which had teeth in it and which meant
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