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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE SEVENTIETH CONGRESS
FIRST SESSION

SENATE
Tuespay, May 8, 1928
(Legistative day of Thursday, May 3, 1928)

The Senate reassembled at 12 o'cdlock meridian, on the ex-
piration of the recess.
The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senate will receive a message
from the House of Representatives.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed with-
ont amendment the following bills of the Senate:

8. 805. An act donating Revolutionary cannon to the New
York State Conservation Department;

8. 1456. An act to aunthorize an appropriation for a road on
the Zuni Indian Reservation, N. Mex.; and

8. 3947, An act to provide for the times and places for hold-
ing court for the eastern district of North Carolina.

The message also announced that the House had passed the
following bills severally with amendments, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate:

S.797. An act granting the consent of Congress to the J. K.
Mahone Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construet,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River at or
near Wellsburg, W. Va.;

8. 1480. An act authorizing certain Indian tribes and bands,
or any of them, residing in the State of Washington to present
their claims to the Court of Claims; and

8.3862. An act authorizing J, T. Burnett, his heirs, legal
representatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and op-
erate a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Tipton-
ville, Tenn.

The message furthier announced that the House had passed
the following bill and joint resolutions, each with an amendment,
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate:

8.2004. An act autherizing the paving of the Federal strip
known as International Street, adjacent to Nogales, Ariz.; and

S.J. Res. 23, Joint resolution providing for the participation
of the United States in the celebration in 1929 and 1930 of the
one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the conquest of the
Northwest Territory by Gen. George Rogers Clark and his army,
and authorizing an appropriation for the construction of a
permanent memorial of the Revolutionary War in the West,
and of the accession of the Old Northwest to the United States
on the site of Fort Sackville, which was captured by George
Rogers Clark and his men February 25, 1779.

The message also ammounced that the House had passed the
following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate: -

H. R.43. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to stand-
ardize lime barrels,” approved August 23, 1916;

I.R.167. An act to amend the act of Febrmary 12, 1925
(Public, No. 402, 68th Cong.), so as to permit the Cowlitz Tribe
of Indians to file suit in the Court of Claims under said act;

H. R.491. An act authorizing the attorney general of the
State of California to bring suit in the Court of Claims on
behalf of the Indians of California ;

H. R. 5475. An act authorizing the New Cumberland Bridge
Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and
operate a bridge across the Ohio River at or near New Cum-
berland, W. Va.;

H. R.5548. An act to authorize payment of six months’ death
gratunity to dependent relatives of officers, enlisted men, or
nurses whose death results from wounds or disease not resulting
from their own misconduct ;

H. R.5644. An act to enable an enlisted man in the naval
service to make good time lost in excess of one day under
certain conditions ;
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H. R. 5718, An act to amend the act entitled “An act to re-
adjust the pay and allowances of the commissioned and enlisted
personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast
and Geodetic Survey, and Public Health Service ";

H. R. 6518. An act to amend the salary rates contained in the
compensation schedules of the aet of March 4, 1923, entitled
“An act to provide for the classification of civilian positions
within the Distriet of Columbia and in the field services ”;

H. R.6854. An act to add certain lands to the Montezuma
National Forest, Colo., and for other purposes;

H. R. 7354. An act to allow the Postmaster General to pro-
mote mechanics’ helpers to the first grade of special mechanies;

H.R.8728. An act to authorize the Postmaster General fo
give motor-vehicle service employees credit for actnal ftime
served on a basis of one year for each 306 days of eight hours
served as substitute ;

H. R. 8907. An act to fix standards for hampers, round stave
baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and vegetables, and for
other purposes; .

: H. R. 9046. An act to continue the allowance of Sionx bene-
ts;

H. R.9194. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to acquire land and erect a monument on the site of the battle
between the Sioux and Pawnee Indian Tribes in Hitcheock
County, Nebr., fought in the year 1873 ;

H. R. 9355. An act to provide for the aequisition of certain
property in the Distriet of Columbia for the Library of Con-
gress, and for other purposes ;

H. R. 9965. An act to erect a tablet or marker to mark the
site of the Battle of Kettle Creck, in Wilkes County, Ga., where
on February 14, 1779, Elijah Clarke, of Georgia, and Colonel
Pickens, of South Carolina, overtook the Tories under Colonel
Boyd, killing him and many of his followers, thus ending
British dominion in Georgia;

H. R.10786. An act aunthorizing surveys and investigations to
determine the best methods and means of utilizing the waters of
the Gila River and its tributaries above the San Carlos Reser-
voir in New Mexico and Arizona ;

H. R.11621. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
(t;i: indvance public funds to naval personnel under certain con-

tions ;

H. R.11758. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to grant
a right of way for a levee through the Chalmette National
Cemetery ;

H.R.11804. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary
of War to lend to the town of Appalachia, Va., 500 canvas cots,
500 blankets, 1,000 bed sheets, 500 pillows, 500 pilloweases, and
500 mattresses or bed sacks, to be used at the convention of the
American Legion, Department of Virginia, to be held at Ap-
palachia, Va., on August 13, 14, and 15, 1928;

H. R.11852. An act providing for the confirmation of grant
of lands formerly the United States barracks at Baton Ronge,
La.. to the board of supervisors of the Louisiana State Uni-
versity and Agricultural and Mechanical College ;

H. R.11917. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to widen, maintain, and
operate the existing bridge across the Little Calumet River
in Cook County, State of Illinois;

. R.11950. An act to legalize a pier and wharf in Deer
Island thoroughfare on the northerly side at the southeast end
of Buckmaster Neck at the town of Stonington, Me.;

H. R.11953. An act to authorize the sale under the provisions
of the act of March 12, 1926 (Public, No. 45, 69th Cong.), of
surplus War Department real property ;

H. R.11980. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Fisher Lumber Corporation to construet, maintain, and operate
a railroad bridge across the Tensas River in Louisiana ;

H. R.12192. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to accept a deed to certain land and issue patent therefor to
the city of Buhl, Twin Falls County, Idaho;
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H. R.12379. An act granting the consent of Congress to How-
ard Seabury to construct, maintain, and operate a dam to re-
tain  tidal waters in an unnamed cove which is situated and
extends from Cases Inlet info section 28, township 21 north,
range 1 west, Willamette meridian, in Pierce County, State of
Washington ;

H. R.12386. An act authorizing the State of Texas and the
State of Lonisiana to construct, maintain, and operate a free
highway bridge across the Sabine River at or near Pendieton’s
Ferry;

H. R. 12408. An act authorizing custodians and acting cus-
todians of Federal buildings to administer oaths of office to
employees in the custodian service;

H. R. 12605. An act to enable the Postmaster General to pur-
chase and erect community mail boxes on rural routes and to
rent compartments of such boxes to patrons of rural delivery;

H. R. 12676. An act to amend section 2 of an act approved
February 14, 1926, granting consent of Congress for the con-
struction of a bridge across Red River at or near Fulton, Ark.;

H.R.12677. An act to amend section 2 of an aect approved
March 12, 1928, granting consent of Congress for the construc-
tion of a bridge across the Ouachita River at or near Calion,
Ark. ;

H. R. 12814, An act to increase the efficiency of the Air Corps;
and

H.J. Res. 236, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War to lend tents and camp equipment for the use of the hous-
ing committee for the convention of the American Legion for
the Department of Washington, to be held at Centralia, Wash.,
in the month of August, 1928,

DISPOSITION OF UBELESS PAPERS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi-
eation from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, pursu-
ant to law, lists of useless papers in the War Department not
needed or useful in the transaction of emrrent business and
having no permanent value or historic interest, and asking for
action looking toward their disposition, which 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. FrercHeER members of the committee on the part of the
Senate.

THE AMERICAN MERCHANT MARINE

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. T4) to
further develop an American merchant marine, to assure its
permanence in the transportation of the foreign trade of the
United States, and for other purposes, which was to strike
out all after the enaecting clause and to insert a substitute.

Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate disagree to the House
amendment, ask for a conference, and that the Chair appoint
five conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed
Mr, Joses, Mr. McNARY, Mr. JouNsoN, Mr. FLErcHER, and Mr.
RanspeLL conferees on the part of the Senate.

CLAIMS OF INDIANS IN THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1480)
authorizing certain Indian tribes and bands, or any of them,
regiding in the State of Washington, to present their claims to
the Court of Claims, which were, on page 6, line 18, to strike
out the cemma and “but any " and insert a period and “ Any”;
on page T, line T, to strike out “any one” and insert “all ”; and
on the same page, line 17, after the word “ annum,” to insert a
comma and “subject to appropriation by Congress for the
thealth, education, and industrial advancement of said Indians,
including the building of homes.”

Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate agree to the amend-
wients made by the House.

The motion was agreed to.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR LEGISLATIVE BRANCH
Mr. WARREN submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
{wo Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H., R.
12875) making appropriations for the legislative branch of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows:

'ﬁ‘l;sg the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 39
an :
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 9, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30,
31, 32, 33, 84, 35, 36, 37, 38, 40, 41, and 44, and agree to the same.

The committee of conference have not agreed on amendments
numbered 42, 43, and 46. '
F. E. WARREN,

ReEp Smoor,

CHARLES CURTIS,

E. 8. BROUSSARD,

Rovarn 8. CoPELAND,

the part of the Senate.

FRANK MURPHY,

Geo, A. WELSH,

W, P. HoLADAY,

JoHN N, SANDLIN,

Epwarn T, TAYLOR,
Managers on the part of the House.

Managers on

The report was agreed to. '
: CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. HEFLIN obtained the floor,

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield that I
may suggest the absence of a quorum?

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield for that purpose.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 suggest the absence of a quorum.

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 Fletcher La Follette Sheppard
Barkley. Frazier MeKellar Hhi;?r?tead
Bingham George McLean Shortridge
Black Gerry McMaster Simmons
Blaine Gillett McNary Smith
Blease Glass Mayfield Smoot
Borah Golt Metealf Hteck
Bratton Gooding Moses Steiwer
Brookhart Gould Neely Stephens
Broussard Greene Norbecl Swianson
Bruce Hale Norris Thomas
Capper Harris Nye Tydings
Caraway Harrison Oddie Tyson
Copeland Hawes Overman Vandenberg
Couzens Hayden Phipps Wagner
Curtis Hetlin Pine Walsh, Mass,
Cutting Howell Pittman Walsh, Mont,
Deneen Johnson Ransdell Warren

Dill Jones Reed, Mo, Waterman
Edge Kendrick Reed, I'a, Wheeler
Ridwards Keyes Sackett

Fess King Schall

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-six Senators having an-
swered to their names, a quornm is present.

ONE HUNDRED AND FIFTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF CONQUEST OF THHE
NORTHWEST TERRITORY

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution
(8. J. Res. 23) providing for the participation of the United
States in the celebration in 1929 and 1930 of the one hundred
and fiftieth anniversary of the conquest of the Northwest Ter-
ritory by Gen. George Rogers Clark and his army, and author-
izing an appropriation for the construction of a permanent
memorial of the Revolutionary War in the West, and of the
accession of the old Northwest to the United States on the site
of Fort Sackville, which was captured by George Rogers Clark
and his men February 25, 1779, which was, to strike out all
after the enacting clanse and insert a substitnute.

Mr. FESS. I move that the Senate disagree to the amend-
ment of the House and request a conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and that the Chair appoint
the conferees on the part of the Senate,

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed
Mr. Fess, Mr. Howerr, and Mr, McKeLLAr conferees on the
part of the Senate.

BEPORT OF THE JUVENILE COURT OF THE
(5. DOC. NO. 08) =

Mr. CAPPER. I present a letter addressed to me by the
Attorney General, forwarding two communications from Judge
Kathryn Sellers, of the juvenile court of the District of Co-
lumbia, together with a report covering the activities of that
court during the year ended June 30, 1927. I ask an order, in
accordance with the wusual practice, that it be printed as a
Senate document,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. VANDENBERG. I present a telegram from Henry C.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Walters, of Detroit, Mich.,, president of the Michigan Bar
Association, protesting against the passage of Senate bill 3151,
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which I ask may be printed in the Recorp and referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

There being no objection, the telegram was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary and ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

It is not feasible to call a meeting of the 1,600 members of the
Michigan State Bar Association to take formal action. But 19 out
of the 27 directors and directors at large, which is the governing body
unit, bave asked me to protest on behalf of the assoclation against
the passage of 8. 3151 on the ground that miscarriages of justice
would follow upon its enactment. Remaining 8 directors and direc-
tors at large not yet heard from. The 19 heard from include former
Chief Justice Carpenter, ex-Judge Murfin, George W. Weadock, Mark
Norris, Stuart Knappen, George B, Nichols, George W. Cook, Wade
Millis, Burritt Hamilton, Walter Foster, and C. W. Perry, all former
presidents of the State assoclation. The governing body consists of
lawyers long in active practice, and they know from experience that
real prejudice exists against nonresident litigants and that it is much
less pernicious in its effect in Federal than in State courts. They
feel that passage of the act would work Incalculable mischief and
constitute deplorable retrogression.

Iexry C. WALTERS,
President Michigan Btate Bar Association, Detroit, Mich,

‘Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by Barl C.
Gormley Post, No. 45, American Legion, of Junction City,
Kans., favoring the passage of the so-called Capper-Johnson
universal draft bill, which was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs. .

Mr. JONES presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sunny-
side, Wash., praying for the passage of the so-called universal
draft bill, which was referred to the Committee on Military
Affairs,

He also presented a resolution adopted at the annual meet-
ing of the Washington State Society Sons of the American
Revolution, favoring the passage of the so-called Box bill, pro-
viding for the restriction of Mexican immigration, which was
referred to the Committee on Immigration.

Mr. FESS presented petitions of sundry citizens of the State
of Ohio, praying for the passage of legislation granting increased
pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, which were
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. COPELAND presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Brooklyn and vicinity, in the State of New York, praying for
the passage of legislation granting increased pensions to Civil
War veterans and their widows, which were, referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

Mr. McLEAN presented a resolution of Raymond W. Harris
Post, No. 145, Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States,
of Bridgeport, Conn., favoring the passage of the so-called
Gold Star Mothers hill, which was referred to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

He also presented the petition of Eddy-Glover Post, No. 6,
American Legion, of New Britain, Conn., favoring the passage
of the so-called Capper universal draft bill, which was referred
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also presented letters in the nature of petitions from
Middletown Branch, No. 175, of Middletown, and Capital City
Braneh, No. 86, of Hartford, both of the National Association of
Letter Carriers, in the State of Connecticut, favoring the pas-
sage of the so-called Dale civil service retirement bill, which
were referred fo the Committee on Civil Service.

He also presented letters in the nature of petitions from
Sarah Williams Chapter, Danghters of the American Revolution,
of Danielson, and Sibbel Dwight Kent Chapter, Daughters of
the American Revolution, of Suffield and Windsor Locks, both
in the State of Connecticut, praying for the retention of the
national origins quota provision in the immigration law, which
were referred to the Committee on Immigration.

He also presented a resolution adopted at the forty-fourth
annual encampment of the Connecticat Division, Sons of Union
Veterans of the Civil War, favoring the passage of legisldtion
granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and their
widows, which was referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented letters in the nature of petitions from the
congregations of the First Congregational Church of Stamford
and the Methodist Episcopal Church of New London, and of
sundry citizens of Danbury and New Haven, all in the State of
Connecticut, praying for the passage of the so-called Gillett
resolution (8. Res. 139) suggesting a further exchange of views
relative to the World Court, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. SACKETT, from the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia, to which was referred the bill (8. 4087) authorizing
the use of certain land owned by the United States in the Dis-
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triet of Columbia for street purposes, reported it without amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 1052) thereon. |

Mr. WALSH of Montana, from the Committee on Publie
Lands and Surveys, to which was referred the bill (H, R. 8110)
withdrawing from entry the northwest quarter section 12, town-
ship 30 north, range 19 east, Montana meridian, reported it
with an amendment and submitted a report (No. 1053) thereon.

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads, to which was referred the hill (8. 2528) for the relief
of Sheldon R. Purdy, reported it with an amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 1054) thereon. :

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs,
to which was referred the bill (8. 727) authorizing the attorney .
general of the State of California to bring suit in the Court
of Claims on behalf of the Indians of Califernia, reported it
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 1055) thereon.

Mr, DALE, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was
referred the bill (8. 4295) authorizing the State Highway Com-
mission, Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge across the Cumberland River at or near
the mouth of Indian Creek in Russell County, Ky., reported it
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1056) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8. 4289) authorizing the State Highway Commission, Com-
monwealth of Kentucky, to construct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Cumberland River at or near Neelys Ferry
in Cumberland County, Ky., reported it with an amendment and
submitted a report (No. 1057) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred
the following bills, reported them severally with amendments
and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 4290) authorizing the State Highway Commission,
Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Cumberland River at or near Burkesville,
Cumberland County, Ky. (Rept. No. 1058) ;

A bill (8. 4291) authorizing the State Highway Commission,
Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construet, maintain, and oper-
ate a bridge across the Cumberland River at or near Arat,
Cumberland County, Ky. (Rept. No. 1059) ;

A bill (S, 4292) authorizing the State Highway Commission,
Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construet, maintain, and oper-
ate a bridge across the Cumberlind River at or near Center
Point in Monroe County, Ky. (Rept. No. 1060) ; and

A bill (8. 4293) authorizing the State Highway Commission,
Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a bridge across the Cumberland River at or near Creelsboro,
in Russell County, Ky. (Rept. No. 1061).

FEDERAL OFFICES IN GEORGIA

Mr. MOSES, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads, to which was referred the resolution (8. Res, 193) di-
recting an investigation of the barter of Federal offices in the
State of Georgia, reported it with amendments, and moved that
the resolution be referred to the Committee to Audit and Con-
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, which was
agreed to.

COOPERATIVE MAREKETING OF FARM PRODUCTS

Mr. SHIPSTEAD, from the Committee on Printing, reported
the following concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res. 18), which
was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to:

Resolved by the Benate (the House of Representatives concurring),
That 1,500 copies of Senate Document No. 95, entitled * Report of the
Federal Trade Commission on Cooperative Marketing of Farm Produets,”
transmitted to the Senate on May 2, 1928, in response to Senate Reso-
lution 34, Sixty-ninth Congress, be printed, with illustrations, of which
500 copies shall be for the use of the Sepate and 1,000 copies for the
use of the House of Representatives.

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that this day that commitfee presented to the President of the
TUnited States the enrolled bill (8. 3594) to extend the period of
restriction in lands of certain members of the Five Civilized
Tribes, and for other purposes.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. MOSES:

A Dbill (8. 4382) to amend the act (Public, No. 135, 68th
Cong.) approved May 24, 1924, entitled “An act for the reorgani-
zation and improvement of the Foreign Service of the United
States, and for other purposes”; to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.
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By Mr. TYSON:

A bill (8. 4383) granting a pension to Mary Lizzie Mosby ; to
the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. BINGHAM :

A bill (8. 4384) to amend an act entitled “An act creating the
United States Court for China and preseribing the jurisdiction
thereof ” (Publie, No. 403, 59th Cong.), and an act entitled “An
act making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular
Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921 " (Public, No.
238, 66th Cong.) ; to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. NORBECK :

A Dbill (8. 4385) to establish the Teton National Park in the
State of South Dakota, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. TYDINGS:

A bill (8. 4386) to authorize and direct the Federal Trade
Commission to investigate the practices of the chain-store
organizations; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FESS:

A Dbill (S. 4387) granting an increase of pension to Frances
Bales; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HALE:

A Dbill (8. 4388) granting a pension to Adelaide A. Ryerson;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HOWELL:

A bill (8. 4389) for the relief of Ralph Rhees (with accom-
panying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 4390) for the relief of the Ayer & Lord Tie Co. (Inc.)
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. GOFF':

A bill (8. 4391) waiving the statute of limitations in the
claim of Leona E. Kidwell under the civil service retirement
act; to the Committee on Civil Service.

A bill (8. 4392) to amend an act entitled “An act creating the
United States Court for China and prescribing the jurisdiction
thereof ” (Public, No. 403, 59th Cong.), and an act entitled “An
act making appropriations for the Diplomatic and Consular
Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1921 " (Publie, No.
238, 66th Cong.) ; to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. McNARY :

A bill (8. 4393) to authorize arrests in certain cases and to
protect employees of the Department of Agriculture in the
execution of their duties; to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry.

By Mr. FLETCHER :

A bill (8. 4394) to amend “An act granting pensions and
increase of pensions to eertain soldiers and sailors of the war
with Spain, the Philippine insurrection, or the China relief
expedition, to certain maimed soldiers, to certain widows, minor
children, and helpless children of such soldiers and sailors, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 4395) to amend section 305 of the World War
veterans' act, as amended ; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. MOSES:

A joint resolution (8. J. Res. 144) relating to the manufac-
ture of stamped envelopes; to the Committee on Post Offices
and Post Roads.

FOUR YEARS' TERM FOR REPRESENTATIVES IN CONGRESS

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the Norris resolution hav-
ing been defeated, I introduce a joint resolution changing the
terms of Members of the House from two years to four years.
TUnder the present situation, newly elected Members of the
House scarcely take their seats before beginning a campaign
for reelection; and that sitnation ought to be corrected. I ask
that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary in the hope that we can extend the terms of Mem-
bers of the House from two years to four years, so that a
Member may have an opportunity at least to get acquainted
with his work before he has to run for office again.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res, 145) proposing an amendment
to the Constitution of the United States relative to the terms
of Representatives was read twice by its title and referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

AMENDMENT TO TAX REDUCTION BILL

Mr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to House bill 1, the tax reduction bill, which
wis ordered to lie on the table and to be printed.

DEFENSES IN PATENT SUITS

Mr. DILL submitted an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute intended to be proposed by him to the bill (8. 2783)
to provide for the forfeiture of patent rights in case of convie-
tion under laws prohibiting monopoly, which was referred to the
Committee on Patents and ordered to be printed.
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MARKETING OF PERISHABLE AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS

Mr. BORAH submitted an amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute intended to be proposed by him to the bill (8. 1294) to
suppress unfair and fraudulent practices in the marketing of
perishable agricultural commodities in interstate and foreign
commerce, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed.

ORDER FOR EVENING SESSION ON THURSDAY

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
present the following order, and I ask for its immediate con-
sideration. ;

The VICE PRESIDENT. The c¢lerk will read the order.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Ordered (by unanimous consent), That on Thursday, May 10, 1928, at
not later than 6 o'clock p. m., the Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock
p. m., and that at the evening session, which shall not continue later
than 11 o’clock p. m., the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bills
on the calendar, under Rule VIIIL.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr, President, is unanimous consent asked for
the order?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas has
asked unanimous consent for its adoption.

Mr. BRUCE. I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made.

Mr. CURTIS subsequently said: Mr. President, before the
Senator from Alabama proceeds further, if he will allow me to
interrupt him, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce] is will-
ing to withdraw his objection to the request for unanimous
consent. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me to present
it again?

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Maryland a day or two ago
objected to the bill I am discussing, and I will pay him my com-
pliments in a few moments, I yield to the Senator from Kansas.

Mr. CURTIS. I present a request for unanimous consent
and ask that it may be read and entered info.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Ordered (by wnanimous consent), That on Thursday, May 10, 1928, at
not later than 6 o'clock p. m., the Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock
p. m., and that at the evening session, which shall not continue later
than 11 o'clock p. m., the Benate proceed to the consideration of the bills
on the calendar, under Rule VIII.

Mr. KING. I think the Senator ought to change the hour
of adjournment on that evening to 10.30 p. m.

Mr. CURTIS. I am willing to change it to 10.30 p. m.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request for
unanimous consent will be modified so ag to provide for a ses-
sion beginning at 8 o'clock and adjourning at not later than
10.30 o'clock p. m. Is there objection to the request for unani-
mous consent as modified?

The unanimous-consent agreement as modified was entered
into, as follows:

Ordered by unanimous consent, That on Thursday, May 10, 1928, at
not later than 6 o'clock p. m., the Benate take a recess until 8 o'clock
p. m., and that at the evening session, which shall not continue later
than 10.30 o'clock p. m., the Senate proceed to the consideration of the
bills on the calendar, under Rule VIII.

COTTON-PRICE PREDICTIONS—THE FLAG—GOVERNOR SMITH

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, on yesterday I gave notice
that this morning I would discuss the cotton bill (8. 3845),
which I have pending in the Senate, the flag in connection with
the guestion which I raised yesterday, the candidacy of Gov-
ernor Smith, and the presidential situation generally,

Mr. President, on the 15th of September, 1927, the Bureau of
Economics, in the Department of Agriculture, gave out a most
remarkable statement in which it predicted the prices of cotton.
It had no authority to make such a prediction. After reciting
the fact that the boll weevil had injuriously affected the crop,
that the yield had been cut nearly a million bales in a month,
and that the crop would be 5,000,000 bales short of the previous
crop, they said, “Therefore we predict that the prices will
decline.”

(At this point Mr. HeFLiN yielded to Mr, Curtis to present a
request for unanimous consent.)

Mr. HEFLIN. Mpr. President, I hope I will not be inter-
rupted any more until I can state the facts in this case, That
price prediction broke the cotton market, and the cotton farmers
lost some $35 to $40 a bale on the cotton crop of 1927 We
are seeking to prevent the occurrence of another such de-
structive and criminal act. I saw the necessity of having some
law on the subject, and while we were debating the Agricul-
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tural appropriation bill the Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
Simmons], the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKeLrar], and
other Senators snggested that as I had raised the question
here I should introduce a bill providing a penalty for making
such cotton-price predictions. 1 did introduce such a bill; it
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry;
and it was unanimously reported by that committee.

When I first called it up, the Senator from Rhode Island
[Mr. MercArr], who comes from a New England cotton-spinning
State and is himself a spinner, as I understand, objected. He
yenewed his objection later, but finally, as I understand, with-
drew his objection.

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce]l, who is supposed
to represent in part a State of the South where the home of
the cotton industry is located, objected. The Senator knew the
importance of passing this measure; he knew how greatly in-
terested the cotton producers of the section from which he
comes were, but he objected. He has never withdrawn his
objection. I hardly know how to characterize the strange con-
duct of the Senator from Maryland, who pretends to represent
the southern section at least to some extent. Of course, we
all are from various States and represent in particular our
States and try to represent the whole country as best we can.
I do, and I think other Senators here in the main do. There
are Senators here who, I believe, are whole-heartedly dedi-
cated to the public interest and are trying to serve the country.
There are some who seem to have the center of gravity in their
systems on the side of special interests.

The farmers of my section have not only been sorely op-
pressed, but absolutely robbed of millions and millions of dol-
lars by that strange and unwarranted price prediction made
by the Agricultural Department here at Washington.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator for
a moment?

Mr. HEFLIN. I will let the Senator interrupt me just for a
moment.

Mr. BRUCE. There is such a thing as even momentary
satisfaction. I will say to the Senator that he is laboring
under an entire misapprehension in believing that I have any
fixed prepossession against this bill of his. All I suggested the
other day was that I did not think at the time that a matter
of such importance ought to be taken up for instant considera-
tion. What I was hoping was that some Member of this body
who is more familiar with the problem than am I, after hearing
the Senator from Alabama, would make an argument that would
enable me to realize just how much force the point of view op-
posite to that of the Senator from Alabama has. That is all
I think it is not unlikely, after I hear the Senator from Ala-
bama and have heard what may be said in opposition to him,
that I will vote for his bill.

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, Mr. President, the Senator is too late
now, because I am going to express myself on this subject.
Seven or eight objections have been made here to the passage
of this bill and I think certain interests have suggested the ob-
jections. There are Jesuits who sit in this gallery every day,
and Roman Catholic priests. I think that they have got friends
here through whom they may have objection interposed.

Now, I will give some of my reasons as to why this measure
ought to pass. The cotton farmers of the South on a single
cotton crop have lost $400,000,000 because of the low price of
cotton produced by the unwarranted, unjustified, and outrageous
price prediction made by this board in the Department of Agri-
culture.

AMr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Alabama yield to me?

Mr, HEFLIN, Not now;-I can not yield to the Senator now.
He is one of the Senators who objected to the consideration of
my bill on yesterday, and I am coming to him just as soon as I
can get to him.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. You may come any time you wish.

Mr, HEFLIN. 1 will certainly accommodate the Senator
soon, The Senator from California himself comes from a cot-
ton-growing State.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, And I know as much about cotton as

ou do.
g Mr. HEFLIN. His people were robbed by this same predic-
tion, and yet he objected to the passage of this bill on yester-
day. I want the cotton farmers of his State to know the true
gituation and let them inquire of him——

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. So they may——

Mr. HEFLIN. What interest he was looking after when he
was trying to prevent the passage of a bill which would pun-
ish their enemies who had robbed them of two or three million
dollars in that State.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Now, will the Senator courteously per-
mit me to ask him a question? It will be put in the utmost
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good faith, and it may shorten this discussion. It is this: If
the Senator will explain to me how this loss, logically and eco-
nomically, may be attributed to the prediction which the Secre-
tary put out, I should be persuaded that he is right, but for
the moment I have never been able to understand why that pre-
diction of the Secretary had that baneful and hurtful effect. I
can not see the logic of that contention.

Mr. HEFLIN. Would the Senator want to give any depart-
ment of the Government the right to predict prices on any farm
product of this country?

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. For the moment, I see no economical
or logical reason why the people of our country might not be
alded by the advice of a Secretary presumably familiar with
all the facts with respect to our own Nation and the commerce
of the world.

Mr, CARAWAY. Mr. President——

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. CARAWAY. If it is not conceded that the prediction of
the Secretary of Agriculture actually broke the price, he did a
perfectly foolish thing, becanse if it did not affect the price he
had no right to use up Government paper and ink to put out a
prediction unless it would affect the price.

Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly.

Mr. CARAWAY. It was calculated to do so. If it did not do
so, he did a perfectly indefensible and inexcusable thing, an
idle and foolish thing, But if it broke the price, as everybody
knows it did, then he did a most unjustifiable thing, because he
took the sustenance of men and women who had labored
through a year to produce a product, and broke the price over
night with a prediction that it was selling too high.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President——

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield.

Mr. SMITH. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me,
I should like to say a word in reply to the suggestion made
by the Senator from California [Mr. SHorTRIDGE]. The Chief
of the Bureau of Economics, under oath, swore that the reason
the prediction was made was because the department consid-
ered the price too high. I should like to say to the Senator
that I think the Senate or any board to whom the facts had
been presented as they were in the context of this bulletin
touching the situation in cotton would, if the last line and a
half were striken out, have said, “ The price has not yet re-
sponded to the facts; it has not as yet gone as high as the
law of supply and demand would put it.”

1f the Senator will allow me to make just this further state-
ment, it was then ascertained that the production of last year
was approximately five and one-half million bales less than
that of the preceding year. The consumption by the world of
American cotton was the greatest in its history. There never
was a more healthy tone in the textile market. That was testi-
fied before the committee by witnesses representing spinners,
cotton merchants, and speculators. Every one uniformly testi-
fied that the price obtaining at the time this prediction was
made was easily justifiable on the law of supply and demand,
and every one testified that they thought it would have gone
still higher. But when the Government, with all the facts
known to them that were known to the trade, and no more,
and perhaps not as much known by these gentlemen in the
Bureau of Economics as others knew, came out and as a
non sequitur, an absolutely illogical conclusion from the prem-
ises they set down, said, “The price is likely to decline,” it
paralyzed the entire cotton-buying world to such an extent that
telegrams poured in from all the exchanges to the Secretary
of Agriculture, inquiring if he authorized it. Was it official?
Could it be possible under the cireumstances? They are in
the hearings, and will be in the report that I hope to make as to
the facts brought out after nearly three months of as com-
plete investigation as we could make.

The producers protested. The cotton merchants protested.
The cotton exchanges and the speculators wanted to know
why. It never had been done before; and, remember, it was in
the beginning of the marketing period when not a bale could be

dded to the erop nor one subtracted from it, except one did
g: arbitrarily ; and upon the known fact that the production
was five or six million bales less than that of the previous year,
with an unusually inereased demand and a healthy tone, the
question was, * What good purpose can the Government serve,
especially the producer, by giving any such statement to the
public now?”

It was all right for them in the spring, in March and April,
to say, “ The carry-over of old cotton is so many bales, and
if you plant extravagantly you may have lower prices.” That
was justifiable. That was what we appointed them to do—
not the Bureau of Eeconomics but the Bureau of the Census
and others. That was all right. They could say, and did say,
in other instances, “If you plant and make a large crop and




add it to the large carry-over, you will get lower prices; but
if you observe the history of crops and provide for a small
crop, you will get better prices.” That is precisely what they
did in 1927. They responded to that adyice in March and April.
They planned to reduce their acreage, and the insect infesta-
tion added to it and startled the world with the small result
and the consequent rise in the price. Now, what possible good
purpose could they serve when the advice had already been
given and the crop was already marketed by coming in the
midst of a prosperous condition and upsetting the whole thing
and demoralizing the whole world?

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from South Caro-
lina has stated the matter very clearly. Most Senators who
keep themselves informed as to what is going on in this country
wonld not have to have the matter explained to them at length
at this time—the loss of $400,000,000 to the people of one sec-
tion who produced the cotton ecrop of the United States, the
men who toiled through the year to produce it, and frequently
their families with them in the field, in the hot sun, and then
came into the market place and were battered to death by a
Government bureau going into the realm of price prediction on
the cotton crop of the United States. I do not hesitate to say
that I think they were influenced to do it by wicked and un-
scrupulous cotton factors. The president of the New York
Cotton Exchange swore that if he had the power to predict
the price, and had the weight of the Government behind it, he
would give millions of dollars for such a power.

This dreadful thing has been done to the cotton farmers of
my State. Farmers have lost their homes and have gone into
the towns and cities to try to get work. They were unable to
meet their obligations. A loss of $35 to $40 a bale took away
all their profit and put the price below the cost of produc-
tion. When I labor as I have dome at this session on this
committee with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmiTm]
to investigate the scoundrels who brought about this ruin, and
intreduce this bill, and get it favorably reported, and bring it
upon this calendar, it is a strange thing, I say, to have the
Senator from Maryland—who ought to be in sympathy with the
people of the South who produce cotton, and who are now
selling it below the cost of production, and who have lost $35
to $40 a bale on it this season—get up and make an objection
without stating any reason for it. Five or six objections hav-

ing already been made, I confess that I was getting a little

tired of it.

I am one Senator who is not going around here to beg
Senators privately to withdraw their objections to my bills.
I think legislation ought to be had in the open, and facts ought
to be brought out. If your measure is not meritoriouns, it ought
to fail. Let the responsibility be taken by those who are will-
ing to make these objections for outside influences, whether or
not they are prejudiced against me for making the fight I have
made for my country in my opposition to the war sought by the
Knights of Columbus at the time when Mr. BoyrLaN, a Member
of the House, a Roman Catholic, introduced the resolution to
sever diplomatic relations with Mexico. 1 have no apology to
make for all that, and I will meet in the open any enemy I have
because of it; I do not care whether he is a Catholie, or a
Protestant, or a half-hammered Protestant sailing under Protes-
tant colors,

Mr., President, I will never forget a scene near my home—
a man, his wife, and two children; a farmer, a boy 14 years
old, and a little girl of 6. He had nearly paid for his little
farm. He had painted his house, He owned two or three
mules and had bought him a Ford car and was trying to get
up in the world. Low-priced cotton came. He could not meet
his obligations. The mortgage was foreclosed. He was passing
my home with his wife sitting in the wagon, back of the driver,
with a portion of their household goods. She was holding the
little girl by her side, and the farmer himself, with his 14-year-
old boy, was walking behind the wagon. I knew him well. I
hailed him as he passed my home. I went out to him and said,
“IWhere are you going? What is the matter?” He dropped
his head; with a lump in his throat he said, “I am going dow
to the cotton factory at Lanett, I and my boy, to work in th
mill.” I said, “What in the world are you giving up your
little farm for? You had a nice little home and farm out
there,” He shook his head and shed tears like a child and he
said, * I have lost my home. I have lost everything. I am not
out of debt. I am in an awful fix.” He said, “ My little boy
took it harder than anyone else. He did not seem to under-
stand it until we got ready to leave. We all walked out. He
closed the gate and looked back at the old home, and turned to
me with tears in his eyes and said, ‘Papa, what does all this
mean?’'"

These people have been mistreated and robbed. I am fight-
ing for them. I am seeking to give them a fair deal. I want
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them to have the necessities of life and some of the comforts
of life. God knows they are entitled to them. I want them to
be able to educate their children. I do not want them to be
agricultural slaves; and it was that motive that prompted me
to introduce this measure and to ask for its immediate passage.
I did not expect to have a man like the Senator from Mary-
land—who, I suppose, is supported by the farmers of his State—
some of them at least—a man who ought to stand with drawn
syvord to battle for the producing eclasses not only of one sec-
tion, but of all other sections, rise and object. If it had not
been for his objection, this bill would have passed the Senate
and have been in the House now, and it would have. been
referred to a committee, and they would have gone to work on
it, and the bill would have passed; but he helped to prevent
action and he stayed the hand of legislation by his objection.
He bhas never withdrawn it. I doubt whether he has ever read
the bill or not; and now he says if it could be explained to him
he might withdraw his objection, I shall move to pass that
bill, and I shall ask a roll ecall on it.

Senators know me very well, some of them, most of them
here. You never heard me make one of these objections to
anybody's bill that had merit in it; I do not care whose it is.
You can not point to a single instance where I have ever in-
dulged in such practices as that. But when the cotton specu-
lators do not want this bill passed, when the cotton gamblers
do not want it passed, when those who profit by low and de-
structive prices of cotton to the farmer do not want it passed,
the Senator from Maryland rises and objects, blocks its passage
by his objection, and he could do that because we were pro-
ceeding by unanimous consent at that time. Then on yester-
day the Senator from Californin [Mr. SHorTRIDGE], the tall
sycamore from the Pacific slope, rose and, strange to say, inter-
posed his objection, and I explained to him then what the bill
meant, and I asked him, as kindly as I could, to let me pass it.
He shook his head and waved his hand with those magnificent
and graceful gestures that he indulges in, and still objected.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permt
me to interrupt him?

Mr. HEFLIN. I desire to say that the Senator from Cali-
fornia and the Senator from Maryland are largely responsible
for the time I am consuming to-day, by throwing themselves in
front of needed and meritorious legislation for the farmers of the
South and the farmers of California. I am fighting their battle,
while the Senator from California is blocking legislation in-
tended to aid and protect them.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yleld
to me?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama
vield to the Senator from California?

Mr. HEFLIN. Just briefly, because the Senator has got me to
speaking now and I do not want to be pestered very much,

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I do not wish to engage in personalities,
may I say to the Senator from Alabama. I pever do, and I
mean nothing personal., I was about to ask him, if he would be
good enough to reply, this question:

The bill, as it appears, when first introduced related to cotton,
corn, maize, wheat, rye, oats, barley, flaxseed, and other grains,
In a desire to get at the philosophy or the reasoning which per-
mits the elimination of these other items, I will ask the Senator
this question

Mr, HEFLIN. I stated to the Senator that all that had been
stricken out and that the bill now referred only to cotton, I
can not yield to the Senator to go over things like that.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. But why was it struck out? If it is
good, if the Senator’s argument is sound—and I am not now dis-
puting it—why is it not good as to wheat, as to corn, and so on?

Mr. HEFLIN. They have not predicted any prices on grain
and the grain growers wanted that out.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President——

Mr. HEFLIN. I want to say that I will vote for any meas-
ure that will help the grain-growing West, and deliver those
farmers from the hands and the clutches of the robbers, The
farmers of the West have some representatives here who are
faithful to them; and when they come and tell me, “ Here is a
bill that will give the grain growers a fair deal, and we want
you southern fellows to help us,” we help them, I would do it.
I have done it. I announce it in the open, and they are for
my bill. They wanted grain out, and I let them strike it out,
and I told the Senator yesterday afternoon that it was all
stricken out and applied only to cotton; so the Senator had no
excuse whatever to object to its passage.

Did the Senator from North Carolina [Mr, Simmons] waat
me to yield to him?

Mr., SIMMONS. No, Mr. President

Mr., HARRIS. Mr. President—
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Mr. HEFLIN. T thought the able Senator from North Caro-
lina, who is right on practically everything he advocates, wanted
me to yield to him. I yield to the Senator from Georgia, who is
another good friend of the farmer.

Mr. HARRIS. 1 am sure the Senator would like to correct
one statement he made. He said they had not predicted that
grain would go down. At the same time that they predicted
that cotton would go down they said that corn would go down,
and in the same statement they predicted that wheat would
£o up.

Mr. HEFLIN. I had overlooked that.

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr. President, I was not on my feet for
the purpose of interrupting the Senator a few moments ago;
but, since he has alluded to me by name, I will do go to the
extent of saying that I am heartily for the bill which he has
proposed.

Mr. HEFLIN. 1 thank the Senator.

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think that any official of the De-
partment of Agriculture, or any other department of this Gov-
ernment, has a right to express an opinion upon the future
price of a product. That is beyond the domain or jurisdiction
that we have given any department. As lawyers say, it is ultra
vires. This prediction must have been made, if made delib-
erately, for a purpose.

Mr. HEFLIN. That is what I think.

Mr. SIMMONS. And it could not have been made, if for a
purpose, for any purpese other than to restrain the advance in
the price of cotton.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator is entirely correct in that, and
we are in hearty agreement.

Mr. President, there is no question about it, there are those
in this body, and in all other legislative bodies, I suppose,
who really want to legislate for the good of the masses of the
people, who want to hold this Government true to the purpose
of its ereation, who want to be useful to the country. There are
others, I have been thinking, who have an ear that they keep
mighty close to the ground regarding special interests, and
if one introduces a bill in the interest of the farmer, and they
think it will get on the toes of the special interests, they are
ready to object. Then one will withdraw his objection, and they
will call on another one to object, and then keep that up until
it is too late to pass the bill. Then, when you ask them why
they did it, they say, I wanted an opportunity to look into it.”

I am giving you an opportunity now. I have invited you to
look into the Cotton Belt. Men killed themselves after these
prices broke and they were ruined, and others lost their minds
and have gone to asylums for the insane. Mortgages have been
foreclosed, homes have been lost to the farmers, and they have
drifted into the cities to swell the number of the unemployed
and to bid for the jobs that our laboring men already there
now have. You are making the problem of life on the farm
exceedingly hard; but none of these things seem to appeal to
some Senators, and they rise and object, they protest against
the passage of such a measure as this.

AMr. President, let me tell Senators what the testimony has
shown. The ex-president of the New York Cotton Exchange, Mr.
Marks, under oath said that, in his opinion, this price prediction
cost the farmers $20 a bale. That would amount to over
$200,000,000 for the whole erop. The president of the New
York Cotton Exchange. Mr. Herbert, who has been in the
cotton business all his life, and whose father before him was
in that business, testified under oath that this prediction broke
the price, and that if the prediction had not been made, cotton,
in his judgment, would have gone to 30 cents a pound. Sena-
tors, what would that have meant to the farmers of the South?
Four hundred million dollars. To do what? To pay their debts,
to carry on their operations, to lift the mortgages from the
homes and farms, to make their families happy, to educate their
children, and to give them some of the comforts of life.

Yet the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from Cali-
fornia throw their stalwart statures across the path of this
legislation and hold it up. This legislation has been pending
here for about a month. One objection after another has been
made. I want the Recorp to show just who it is that is block-
ing legislation in the interest of the people, just who it is who
is willing to rise and protest against measures that are merito-
rious, in the interest of the toiling masses of our people.

Mr. Bryan made a great speech, in which he said everything
depended on the farmer; and that is true. The Bible says that
bread is the staff of life; and the farmer produces that. Mr.
Bryan said, * Tear down your cities and leave your farms, and
your cities will spring up again as if by magic. But destroy
your farms, and grass will grow in the streets of every city in
the country.” That is true. You break the morale of the
farming eclass, these fine, firm citizens, and you strike the Gov-
ernment a body blow. Rome started on her decline when she
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proceeded, as the Senator from Maryland has proceeded and as
the Senator from California has proceeded, to stand in front of
honest, meritorious, needed legislation for the farmers of the
country. When Rome struck agriculture down her doom was
in sight, and in the United States 2.000,000 farmers have lost
in their struggle; they have lost their homes and farms and
gone to the cities.

Two millions of them, I repeat, have lost their farms, in six
years. In the face of that, the Senator from Maryland objects
to my bill which is aimed at an action which has robbed the
farmers recently on one crop, the farmers of the South, in a
sister State to the State of Maryland—God bless old Maryland!
I sometimes sympathize with her. He objects to legislation
that one of her sons, a member of the Committee on Agricul-
ture, introduced in this body. I know the facts. I am trying
to relieve the situation. I would vote just as quickly to relieve
the farmers of California, or of Maryland, or of a State in any
other section.

What interest is it that is stalking around this Capitol? Is
it those who are interested financially, or has some priest sug-
gested to some of his friends that he hopes they will hold up
and defeat HEFLIN'S bill, because the Roman hierarchy and the
political machine are on his trail? I wonder if that is a part
of the punishment they want to visit upon me. I defy them all.
When I get to where I can not stand in this body and defend
my country without fearing that I will be punished by a Roman
Catholic political machine, I ought to get out of the Senate.
When I get to where I can not express my views for the good
of my country and defend free institutions in America in their
integrity, it will be time for me to quit this body.

Senators, you are going soon to reach the time when you will
have to meet this issne. I am receiving a lot of copies of letters
you are getting now from your home States asking you to sup-
port me, and I have had assurances from many of you that you
are back of me. You are going to have to meet this issue in the
open. You are not going to be subjected to intimidation by
priests who come here and send in for Senators, or see them at
their hotels, and suggest in whispered conversation the course
to pursue in this body.

I do not ask for any quarter at all. They can oppose me
and my measures if they want to. If the bill is a righteous
one, it is a contemptible spirit that would prompt the opposi-
tion; but I do not ask them to withdraw their opposition. I
will put these measures up to this body, and let them vote in the
open record as to how they stand upon these questions. I sub-
mit to you that I have all sorts of grounds to helieve that they
have taken an interest against this very bill. I will talk
perhaps a little plainer on it later on.

Mr. President, there should not be a dissenting vote in this
body on this measure. I have reminded Senators before that
in 1904 the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SmiTH],
the best informed man on cotton who has ever been a Member
of Congress in either branch, in my judgment, a farmer him-
self, able and fearless in the service of the farmers, detected
frand and corruption in the Agriculture Department in 1904,
when two employees padded the reports on cotton production
and sold out to some gamblers on the exchange in New York,
and made $40,000 befween them. The names of those gentle-
men were Hyde and Holmes. Now comes this thing. The sell-
out of Hyde and Holmes cost the farmer about $7.50 a bale.
This prediction, this criminal action, cost the farmer $35 to $40
a bale, and the Government never authorized the department to
make the prediction. They included a carry-over report in it,
something they have never done before. That comes under the
duty of the Census Department. They handled it all in that
report, and hammered the price, admitting that the erop was
5,000,000 bales shorter than the one before, and the estimate
of the yield had fallen nearly a million bales, and that the
boll weevil was doing a lot of damage. Still, in the face of
that, they predicted the low price.

Senators, I am just asking for a fair deal for these cotton
producers of the United States.

FPOSITION OF THE UKNITED STATES FLAG

Now, to the second phase of this matter. Yesterday I intro-
duced a resolution setting out the fact that the Roman Catholie
flag had been heisted above and flown above the United States
flag on the battleship Florida and the battleship Cinecinnati, 1
have seen the pictures of both. I have both of them. I referred
to one of them, the Cincinnati, in this Chamber a month or more
ago. I have here a picture of the battleship Florida, and ex-
hibited it to several Senators yesterday.

Mr. President, I ask that the clerk read my resolution in my
time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Currive in the chair).
The clerk will read.
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The legislative clerk read as follows :

Whereas it is alleged that the Roman Catholic flag, the same design
as the flag flown at the Vatican in Rome, has been recently hoisted
above and flown above the United States flag on the U, 8, battleship
Cincinnati and the U, 8, battleship Florida; and

Whereas it is the solemn duty of Congress to see to it that no flag of
a foreign power or potentate shall fly above the United States flag on
any foot of American soil or on any American battleship or on any
other American ship or in any foreign American possession; and

Whereas the act of placing the flag in question or any other flag above
the United States flag has the appearance of questioning its right to be
first and of challenging its supreme authority and sovereign power:
Therefore be it

Resolved, ¢ic., That it is hereby declared to be the fixed principle and
policy of the United States that hereafter nowhere on land within her
jurisdiction or on her battleships or on her merchant ships shall any
ofher flag be placed above and flown above the United States flag.

SEgc. 2. That it shall be the duty of Government officials in civil
anthority and in the Army and the Navy to see to it that the principle
and policy here set forth is strictly observed.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, what objection could any real
American have to that resolution? I offered it yesterday morn-
ing and asked unanimous consent to have it immediately acted
upon. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce] objected,
What excuse ean any American give to declaring it to be the
fixed policy of this Nation that no flag shall fly above the
United States flag? I reminded the Senator from Maryland
yvesterday that as I wrote the resolution the other night I
thought over the membership of the Senate and said to myself,
“ Senator Bruck, of Maryland, will just about object to it.”
Oh, my prophetic soul! The Senator rose and fulfilled my
prophecy and made his objection to the consideration of the
resolution. Never did I dream the day would come when in
this historie, magnificent old body there would be a voice lifted
to prevent the passage of a resolution laying down the doetrine
of the sovereign power of my country that that flag should fly
first and uppermost always.

Mr, President, while I was absent yesterday afternoon in the
cominittee carrying on the investigation of the cotton ex-
change's activities in the Agricultural Department a friend
sent me word that some statement was being presented to the
Senate from some chaplain of the Navy regarding my resolu-
tion. T hurriedly eame into the Chamber, found out what was
going on, and expressed a few thoughts upon the subject at that
time, I would not have thought, with the exception I have
already made, that anybody would be bold enough to stand up
here and object to the passage of a resolution like that.

Listen to this order, you who are still interested in your
country, who believe in asserting its sovereignty anywhere that
our flag flies, whether over a battleship or any of our posses-
sions or at home. Listen to this remarkable order of 1927,
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race track, when they were looking forward with a great deal
of pleasure to the time when they would have one of their chief
and high muckamucks in the White House, This is an extract
from the code book of the Navy, 1927:

Church pennant: The church pennant shall be hoisted at the same
place of hoist and over the ensign during the performance of divine
services on board vessels of the Navy.

What is the ensign? It is the Roman Catholic flag. It flies
the cross above the Stars and Stripes. They sent some more
instructions up here on this subject to the effect that not only
do the Catholics worship under it flying above the United States
flag, but that the same pennant and none other is used in the
same place when Protestants of various denominations have
their services on board a ship. Then, I ask, why was that
particular flag design adopted for this purpose? What Roman
Catholic conclave gave birth to that suggestion? Who backed
the movement and forced the naval officers to write it down
as an order of the United States Government that that flag
should fly first and be the only one to fly over our flag at any
and all religious services on a ship?

Senators, I said on yesterday that I did not care if it was a
church pennant. There is no place too sacred for our flag to be.
It represents the best that there is in human government. It
stands for principles without which no republic can last, and in
the loss of which religious liberty is lost.

I introduced in the House in 1914 a resolution at the sug-
gestion of Miss Anna Jarvis, of Pennsylvania. She was work-
ing to create some movement that would perpetuate the name
of her mother. She wanted to pay a fine tribute to her mother.
Congressman Hampton Moore, of Philadelphia, was in the
House, as I was. He introduced her to me and told her that I,
he was sure, would be glad to aid her. I wrote the resolution.
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We passed it through the House. The able Senator from Texas
[Mr, SuEppARD] looked after it in the Senate and it passed the
Senate. President Wilson approved it, Secretary of State
Bryan proclaimed it, and it is the doctrine of our Nation to-day.
In it we provided that the second Sunday in May of each year
should be designated as Mothers’ Day in America, and that as
distincet tribute, of affectionate regard, and undying love for
the mothers of America, the United States flag was to be un-
furled above the homes of the people of the Nation. The home
is the most sacred place in the Nation. Henry Grady said,
“The fireside is the true altar of liberty and the strength of
the Nation is lodged in the homes of the people.”

We proclaimed that the flag should fly above the homes of
all American people on that day, and on public buildings, and
in our foreign possessions, paying a tribute of honor and love
to the mothers of America. That flag has been used for many
noble and lofty purposes, but never was it used in a dearer or
more sacred cause than when it flies above the tender and
gentle army of American mothers. If it is good enough for
that purpose, if it is good enough to fly above the American
homes, and to fly from the public buildings of the Nation, kiss-
ing with its beautiful folds the genial breezes of a great and free
country, it is good enough to fly first on a battleship when people
want to engage in religious worship.

I do not see the importance or necessity of lowering that flug
on any occasion for the purpose of putting another one above it,
The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Bruce] I would think natu-
rally or ordinarily would be the last to raise his hand against
it.. Maryland has paid many tributes to the flag. Francis
Scott Key's immortal poem described that fiag—* Mid the
rocket’s red glare, gave proof through the night that our flag
was still there.,” That flag was good enough to fly above the
Continental Army, good enough for John Paul Jones to unfurl
above the Ranger, when the sea caught a glimpse of its glory,
and it proclaimed the imperishable doctrine of the righis of a
free sea,

It was good in the battle with Spain when that song was
written, “ Look, boys, the flag is down. Who will volunteer to
save it from disgrace?” “I will,” a young man shouted: “I
will bring it back or die.” He rushed into the thickest of the
fray, saved the flag, but gave his young life all for his country’s
sake. When they brought him back they heard him softly say,
“ Break the news to mother, She knows how dear I love her.
Tell her not to lock for me for I am not ceming home,” He
had given his life for the flag. “Tell her there is no other to
take the place of mother. Kiss her dear sweet lips for me and
break the news to her.” If that fiag was good enough to die
for—for a young man to dash into the fray and sacrifice himself
in the iron storm of war, it is good enough to fly first on a
battleship when people want to worship on Sunday.

In my section of the country the flag flies above the church
and above the schoolhouse. I want to remind Senators that I
was in Illinois last summer. They had a bill pending in the
legislature providing that the flag should be placed above all
schools in Illinois, where the remains of the immortal Lincoln
sleep until the light of eternities morning shall break beyond
the mystic mountains and the redeemed of earth shall meef to
part no more. That bill in the Illinois Legislature provided that
they shall fly the United States flag above Protestant schools,
Jewish schools, and Catholic schools, and every Roman Catholie
member of the legislature in the House of Illinois voted against
the bill and brought about its defeat.

I am raising an important question here as an American.
National dissension and warring interests on a great and vital
question between the North and South are behind us. Brave
men from both sections went on the battle line and settled their
differences. They could not be settled in the halls of peace,
The right to secede, a doctrine originally agreed to by all the
States, had existed, but a new idea had grown up. Webster
and others had given expression to the thought that the Union
was one and indivisble, The southern idea was that the States
could secede if they wished to do so. Those guestions were
settled by the arbitrament of the sword. I have seen Union
soldiers and Confederate soldiers in happy reunion shaking
hands, tears sireaming down their faces, those grizzly old war-
riors of the War between the States happy in a reunited
country.

I was to speak in Kentucky in October about eight years
ago. As I approached the courthouse at Scottsville I heard
singing. I said, “ What is going on up there?” I was told,
“ The old soldiers of both armies are having a reunion.” I said,
“I want to go up there and see them.” I went in. They were
walking up and down shaking hands with each other, shedding
tears, and I saw them lean their heads on the shoulders and
breasts of one another. They all joined in singing * God be
with you till we meet again.”




Hope's precions pearl in sorrow’s cup
Unmelted at the bottom lay,

To shine again when all drunk up
And the bitterness should pass away.

No longer held together by outward forces and barriers, but
bound together by the ties of love and loyalty and the cling of
gection to section. East and West, North and South, to work
together for the good of each and each for the good of alll
One country! Old Glory is the standard, the banner of con-
stitutional liberty in each and every section, and the South
stands ready to follow wherever Old Glory bares her beauty to
the breeze:; one people, devoted to that great banner which
hangs back of the chair of the able Vice President of the United
States.

Mr. President, I can not give my consent to have any banner,
church pennant, or anything else fly above our flag. I will not
agree that it is necessary to put it above it in order fo announce
religious services. I say that it would be better to set up a
pole on the side of the ship and place a church notice there,
because the flying of church pennants is not the sort of worship
that appeals most to Jesus Christ our Lord. It is not by these
ontward signs, this pomp and show, that have no religion in
them. Religion is a confrite heart, a humility of spirit, earnest
devotion, and faithful service to the Christ of God, the Son of
Man, the Savior of the world.

I challenge the strange doctrine that you have got to lower
the United States flag and put this Roman cross above it in
order to be accessible to a throne of grace. I challenge the
doctrine that this Government should permit it for a moment.
It ought not to permit it. We are going on record as to
whether or not we will permit it. I ask again why this par-
ticular flag was adopted by the Navy?

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I explained to the Senate on yes-
terday the circumstances in connection with this matter, and it
gseems to me the explanation is perfectly clear,

AMr. HEFLIN. 1 like the Senator personally. I hope he will
not get out too far into the water on this particular question.

Mr. HALE. I was not alive when the church pennant was
adopted, and the Senator was not alive. It has been in use in
the Navy for probably 150 years—since the very beginning of
the Navy. We have records showing that it was referred to in
1867, and in all probability the flag that is now used was taken
over when we started our Navy, and its use was in accordance
with the English tradition. They had the same custom in their
own navy. The Senator referred to this as a “ Roman Catholic
flag.” What does he mean by a “Roman Catholic flag "7 1Idid
not know there was such a flag.

Mr. HEFLIN. Well, the Senator is not able to discuss this
matter with me if he does not know that. [Laughter.]

Mr. HALE. There is a cross on this flag, and there is also a
cross on the Red Cross flag. Does the Senator say that is a
Roman Catholic flag?

Mr. HEFLIN. I am speaking about this particular one.

Mr. HALE. But I should like to have the Senator explain
what he means by a “ Roman Catholic flag.” This is purely a
nonsectarian flag; it has nothing to do with any religions de-
nomination in any way whatsoever.

Mr. HEFLIN. Has not the Senator ever seen a cross flying
on the Catholic banner around their institutions and in their
parades, and in other places?

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean to say that the cross
may not be used at all on any banner in this conntry?

Mr. HEFLIN. If the people want to use a cross, of course,
Christ was crucified on a cross; but I do not propose for Catho-
lics in the Navy, if I must speak plainly, to prescribe what
pennant shall be used to the exclusion of all others, and 1 deny
that this particular pennant has been used all along by our
Navy—the order permitiing the use of this one seems to have
been issued recently. S0 nmow in the Navy it seems that when
other denominations worship they are compelled to have the
TUnited States flag lowered and this particular Catholic pen-
nant put above it.

Mr. HALE. The eross is not a Catholic symbol in this case
in any possible way, shape, or manner. The only Catholic flag
that I ever heard of is the flag of the Vatican, which, I under-
stand, has a cross on a black and yellow field, and on that cross
is superimposed the corpus; that is, the fizure of the body of
Christ. I understand that to be the Vatican flag. I have not
seen that flag myself, but I have heard it so described.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator is more familiar with the Vatican
and its flag than I am.

Mr. HALE. This guestion has nothing to do with any such
flag as that.

Mr. HEFLIN. That is what I said, that it was designed on
the cn;der of the Vatican flag, and the Catholics are well pleased
with it.
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Mr. HALE. It is not in any way a sectarian flag, and T can
not see why the old ecustom of the Navy should be changed
because the Senator objects to the particular flag which is used.

Mr. HEFLIN. I will ask the Senator, does he believe that
any flag or pennant should be put above the American flag?
What is the necessity for it? Does the Senator believe that the
people of Maine want that flag lowered by any denomination
and another flag put above it?

Mr, HALE. I do not think the people of Maine would in any
way be disturbed by the Navy keeping up the ecustom that it
has always kept up. The move to put that flag over the other
flag was a religious move; certainly not a sectarian move. It
was done in order to do reverence and honor to religion, no par-
ticular religion but to religion in general.

Mr. HEFLIN. But this I understand is not the pennant
always used. How would the Senator stand on fixing up a
banner of American design and putting that up there with a
little red schoolhouse on it? That would represent the public-
school system of America, the bulwark of American liberty.
The Roman hierarchy and political machine of Rome are
deadly enemies of the little red schoolhouse that opens the
door of education and opportunity to every boy and girl in the
country.

Mr. HALE. The hierarchy and political machine of Rome,
to which the Senator refers, have nothing to do with this
question in any way in the mind of anyone except the Senator
from Alabama.

Mr. HEFLIN. I regret that the Senator feels that way
about it ; but let the people of Maine help him to determine that
question.

Mr. HALE.
of Maine.

Mr. HEFLIN, I am satisfied that the Senator is going to
be questioned about i, because this serious matter means a
great deal to informed wide-awake Americans. They do not
want these things put over their public servants at the Capitol,
some of whom seem to be stone blind and deaf with regard to
this important American matter.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
permit me to suggest also that the Army chaplain’s flag is
a Latin eross in white on a blue ground.

Mr. HEFLIN. I am going to take both of them down,
[Laughter.] I will ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if he
does not think it would be better to put those banners or pen-
nants somewhere else below the United States flag rather than
above it?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. In the Army there are not any
masts, so they ean not put one above the other.

Mr. HEFLIN. Why not?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania,
have any masts,

Mr. HEFLIN. They put the flag up and fasten it to a pole.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. They do not put two flags on
the same pole.

Mr. HEFLIN. They can lower the American flag on the
pole and put the Roman cross above it. Senators can not
get away from this issue by reciting statements here that were
tanght them by Roman Catholic chaplains of the Navy.
[Laughter.] I am familiar with them.

I want to remind the Senator of another thing. A Protestant
boy on one of the battleships was beat up by some of the
officers and men. He seems to have struck an officer a back-
handed lick, not knowing he was there. It seemed that he
had been drinking. It was his first offense. When he dis-
covered that he had struck an officer he never touched him
any more and did not hurt him at all seriously. That boy has
been transferred to another ship. He and one other were the
only two Protestants on that ship; among the whole outfit there
were just two Protestant sailors, and there is only one of them
now.

These things just do not happen in this way.
to you about matters that vitally affect this Government. The
Bible says, “My people perish for lack of knowledge.” Some
countries perish for lack of courage in their public men. Now,
here is what happens with some of them: This Roman machine
slips around; it keeps in touch with Profestants it can use.
It tells them, “If you will do this and do that we will give
you the Catholic vote”” You never get such Protestants to
open their mouths for Protestant institutions or for American
free institutions any more. Such men are not worth § cents
any more to the cause of the country; but they get enough of
that vote and by pussyfooting and whispered conversations
do get elected; and when you bring up the question of the
sovereignty of this Government, supreme power of the flag,
they say, “That is all right; sure, that is all right. That

I am perfectly willing to leave it to the people

Because the Army does not

I am talking

just happens to be a cross, and the Pope has got one just like
it on the Vatican, but what of it?”

That is fine logic, is it not?




Now I am going to give you a chance to say whether or not
any pennant shall fly above the American flag. I am going to
ask the Senator from Maine if he will vote for a resolution that
will declare it to be the fixed policy of this Government that no
flag or pennant shall fly above the American flag?

Mr. HALHE. Mr. President, I do not object to the question of
the Senator in any way. If we are going to have any action
on that matter that involves a change in the whole procedure
of the Navy in this respect, I should think it should go before
the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs to see whether or not
there is any rhyme or reason in the request. Certainly I should
not object to that,

Mr. HEFLIN. From what the Senator knows about it now,
with the question up as to whether or not the pennant should fly
above or below the American flag, which way would the Senator
vote?

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator mean after the argument that
he has made whether I would agree with him? If so, I must
certainly say that I would not, and I do not believe that there
are 10 Senators in the Chamber who would,

Mr. HEFLIN. We will give the Senator an opportunity to
see, and I am going to predict that the Senator will receive a
number of telegrams from Maine to-morrow.

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Maine will be delighted to
have them.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator may speak his convictions and
those of the Jesuits and others who do not want that pennant
pulled down from above and put under the American flag, but
he is not speaking the sentiments of the rank and file of Maine,
I have been in Maine ; I have spoken there; I know those people
and they do not agree with him on this question. They do not
want any flag hoisted above that flag; and when the Senator
stands on this floor and becomes the champion of the Roman
Catholie chaplains and the hierarchy, to keep that Roman cross
above the flag, he is taking upon himself a considerable job.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator knows that what he
is saying is not based on facts in any way, shape, or manner
whatever. He knows, if he has any intelligence, that that is
not a Roman Catholic flag, and he has no right to eall it such.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator is improving in his defense of
the hierarchy. I assert that it is the Roman Catholic papal
banner,

Before T pass from this point, let me say that just yesterday,
after the Senator from Maryland objected to the passage of
the resolution, I saw that this Roman Cathelie anointed of the
Pope, Nobile, is to fly to the North Pole, and here is a picture
on the front page of the Washington Times showing the cardi-
nals, and the Pope amongst them, anointing him. They have
got a cross made out of a tree that grew in the garden of the
Vatican; and Nobile, before he sets out on his mission, is
blessed and anointed, and he agrees to pray, when lhe plants
that cross on the top of the world, in the name of the Pope,
whom they claim is the supreme power of the world.

I just wish (he Senator from Maine could have gone there
and witnessed that. If he had dome that, he would have been
in better position to defend them. This man is going up to
drop that cross, to plant it in the ice. I imagine that a hundred
years from now, when trips will frequently be made there, they
will find that thing looking as though it grew up out of the ice,
and there will be a lot of pilgrims who will swear that Christ
himself put it there. Oh, it would have been glorious for the
Senator from Maine to have been present on that oceasion,

Mr. President, I have here a picture of the battleship Filorida.
There is Old Glory, drawn down a couple of feet or more; and
up goes the Roman cross, flying to the breeze. In spite of the
imagination of the Senator from Maine, it is flying there in
the picture. I received a letter from a patriotic citizen who
gent it to me, and he asked me why we did not look after that
situation and change it. He said that he did not want to see
any flag fly above our flag. Yet I encounter opposition from
the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from Maine when
I raise the question as to which flag should fly in the upper-
most place, when I contend for the right of our flag to be first,
the right to have it fly with no other flag challenging its supreme
authority, There is but one excuse you can give me—one of
two. One is that the Romans want it there; the other is that
0Old Glory is not fit to fly first.

Mr, President, that flag flies over the great American house-
hold in which is sheltered religious freedom in America. But
for that flag and its sovereign power, I would not have the
right to worship as I choose; neither would you, nor the people
here who hear me. It is by the sovereign power which that
flag represents that I am entitled to worship as I choose. It
is that flag, and what it represents, that gives every man and
woman in the country the right to kneel down and worship
God as he or she sees fit; the right of copgregations throughout
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the country to repair to their churches on Sunday, whether
they are plain log houses, brick, or stone, and conduct their
services as they cheose; and yet the Pope of Rome, Pius IX,
declares in his doctrine that the State has no right to permit
the citizen to have the religion of his choice, He declares in
his doctrine, following that, that the Roman Church has the
right to set up the Roman Catholic religion as the exclusive
religion, and to exclude all other religicns but the Roman
Catholic religion.
Cardinal Gibbong, of Maryland, said:

Nowhere in recorded history can you find a single instance where the
doctrine laid down by any Pope was ever condemned or repudiated
by another Pope. The doctrine of one Pope becomes the doctrine of
all Popes, unchangeable and eternal,

Now, if that doctrine is taught in this land of ours—and it
is—why do we sit here with folded arms, having eyes to see
and seeing not, and ears to hear and hearing not, when they
are pulling down our flag npon the battleships and elsewhere
and flying the Roman cross above it?

Let me read to you what is being taught in the parochial
scheols of America right on this subject.

This is from the Manual of Christian Doctrine. and so forth,
forty-fourth edition. It bears the imprimatur of Cardinal
Dougherty as an approved textbook. The system of instruction
is by question and answer. I quote two or three samples of
the instruction that is now being given to our American chil-
dren in Catholie parochial schools:

Q. May the state separate itself from the church?—A. No: because
it may not withdraw from the supreme rule of Chrlst,

Q. What name is given to the doctrine that the state has neither
the right nor the duty to be united to the church to protect it?—A., This
doctrine is called liberalism, It is founded principally on the fact that
modern society is founded on liberty of conscience and worship and
liberty of speech and of the press,

Q. Why is liberalism to be condemned ?—A. Because it denies all sub-
ordination of the state to the church.

That is being taught in the parochiugt schools of America. One
of the fundamental doctrines of this Nation is the separation of
church and state—religious freedom—that every man, woman,
and child may worship God as they choose. That is left to
the citizen to decide; but here we are confronted with the doe-
trine of the Roman Catholic hierarchy, backed by the Roman
Catholic political machine, with Al Smith as its chief head,
trying to become President of the United States, claiming dele-
gates right and left.

He has not got 500, and some of them are in question, and
there will be contests at the convention. He is claiming 659,
This little squirrel-headed fellow up here in the press gallery
named Fox has claimed about enough to nominate him. They
say Senator REED is as mad as a wet hen, if he will excuse the
slang; that they are claiming his delegates and claiming other
delegates; and now they bring forth the startling statement
from Tammany that the thing that concerns them most is how
to keep from nominating him on the first ballot!

What do you think of that? Theére never has been such a
campaign made in the history of this country. My judgment is
that there never has been so much money spent in any one
man’s campaign. I think a great deal has been spent in Mr.
Hoover's campaign. I think the metropolitan press has deter-
mined to nominate Hoover for the Republicans, and Smith for
the Democrats, and I think the hierarchy would be satisfied with
either. Of course, they would like to have their own dear Al
Smith, but they are not going to get him; and I do not think
Hoover is going to be nominated. I think the Vice President
has some chance; I think Frank Lowden has some chance: but
I am inclined to think that you will nominate either Hughes or
Coolidge. Put that in your pipes and smoke it until the conven-
tion and see how it works. [Laughter.]

Why are the leading Republicans trying to get Smith nomi-
nated? Why are the Republican Washington Post and these
little Republican pen pushers boosting Smith and just trying
to shove him right over on us? Because they know that if we
nominate him, you Republicans will get in a room and you
will laugh your sides sore. [Laughter.] You will say, “ By
golly! They did it. We can go fishing now.” [Laughter.]
You know you can beat him by ten or fifteen million votes, and
that is why you are trying to put him on us. I want you to
stop it [laughter] because I think something of the future of
my party; the well-being of the Democratic Party.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The occupants of the galleries
will be in order.

Mr. HEFLIN. It looks like the Democratic Party is fast
becoming the only champion of the flag. The leader from

Maine has gone back on it. The Senator from Pennsylvania




1928

was about to get into the lake. The Senator from Maryland—
may the Lord have mercy on his soul! [Laughter.]

Here is a little fellow called Rothwell Brown. Rothwell is
a pretty bright squib writer. He writes the “ Postseripts,” and
he is properly the postscript. Listen what he observes about
this race of Governor Smith's:

If Senator JiM REED were as philogophical ns Senator WavsH, he
would realize that if Al Smith is finally turned down because he is
a Catholie the Democratic nomination for President would be just about
as valuable to any other candidate as a plugged nickel in a Broadway
night club.

[Laughter.]

Do you understand how to count notches on a mi]e post, or
to interpret figures on a cat-faced pine? Then there is a threat
to the party that the Roman Catholic hierarchy will bolt; that
unless we do their bidding, and accept their chosen qaudiﬂnte,
they will vote some other ticket. Of course they will. That
is nothing new for them. I understand they have interrogated
these eandidates for President a little,

T advocated this resolution to raise a committee to investigate
these slush funds, and I am satisfied that there are Senators on
that committee who are going to make something out of the
investigation. You are going to investigate in earnest, and not
let it be a farcical performance to whitewash somebody. I
understand that Governor Smith gave out a statement that he
had not even authorized anybody to give anything for him, and
he had not asked anybody to act as treasurer. Why, of course
not. Those are the Tammany tactics. Somebody else does
that; and you note this: He has not made a speech in a single
State in the Union outside of New York. He has not dis-
cussed national issues once. You will pardon me if I tell youn
I do not think he can, [Laughter.] I do not think he is prt_asi-
dential timber. I do not think he is big enough to fill that office.
1 do not think the Nation ought to accept a Tammanyite of that
stripe for the office of President.

Grover Cleveland denounced and repudiated Tammany.
Bryan, whose voice sounded around this Nation like a trumpet
call, denounced and repudiated Tammany. Woodrow Wilson,
a great man, twice elected President, denounced and repudiated
Tammany. Her history is covered with the slime of crooked-
ness and corruption from its birth time; and yet the great Demo-
cratic Party, which has produced some of the ablest men that
ever adorned publie life in this country, is now called upon to
accept that man to be the leader of the host of Democracy;
and we are threatened, like that Rothwell Brown squib, and
others say that if we do not accept him they will bolt the party,
and bring it to defeat.

Are we ready to heed those threats? Is the South ready to
accept the threat against her, that Governor Smith and his
bunch would punish the South by opposing measures which
would benefit the South unless we fell in line and supported
Smith? Yet that is a fact. Even the Washington Post had an
editorial on that, and condemned them for employing those
tactics. They went down in Virginia and made that speech.
There is a publication gotten out by Doctor Scharf, a Roman
Catholic, who is aiding Smith in the South, to the effect that
they bolted in 1924, and that they would bolt again if Smith
were not nominated.

What are they saying to us, in effect? Rothwell Brown has
said that if the Democrats of America decided to nominate a
Protestant instead of a Catholie, the Catholics would bolt.
That is what they are saying. There is not any other way to
express it but to tell the blunt truth about it.
in their Catholic papers, “ If you do not nominate Smith, the
party will commit suicide.” What is that equivalent to saying?
“We are demanding his nomination, and if you do not accept
him, we are going to bolt.”

I say to loyal Democrats, you have no business considering a
man like that as a candidate of the Democratic Party. He has
no right or claim upon leadership in the party, or upon the
support of Democrats.

That last move by Tammany was interesting; that the thing
that was troubling them was how they were going to prevent a
stampede to Smith, with Smith being nominated on the first
ballot. They hope to avoid that! Are they not considerate and
kind? They do not want to hurt the feelings of the favorite
sons. Some Democrats are going to have a hard time ever
emerging from this wreck that is coming if that fellow is nomi-
nated and they vote for him. You will see some of them after
it is all over and ask, “How are you?" A great many of
them will be lame and halt, and they will be saying, “1I am
poorly 7 ; and they will be poorly.

And now Tammany is saying: “All we have to do now is to
hdld them back, and do not let them nominate him on the first
ballot!” That is the only thing that is troubling them.
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That reminds me of old Rufus, who joined the e¢hurch when
he was 80, and the parson said, * Some of you ‘* niggers " stayed
out of the church all your lifetime. I am going to give you a
chance to say something now, I have got my eye on one who
has been out all his life, and now he is 80 years old,” looking
at old Rufus. Old Rufus looked pious and blinked, and then
got up and said, “As fur as I is individually concerned, the way
is clear, dry, and smooth, just like the ceiling. They ain't no
rocks or roots or stumps in the way. All I has to do is to walk
right up to the pearly gates and go right in. The only thing

that’s troubling me is how is I gwine to get my shirt on over

my wings.” Old Rastus, a crap-shooting old fellow, sitting in
the corner, rose up and said, * Yes, you old erap-shootin’ devil,
you; your trouble’s gwine to be how is you gwine git your
hat on over your horns.” [Laughter.] That is going to be Al-
fred’s trouble at Houston. They are not going to be able to
put the Democratic hat over the ears of that Tammany tiger.
The moral forces in the Democratic Party will never accept
that as leadership.

The Senator from Maryland rises in his place here and
makes wet speeches, attacking the eighteenth amendment and
the law-enforcement forces of the country, nearly every chance
he gets. He did imagine at one time that Ritchie had some
chance; but Ritchie spoke himself out up here at the Jackson
Day banquet. He is now not much more than an aid society
to Alfred E. Smith.

The Senator from Maryland stands up here talking about
violation of the law, and what is going to happen. You remem-
ber last year in the debate with me he said that if a dry
were nominated there would be a third party, and a wet would -
be nominated. Do you remember that? I thought about him
the other night. I read a horrible story from Kentucky, of
a mother with her two boys and her daughter and her sister
living with her out beneath the shades of her own roof tree;
an American mother, entitled to protection, entitled to live
undisturbed.

There was a stillhouse or two operating near her home.
Her boys were being tempted. Her desire to rear them away
from that miserable influence, her desire to see the law of the
country enforced, her desire to have the Constitution lived up
to, prompted her to walk 14 miles—an American mother, earnest
enough to get out and walk the highway 14 miles in and 14
miles back—to quietly inform the officers of the law, of the law
being broken, and of these evil influences near her home. It
got out amongst the distillers that she had told. They
gathered around her house at midnight and called one of her
boys to the door, pretending to want to hire him to chop wood
the next day. The boy agreed to do the work and he went back
into the house. They found who was there. In half an hour
or more they were awakened by hearing the crackling of fire,
The house was filled with smoke. Their house was afire, being
consumed in a flood of flame—and all this right here in
America.

Outlaws and thugs had gone there, lighted this house with a
torch, and gathered around with their guns. The door had been
fixed =0 that it could not be opened, and one of the boys had to
break it down with an ax from within. Then one of the boys
leaped out through the smoke and they shot him four or five
times. He hollered that he was shof. That was the first sound
that greeted his mother's ears as she followed, the cry of her
offspring, of her eldest boy, who was shot down and murdered
in her home. Then they shot her, and she passed away in a
moment or two. They shot her sister and shot her other boy
and her daughter.

There was a mother gnarding her offspring from the road of
ruin, aiding the constituted authorities of her country to en-
force the law, murdered for being a good citizen, killed for
opposing the conduct of eriminals, and hearing the wails of her
offspring dying before she passed away, right here in the
United States.

The outlaws, the criminal horde who attack the eighteenth
amendment and the Volstead Act, are moving against the
strongholds of the Government, shooting down mothers and
killing their children, inspired by speeches made in this body,
no doubt, and by other forces that are at work, since they feel
that Al Smith, the Tammany wet, will soon be in charge, and
the law will not be enforced, and the barrooms will come back,
with all their attendant evils, these hell holes that haunted the
Nation and dragged men and women down to ruin in the years
that have gone; driven out by the prayers and the efforts of
godly mothers and fathers in the country, by ministers of the
gospel, by moral men and women, and now they are fighting to
keep them out. Alfred Smith said in a speech in New York,
we are told, that he wanted the day to come back when
he could put his foot on the bar rail and blow the foam from
the glass.
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You would bring back the barrocom, Governor Smith? We
have a sgerious problem with the negro now. We have the
best negroes in the world, and we have some of the meanest,
and your social-equality ideas, Governor Smith, are hurting us
in the South; already your dance halls in your home city of
New York, where negro men dance with white women in New
York City every night, present a mean and contemptible form
of =ocial equality.

Your effort to have the antilynching bill passed when your
Democrats from Tammany would not vote with us was putting
a premium on the crime of rape, and sowing dragon’s teeth in
the paths of white women in the South and in other sections of
the country.

Governor Smith, you are not sound on that question; you
are not sound on the whisky question; you are not sound on the
great moral issues of the Nation. You are a Constitution
nullifier. You withdrew your State from the Union so far as
the eighteenth amendment is concerned. You bade defiance to
that portion of the Constitution and announced in effect that
you had no sympathy for it and no support for it in the action
you took.

Now, Governor Smith, there is a doctrine in your church
which declares that any part of the Constitution or laws con-
demned by the Pope is not binding on Catholies.

Not long ago, Governor Smith, the Delaware Express, a paper
in the United States, took the college of cardinals to task for
advising the repeal of the eighteenth amendment and the law-
enforcement statutes of the United States, and that Delaware
paper said that they were not taking their inspiration and
directions from the Vatican in Rome, but were taking them
" from the people of this country, and that they relied upon the
United States Congress to attend to these things.

Mr. President, on top of that, they are going around and
digging up this money and pussyfooting about the country,
slipping it here and yonder, It is hard to keep track of them.
But you see the evil effects of their corrupt work.

I hope the campaign investigating committee will summon
here the editor of the Asheville Citizen, of North Carolina, Mr.
Webb. I want them to ecall him here and ask him if any
contribution has been made to him or to his paper for the
support of Governor Smith in North Carolina. I want the
manager of his campaign in North Carolina subpeenaed, and
I want the manager of his campaign in each congressional dis-
trict subpenaed, and asked who is furnishing the money they
are using in North Carolina; asked the source of the financial
aid they are getting,

I would like to have Mr. Wilbur Marsh, of Towa, brought
here, and Mayor Walker, of New York City, and others. There
are some active up there, I understand, who are not in the city
of New York; they are operating for Smith in this campaign
on the Jersey side of the river. Let the committee inquire
about them, and bring them down and see what they know
abeut this question.

Mr. President, another word or two for the moment, and I
will be through. Let me read you something interesting on
this subject:

When a Catholic candidate is on a ticket and the opponent is a non-
Catholie, let the Catholie candidate have the vote, no matter what he
represents. (Catholic Review.)

A priest can not be forced to give testimony before a secular judge.
(Taberna, a papal theologian, vol. 2, p. 288.)

The Roman Catholic citizens of the United States owe no allegiance
to any principles of the Government which are condemned by the
Pope. (The Tablet—R. C.)

Undoubtedly, it is the intention of the Pope to possess this country.
In this intention he is aided by the Jesuits and all the Catholic prelates
and priests, (Dr. O. A, Brownson—Catholic writer.)

Many non-Catholics fear us as a political organization and are
afraid that the Catholic Church will dominate and rule. We are work-
ing quietly, seriously, and, I may say, effectively to that end.

June number, 1909, of the Missionary Roman Catholic:

We can have the United SBtates in 10 years, and I want to give you
three points for your consideration: The Indians, the negroes, and the
common schools,

They will get control of the common schools of America. The
next time I discuss this question I am going to tell how they
captured the common schools of a large eity, a city of consider-
able importance, and just what happened to the institution
after they got charge of it, how they ignored the requests of
the Protestants and how they have filled the places of teachers
with Catholics.

I am going to call attention now to a bill introduced in the
Legislature of New York a few years ago providing a penalty
for any agency to go out in the rural districts seeking a school
for a son or a daughter or a neighbor and telling what church

they belonged to. Af the hearings it was disclosed that the
Knights of Columbus objected to the present way of doing these
things because they sald Catholics were discriminated against.
If the Protestant people out in the communities were told that
the person seeking a school was a Catholic they would not
employ him or her, but wanted a Protestant. Think of that,
Senators! Why should not they have Protestant teachers if
they wanted them? Would you muzzle a Protestant community
and deny it the right to have a Protestant to teach Protestant
children? That is what that Catholic move sought to do.

Senators, did you know that Governor Smith offered an
amendment to the State constitution of New York proposing to
repeal the present provision which provides that no subdivision
of the State or the State itself shall appropriate the taxpayers’
money for sectarian schools? Governor Smith offered an
amendment fo repeal that provision in the constitution so as
to allow subdivisions to appropriate money to the Roman Catho-
lic schools. That is what was meant by sectarian schools.
They control New York City absolutely, so they were going to
put parochial schools on the basis of public schools, and Gov-
ernor Smith was the author of that amendment. I have it.

Mr, HALE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for
a4 moment?

Mr, HEFLIN. I yield.

Mr. HALE. I am compelled to go to a meeting of the con-
ferees on the naval appropriation bill. I would like to explain
that the flag which I described this morning as the papal flag
was not the papal flag. The papal flag consists of a mitre with
crossed keys under it.

Mr, HEFLIN. How is that?

Mr. HALE. The papal flag consists of a mitre with crossed
keys under it. I described this morning a flag with a erucifix
and eross on it.

Mr. HEFLIN. Now the Senator says the cross is under it

Mr. HALE. I have stated that the papal flag is a flag with
a mitre and crossed keys underneath.

Mr. HEFLIN. Crossed keys?

Mr. HALE. The keys are crossed under it.

Mr. HEFLIN. That is a cross just the same!

Mr. HALE. Oh, no; it it not.

Mr. HEFLIN. That is a very interesting piece of informa-
tion the Senator from Maine is now offering. It does not make
any difference whether the cross is made of keys or straight
bars. Show it to me. Oh, no; that is not a key. That is a flag
flying at each end of the material forming the Catholie cross.

Mr. HALE. Oh, no; it is a mitre and crossed keys.

Mr. HEFLIN. I do not know what they eall it.
it is a flag at the upper end of the crossed bars.
two flags flying at the upper end of the cross.

Mr. HALE. No, Mr. President. I have explained that it is
a mitre, and the crossed keys have nothing to do with a flag.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator is not only wrong on the other
question, but he is blind on this one. Anybody can see that
those are little flags at the end of that cross. Would the Sen-
ator give the impression that they are the Vatican keys to un-
lock the sovereign household of America? Well, I do not think
that will be done.

It does not make any difference whether they run the flag
at the top of those crosspieces, or whether they run it at the
bottom. The flags are there. The pennant is one that has been
gotten up, not by the Protestants of America, not by the Jews,
but by that other force. They are very successful in getting
certain Protestants to come to their rescue, and they will get
the Senator from Maine in a lot of trouble if he does not mind.
They will have him explaining all over Maine why he has cham-
pioned the plan of a foreign potentate to fly that flag above the
United States flag. I did not ask him to get into this discus-
sion. I told him at the outset I would rather he would stay
out. [Laughter.] But he has come in of his own accord, and
that is his privilege. Now let him explain to his people in
Maine.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that we vote imme-
diately on this flag resolution of mine.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). Is
there objection to the request of the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. BRUCE. I object. I desire to say something on the
matter,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, according to the rule we would
have to have a quorum called first.

Mr, HEFLIN. I have not yielded the floor.

Mr. SMOOT. Before a vote could be taken by unanimous con-
sent we would have to have a quorum call. -

Mr, HEFLIN, Very well; I had a purpose in making that
request now ; I will wait and renew the request later. It may
be necessary for me to make a motion, My resolution is already
on the table and can be taken from there. I want a quorum

I know
They have
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here when we vote on it. I want every one to have a chance
to express himself on it. I think it is high time that the
country, through the Congress, should fix a policy regarding the
use and abuse of the United States flag. We will never have
this question before us any more if we do that. If anyone
wiants to put up a pennant somewhere around the ship's edge to
announce religious services on Sunday, that ean be done. I am
utterly surprised that any Senator on this floor would rise here
and quibble on the guestion when it is so simple that a child
can see it and understand it. If there is no design in putting
it above our flag, why does not everybody rise up and say so?
There would be no harm done. Put it below our flag. Why
ghould they insist that it go up there? That is a question for
us to consider,

Who are we representing, the people of America or the people
who have some sort of secret allegiance to a foreign govern-
ment? Mr. President, I told the Senate the other day that the
supreme authority of that flag in the United States was chal-
lenged by the Pope of Rome and his cardinals recently. Sixty-
three Americans, members of the Catholic Church, in Rhode
Island, who had given large sums of money to a Catholic bishop
and priest, asked what they had done with it. They refused
to tell. They said, ¥ We will take you into court.” Was it not
the natural thing for American citizens to want to go into an
American court of justice to have their claims adjudicated?
They ought to have been encouraged. Of course, the bishop
and priest had to go into court in the matter. They were
indignant. What did they do? They took the names of those
63 Americans to Rome. The Americans were not there in
person. They tried those American citizens in a college of car-
dinals, a church court in a foreign country.

They found against them on this transaction in Rhode Island,
United States of America. They condemned and repudiated
those American citizens. They excommunicated them, which
means that so far as they could they sent their souls to hell
for going into a court of justice in America, suing the bishop
and priest to get an accounting of the funds in their hands
amounting to a million dollars or more. They attacked their
business. One of them was an editor. They issued an edict
that he could not run his American paper another day. They
tried to confiscate his paper by an edict under the Roman flag
in Rome when he was exercising his rights as an American
citizen under the American flag at home. Which one of those
countries has jurisdiction? 1 say again, we have soldiers and
marines in Nicaragua defending the property of American citi-
zens, but who is defending that poor editor in Rhode Island,
right under the United States flag, for committing no erime
whatever? All he did was to go into an American court of
justice instead of a Roman Catholiec Church court in a foreign
country. They wanted to know the truth and they had a right
as American citizens to know it. Their names were taken to
Rome in their absence; this action was taken; they condemned
his property and ordered him to cease publishing his paper at
onee.

Senators do not seem to know what is going on. Deoctor
McDaniel, the great Baptist preacher, president of the Southern
Baptist Convention, said in the last public speech he ever made
to his people: “ Of all countries in the world, the Pope wants to
get control of America.” I have read you doctrine from the
Catholic books showing that they intend to control it. The
strong men are now laying the foundation, one of them said.
Doctor Chapman, of Yale or Harvard, in his book said the
Roman Catholic Knights of Columbus slogan is “M. A. C."
meaning “Make Ameriea Catholic.” Doctor McDaniel said
Mussolini and the Cathuolics had destroyed free speech in Rome ;
they have destroyed religious freedom; they have destroyed the
religious press; they Lave closed Protestant churches; and
burned the lodges of Masong. They have murdered Masons in
their homes, 137 of them in one night in Florence, Italy. The
grand master of the Masouns in Italy is now in prison because he
dared to meet with his brethren in a Masonic lodge—five years
imprisonment by Mussolini's order, the most dangerous Roman
Catholie tyrant in all the world.

Pardon me for expressirg the belief that Mussolini was in
that plot to kill King Emanuel recently when a bomb exploded.
They tried to say that he, too, was in danger, but he was not.
The bomb exploded before the King got there. He was a little
late. Now, subsequently, we are told that Mussolini is talking
about driving the king from his throne and taking it himself.
This tyrant, this Roman Catholic tyrant, this man who is
secretly conniving with the Vatican in Rome, is a dangerous
man, Doctor McDaniel said if the Roman Catholics of the
United States wanted to, they could use their influence on the
Pope and Mussolini and stop the killing of Protestant and Jew
Masons, stop the burning of their lodges, unfetter speech, re-
store free press, and permit the Protestants and Jews to wor-
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ship as they choose. He said if they wanted to they could do
that, but they will not do it. He said if Mussolini and the
Pope wanted to give this freedom to those Protestants and
Jews there they could do it, but they will not.

Wake up, America! That flag is the ensign of a Nation's
strength and solidarity. It is the battle flag of a patriot Repub-
lic. It is the banner of constitutional liberty, Marks, of
Tennessee, once speaking of America, said:

Her emblem fis the eagle. FHer flag, like a scrap of midnight heaven,
blossoms with stars, Stars and eagles belong near the sky, and she
will take them home if glory's wing can get ber there.

I want our flag to be first and uppermost nearest the sky. I
do not want any eye in the world to see that flag pulled down
and another flag put above it. Whether it be a Roman Catho-
lic flag or any other flag. Let our flag be first at all times,
asserting at home and abroad her gingle and supreme national
authority.

Mr, BRUCE. Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama has
said, *“God bless the State of Maryland; I sometimes sympa-
thize with her.” I reciprocate by saying, “God bless the
State of Alabama ; I often eondole with her,” and so does all the
press of this country at the present time, and I might say also
all of its enlightened citizens,

Of course, the Senator from Alabama is not inclined to draw
distinctions between the religious crosses that are consecrated
by the strong devotional feelings of mankind. The only cross
in which he is interested is the *fiery cross” of the Ku-Klux
Klan, which has been responsible during the last three years
for no fewer than 700 floggings in the State of Alabama, some
of old men, some of women, and some of children.

Mr. HEFLIN. I challenge that statement. It is not true.
There has been a lot of misrepresentation made about that by
the Roman-Catholic-controlled press of my State.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I decline to be interrupted. All
I want to say is that the truth would be in a bad way if the
final test of truth was the ultimatum of the Senator from
Alabama.

Many years ago a Member of this body entertained the same
fear of assassination by some agency, the exact nature of
which I forget, that the Senator from Alabama does, of assassi-
nation at the hands of the Catholic Church; and Senator
Thurman, of Ohio, commenting on that fact, said on one oecca-
sion that the idea of that Senator that he might be assassinated
was “the airiest bubble that had ever found lodgment in an
empty head.” So I say that an airier bubble never found
lodgment in a—I will not repeat the adjective—head than the
idea of the Senator from Alabama that I have been prompted
by any Catholic ecclesiastie, prelate, or layman to object to the
instant consideration of the bill which he attempted to bring to
a vote yesterday. Not one single, solitary ecclesiastic, prelate,
or layman has ever had & word to say to me, either epistolary
or oral, with respect to that bill. Equally absurd is the idea
that the conditional objection that I made to it yesterday was
prompted by any special interest of any sort. Never has a
single line been written nor a single word uttered to me by
any banker, broker, factor, merchant, trader, or any person
whatsoever in relation to the bill. The abusive allegations of
the Senator from Alabama are wholly the fictions of his own
distempered, and I am beginning to believe almost deranged
intellect, [Laughter.] I simpiy asked that the bill, which I
had had no opportunity fo examine, should not be taken up
yesterday for instant consideration, as I wished an opportunity
to examine its contents.

Mr, HEFLIN. It was on day before yesterday.

Mr. BRUCE. Was it the day before yesterday? If that is
true, I am glad to see that the Senator from Alabama is for
once accurate.

Mr. HEFLIN. I will be accurate again in a few minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary-
land yield to the Senator from Alabama?

Mr. BRUCE. Xo. It is beyond the Senator’s power to be
aceurate. I recollect that Judge Black once spoke of somebody
or something as being “ marked by lovse and lavish unveracity,”
and I have never heard the Senator from Alabama make a
speech in my life that was not marked by loose and lavish
inaccuracy.

I took it for granted, naturally enough, that our Depariment
of Agriculture would not have pursued for years the practice
of making predictions with reference to crop prices unless there
had been gome popular demand for price predietion, and unless
there had been some sort of substantial basis found in the
human reason for such a practice; but I was as good as my
word. As soon as I had the oppertunity I read the bill, and
notwithstanding the fact that I observed that it had been so
amended as to eliminate from it all reference to predictions in
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relation to corn and wheat and other commodities than cotton,
I became inclined to vote for it——

Mr. HEFLIN. Will the Senator yield there?

Mr. BRUCH., That is to say, to withdraw my objection to its
consideration, should consideration again be asked for at any
time, though to this moment it has been my hope that some
Member of the Senate—if there be such a Member opposed to
it—might rise and give me a clearer understanding than I have
had of the reasons why the administrative practice of making
price predictions has prevailed for so many years.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield now?

Mr. BRUCE. So the Senator has not only indulged in
scurrilous language with reference fo me, but he has indulged
in it from the point of view of the fortunes of his own bill,
when there was no occasion for his doing so; but I suppose that
when the Senator gives free rein to his natural instincts of
seurrility it makes very little difference to him whether there
is any real provocation for his doing it or not.

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

Mr. BRUCE. No; I do not. You have already made a threat
as to what you propose to say in reply to me.

Mr. HEFLIN, The department never has made those price
predictions before.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland
declines to be interrupted.

Mr. BRUCH. They had never previously made these price
predictions?

Mr. HEFLIN. No, sir; they never made those predictions
until last year.

Mr. BRUCE. Then, it is hard for me to see how there conld
be any considerable fund of human experience to show that
the practice is a perniclous or inexpedient one.

So much for that. Now, just a word with regard to the
pennant that flies above our ships during the hour of prayer.
As has been already explained, that pennant is not the Catho-
lic pennant at all. The Catholic pennant is a yellow and white
flag with the crossed keys of St. Peter and the papal tiara. That
is the Catholic flag. The flag that flies above our ships is a
flag that, like the Constitution of our country, like the human
heart when it is at its best, knows no sect whatsoever. It
is flown from the ship whether its chaplain is a Catholic priest
or a Presbyterinn minister or a Methodist pastor or a Baptist
pastor or a Lutheran pastor. It is a blue cross on a white
field, the Christian ecross that is common to all sects, except,
as I am informed, the Greek Orthodox Church, whose cross is
the St. Andrew’s cross.

And why should that pennant not fly at the masthead above
our national flag when our naval officers and sailors are paying
their brief homage in prayer to God, the God who is not only
the God of mercy and the God of love, but the God of hosts. It
is flown to notify every passing vessel that on the ship on
which it is spread to the breeze the hour is being dedicated to
the worship of God, to reverence for His holy name, and to the
cultivation of the profoundest and most exalted sentiments by
which the human breast can be animated. It has been flown
on our warships ever since 1850, and on British warships for the
last S00 years, it is said.

Never, it seems to me, is the character of the Christian more
impressively, more strikingly illustrated than when he is pie-
tnred ag a soldier. He owes allegiance to the most powerful
of all princes. He serves under the greatest of all commanders.
It is his duty, as it is that of the seaman or the ordinary sol-
dier, to obey his superiors and to keep step with his comrades.
In his bosom is the battle field on which the principles of good
and evil are ever struggling for the mastery. It is eminently
proper, therefore, that His pennant should, at times, in the
hour of prayer, in the hour of devotion, in moments of adora-
tion or reverence, fly above the Stars and Stripes from the
mastheads of our ships, or be elevated above them in the mili-
tary field.

As for me, I see nothing inappropriate, I see nothing incon-
gruous, I see nothing that deserves criticism or censure in the
pennant of Christ floating for a few minutes of worship above
our prond national emblem; and when I see it streaming in
the wind my mind goes back to those beautiful lines of Shake-
speare, in Richard 11, when, speaking of the end of “banished
Norfolk,” he says that Norfolk—

Toil'd with works of war, retired himself
To Italy; and there at Venice gave

His bedy to that pleasant country's earth,
And his pure soul unto his captain Christ,
Under whose colors he had fought so long.

These are the sensations, these are the feelings, aroused in
my heart, and I believe in the heart of every Member of the
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Senate, except perhaps that of the Senator from Alabama, when
we see that religious emblem aloft in the pure air of heaven.

I do not intend to follow the Senator any further in his
long rambling and disconnected observations on pretty much
everything with which the human mind of the United States is
concerned at the present time. Least of all have I any inten-
tion of offering any defense of Governor Smith, He is already
as good as nominated. Every thinking man knows that. Now
tlmt_ in Maryland we have been unable to make certain the
nomination of our own honored governor—who, in my opinion,
is the best qualified man in the United States at the present
time to be President—it is a source of mnothing but intense
gratification to me that Governor Smith will so assuredly be
nominated, and, as I believe, elected, too.

For many months past I have said that, other things being
equal, at the present time—though under ordinary ecircum-
stances I do not think that sectarian distinetions of any sort
should have any place in the public life of this country—I
should rather see a Catholie, if you please, nominated to the
Presidency of the United States, than any Protestant, because,
in the providence of God, the time has come when another
solemn appeal should be made to the fidelity of the American
people to the Federal Constitution, which, of course, bans
sectarian distinctions of every sort so far as the political life
of our country is concerned, and when every true American
should be quick to set his feot upon the rising spirit of sec-
tarian intolerance, which has recently been such a disgraceful,
not to say such an abominable feature of our national life.

The Senator made some reference to Francis Scott Key, the
author of the Star-Spangled Banner. Besides being a poet
of some merit, and a true American, he was as pure minded a
man and-as devout a Christian as ever lived in our land. The
thought that he would not have been willing that the pennant
which is the pennant of no single church but of all churches,
should fly in hours of devotion at sea above the flag that he did
so much to glorify, is one that is not tenable for a moment to a
Marylander who is familiar with his character, his career, and
his religious and political beliefs.

No; I say that nothing better could befall this country,
nothing would do more to purify our political atmosphere at
the present time, than the eleetion to the Presidency of the
United States of some one who did mnot happen to be a
Protestant, Governor Smith is about to be nominated to the
Presidency not because he is a Catholic but because he is a
man of the most delightful and magnetic personality; because
his whole career has been marked in the highest degree by
integrity and public spirit; becaunse he is endowed with an
extraordinary measure of administrative genius; and because
he has taken hold of the imagination of the country as no one
has done for years past in our political history.

It so happens that no other Cathelic in our national annals,
unless it is Charles Carroll of Carrollton, has ever been suffi-
ciently famous to be pointed cut as a highly eligible candidate
for the Presidency of the United States; but now that we have
a man who answers that description, and who happens to be
of a different faith from mine or from the faith of the Senator
from Alabama, if he has any, which I am inclined to doubt,
he is to be rejected on the preposterous ground that he is a
Papist, or that, if elected to the Presidency of the United States,
he would be subservient to some influence inimical to the wel-
fare of the people of the United States! It is enough to state
such a proposition to doom it to condemnation,

Why, the splendid qualifications of this man for the Presi-
dency are not certified to by Democrats alone. By far the
most impressive tributes that I have ever heard paid to his
abilities and public usefulness are those paid to them by three
of the most celebrated Republican residents of the State of New
York—indeed, of the entire United States—Elihu Root, Charles
E. Hughes, and Nicholas Murray Butler. Upon credentials
from such members of the Republican Party as these, as well
as upon credentials from members of his own party, the claims
of Governor Smith to the Presidency are based.

In fine, in the fullness of time just what was predicted by
Theodore Roosevelt—that true American, who scorned sectarian
bigotry as few great Americans have—is about to take place.
You will recollect that in one of his famous letters he said, if I
recall his words aright, that in the future it was not unreason-
able to expect that a Catholic would become President of the
United States, and later a Jew.

I say, God speed that day; because once elect a Catholic or
a Jew to the Presidency of the United States, and never again
would we hear anything more of hateful sectarian distinctions
in connection with the Chief Magistracy of our Nation. To-day
we have sitting upon our supreme bench, in the city of Balti-
more, two Americans of Jewish extraction, and two of the
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most learned and mseful judges on that bench they are. The
two most famous chief judges that have ever sat upon the
bench of the Court of Appeals of Maryland in my time were
two great Catholic lawyers and jurists, Judges Alvey and
MeSherry. Two of the greatest Chief Justices that have ever
sat upon the Bench of the Supreme Court of the United States,
Chief Justice Taney and Chief Justice White, were Catholics;
and there are one or more Catholics sitting upon the Bench of
the Supreme Court to-day. Surely if we can commit our lives,
our liberties, and fortunes to the arbitrament of Catholic judges
we can safely intrust to a Catholic the responsibilities of the
loftiest executive office of our country.

Who stops to think any longer whether a man appointed to
high judicial office, and clothed with the most exacting duties
with which an individual can be invested is a Catholic or a
Protestant or a Jew? We have long passed that stage of primi-
tive superstition and prejudice. This thought—hew contempt-
ible it is—that the heart of the Catholic ig not as devotedly
loyal to every part of our country as that of any other Ameri-
can citizen whatsoever.

Why, it is a faet that praetically every battle lyric that has
ever stirred the heart of the South, not to speak of Catholic
patriotism in its larger aspects, was written by a Catholic.

Who wrote The Sword of Lee? Who wrote The Conqguered
Banner? Father Ryan, of Alabama, a Catholic priest. Wheo
wrote Maryland, My Maryland—that inspiring battle song?
Rundall, of Maryland, a Catholic. Who wrote Hurrah for the
Bonny Blue Flag—that flag that was so often dyed with the
richest erimson from the veins of the South? Why, an Arkansas
Catholie.

Ah! Far better did the trustees of the University of Vir-
ginia know the truoe heart of the South than the Senator from
Alabama when that university held its great centenary celebra-
tion a few years ago, to which illustrious men repaired from
almost every corner of the globe, and selected as the priest to
open the exercises on that memorable occasion Bishop O'Con-
nell, a Catholic bishop of the ecity of Richmond, Va.

The Senator from Alabama is in no danger of assassination.
Let him not lay that flattering unction, for that is all it is, to
his soul. American patriots, American Democrats, can not
afford to have him assassinated. He is making more friends
for religious freedom and Governor Smith than any other man
in the land. I for one am ready at any moment to form part
of a bodyguard with which to preserve his precious life—so
priceless to us in making intolerance detestable, in showing
how much better it is that the human heart shounld be actuated
by love than by hate, and how much more advisable it is that
we should cling, as to the cords of our eternal salvation, to
our Federal Constitution, which tolerates no sectarian dis-
crimination whatever, than that we should be engaged in the
odious, the un-Christian, the unpatriotie, the wicked task of
gtirring up brother against brother and sister against sister
and of curdling all that is kindliest in the sweet milk of human
nature; the effect of such conduct is simply to estrange us
from the teachings of Washington and Jefferson and Madison
and the other great founders of this Republic, who inculeated,
as they inculcated hardly anything else, the prineciple of re-
ligious freedom, and brings us to that domain of narrow-minded-
ness, of bitterness, of rancor, and of discord, in which the
despicable bigot lives and has his being.

I had not expected to say what I have said. Perhaps I
have spoken longer than I should have done, but I would
have been false to my country, false to the State that I have
the honor in part to represent in this body, and above all to
myself, if T had not said what I have said.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I shall be very brief in reply-
ing to the defense that the Senator from Maryland has tried to
make of himself and his political alignments.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me
just a moment; or does the Senator prefer to go on now?

Mr. HEFLIN. I would prefer to go on now. I am not going
to speak long.

Mr. NORBECK. I just want to make a short speech on a
Republican candidate for President.

Mr. HEFLIN. I would like to proceed briefly now, because I
want to get through and get a bite to eat. I have had nothing
to eat since breakfast.

Mr. NORBECK. If I do not have to wait too long.

Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator will not have to wait long, I
have already spoken at length and I assure the Senator that
I will not speak long.

Mr. President, in the first place, the Senator from Maryland
has shown how utterly innocent he is, not to say ignorant, of
the facts about this price-predicting power and practice of the
Agricultural Department.
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Last year, the time we complained of, is the only time they
ever made such a prediction about cotton prices, The Sena-
tor consumed a great deal of time justifying what he called
a practice of a long period of years by the Department of Agri-
culture, The Senator from South Carolina [Mr., Smrra]
showed that this cotton-price prediction was something new
under the sun, and that they had no authority to make this
prediction, and we complained about it, and we are now frying
to keep it from happening again. That was and is the purpose
of my bill. So the SBenator now shows that he objected to the
consideration of it on a ground that did not exist. His infor-
mation or misinformation was absolutely incorreet, and not
gound in any particular. He made his objection and opposed
the passage of the bill, according to his own statement, because
he was not at all informed about the matter. The Senator
also said that he would be glad to see a'Roman Catholic elected
President over a Protestant. Doctor McDaniel, the great presi-
dent of the Southern Baptist Convention, in 1926, in a great
speech, one of the greatest I ever read, goes on to show that
this country was established by Protestants; that these insti-
futions that have grown out of the work of the statesmanship
of the early days are Protestant institutions; that there were
not in the United States anywhere Catholics of any consequence
except a handful with Lord Baltimore over here in Maryland.

I am proud of these institutions, and I do not want to see
them lose their Protestant form. 1 am not fighting the Catholic
religion. I am willing for the Catholic to worship as he
chooses. I do not know of a Protestant or a Jew in the United
States who would, if he could, prevent a Catholie from wor-
shiping as he wants to worship, but I am fighting the Roman
Catholie hierarchy and the Roman Catholic machine. I am
fizhting the declared purpose of the Roman Catholic Church,
not the individual's right or desire to worship as he chooses,
I am fighting a program that is dangerous to religious freedom
in America.

The last book given to the public by the Catholics in Ameriea,
so far as I know, was written by Doctor Ryan, a Catholie
priest of this city, who is the professor of moral theology in
the Catholic University of America. Senators, the Senator
from Maryland does not keep informed, because I do not think
he reads any Protestant literature. He is well informed on
the Vatican, he knows what the Jesuits desire and what the
program of priest and Pope is, but he is not informed about
American affairs from the American standpoint.

Listen to this: In this book which Doctor Ryan has written
he sets out boldly and pointedly that when the day comes in
the United States when Catholics are strong enough they will
set up the Catholic state, declare the Catholic religion, and
proscribe other religions; that they may permit some of them
to continue to worship until they die out, but they will not be
permitted to earry on general propaganda. You can not have
your protracted meetings, you can not invite outsiders to join
your church, but must eke out your existence until you die,
and then the Catholic religion will be declared to be the only
religion in the United States. That is what I am fighting
against, fighting against the day, and God stay the hand that
would bring it, when they will proseribe me and mine, and you
and yours, and make us worship as Catholics would have us
worship, as they did in Mexico for 400 years, as they have
done in other Catholic countries, as they do in the Argentine
Republic now. There is a provision in the Constitution of the
Argentine Republic to-day, a sister republic, that nobody but
a Roman Catholic ean be president of that country.

In the face of that the so-called Protestant Senator from
Maryland, who was once, I believe, a Presbyterian, and who
is now a high church Episcopalian, is gradually moving toward
the Vatican. He expresses his wish, and his sincere hope and
supreme desire, to see a Roman Catholic elected above all the
Protestant statesmen in America President of the United States.

Mr. President, the Senator from Maryland talked about the
old days when Roger B. Taney was on the Supreme Bench, and
when Priest Ryan wrote The Sword of Lee and Furl that
Banner, I want to say to the Senator that in that day the
Catholic population was small; they were not flying their flag
above the Stars and Stripes; they were not making open and
determined warfare against the public-school gsystem of
America; they were not bold enough to write in their books
to the faithful the program that they were going to prosecribe
Protestants and Jews and suppress Protestant and Jew religion,

In those days no Pope would have dared to issme an edict
condemning the property of an American citizen in Rhode
Island or elsewhere and, by an order from Rome, confiscate
his property right here under the flag of the United States.
In those days, Mr. President, no priest would have dared sit
in these galleries and hiss a United States Senator, as one of
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them did me when I was helping to defeat their Mexican war
program. In those days no priest would have dared to state,
as this thug Priest Belford, of New York City, in his periodical,
a Catholie paper, did, when he said that they (meaning the
Roman Catholies) ought to hire thugs to waylay me and
murder me on my way home from the Capitol,

I remind the Senator from Maryland of these bold and brazen
encroachments and all these outrageous programs that they are
now laying down right here in the United States. They assert
in their doctrine that *“the publie-school system of Ameriea
ought to go where it came fromm—the devil.” Then the Senator
wonders why I give warning to my country in these strange
times when so many Americans are asleep.

When 1 assailed the Roman Catholies for their efforts to get
us into war with Mexico, every priest about this place—that I
have heard about—condemned me. Every Roman Catholic
writer in this press gallery assailed me and misrepresented me
and slandered me all over the country. Every Roman Catholic
paper in the Nuation assailed and slandered and vilified me
because I was talking as an American against their un-American
program, because I was asserting my rights as an American
Senator to defeat, if possible, the Roman Catholic program for
war with Mexico. They hated me because I seemed to have the
foresight to see just what they were trying to do and had dared
to tell the Senate and the country about it.

They would not have dared do that in the days about which
the Senator from Maryland speaks when he is courting Catholie
votes in Baltimore. I want to remind the Senator that just
such obeisance to the flag of the Pope and by the way that
particular flag is driving his State away from those who have
had control of the Democratic Party there. I want to assert
on this floor as a Demoerat who has gpoken in the name of the
Democratic Party since my early youth time that the Demo-
cratic Party is not going to become the tail to a Roman Catholic
kite in America. The Democratic Party of the Nation, the np-
standing, red-blooded Americans of the Nation, under the flag
of Democracy, are not going to permit the Roman Catholic
political machine of Tammany to intimidate and control the
great Democratic Party. Let the Senator from Maryland put
that in his pipe and smoke it.

Mr. President, let me also remind the Senator that Baltimore,
a Democratic city, defeated a Roman Catholic candidate for
mayor last year by 17,000 majority. Archbishop Curley, it is
said, insisted on nominating Curran, a Catholie, a very clever
and able man. They followed Bishop Curley’'s suggestion and
nominated him, and he was defeated by a large majority.

1 want to remind the Senafor that a Protestant mayor was
elected in Boston; that in Chicago, Dever, the Roman Catholic
candidate, went down before Thompson, the Protestant, and in
Detroit a man by the name of Smith, a Catholic, was defeated.

I spoke in Detroit in June last year. I addressed Masens,
members of the Junior Order of American Mechanics, Knights
of the Ku-Klux Klan, the Odd Fellows, and other patriotic
citizens. They had a parade in a park. The Romanists ob-
jected. The mayor, a Roman Catholic, had machine guns sent
out there. They clubbed women, one, it was charged, with a
baby in her arms, her head lacerated with a club in the hands
of a Catholie policeman, and they had to take her to a hospital.

I addressed them just after all this had occurred. Those fine
and brave Americans were ready to fight and die, but I said,
“Do not do that; that is not wise or best. They have done
enough to make you want to fight and do something desperate,
but do not do it. Listen: If you have the American manhood
and womanhood that I think you have, lay this to Mayor Smith,
candidate for reelection, and beat him for reelection.” They did
it. Protestants and Jews who were not klansmen were indig-
nant at the action of that Roman Catholic mayor in clubbing
those Protestant people, and so they joined with the people
imposed upon and clubbed, and beat him by 17,000 votes and
drove him out of office. That is what happened to this crowd
that is trying to pull down the American standard and put Al
Smith in the White House and their standard above the Unfted
States flag.

The Senator from Maryland said that three great Republicans
had paid high tribute to Al Smith. I told him in the ountset
that they are trying to get Smith nominated. They know that
they can defeat him easily. The Senator told us that Elihu
Root had complimented him. Elihn Root is the man who wrote
that corporation constitution which Smith tried to put over a
few years -ago in New York and which the people of New
York beat by 500,000 majority. Charles E. Hughes, the able
and distinguished American citizen, perhaps the ablest man in
the Republican Party to-day, complimented him, I think, be-
cause he wants the Democrats to nominate him. He knows
that he can toss him around and play with him in a race for
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President, and operate on him as he chooses. That is why Mr.
Hughes complimented Governor Smith.

Then comes old Nicholas “ Flurry ” the Butler, of the Colum-
bia University, this old whisky-soaked bag of New York. He,
a Republican, comes out and boosts Al Smith. Well, his wife
is a Roman Catholic and he is rearing his children in the
Roman Catholic Church. You kmow whenever one of those
smart alecks, sailing under false colors, gets very smart I
unhorse him before the public. I have the history of every
one of them, and of their Roman Catholic connections. So I
am telling you about old Nicholas Flurry the Butler, of
Columbia University. So that disposes of Senator BRUCE'S
Nicholas Flurry, the Butler.

The Senator from Maryland referred to President Roosevelt,
Roosevelt, in his letter to Archie Butt, which was among the
letters Archie gave to his mother at Aungusta, Ga., and which
were published after Archie Buit died, said: “The Catholic
Church is out of harmony with Ameriean institutions. It is a
Latin proposition,” he said, “ and could never hope to grow and
expand except by emigration.” That is what Roosevelt felt
and said.

Now, what else? The Senator from Maryland talks about me
attacking Catholics. I am not attacking the individual Catho-
lic nor his right to worship God as he chooses. I have two
letters now from those American citizens of Roman Catholic
faith in Rhode Island thanking me for taking their part and
defending them in the Senate in this hour “of their deep trou-
ble.” Instead of the Senator from Maryland being of any value
to the American Catholies who want to be real Americans he
leaves it to me fo defend them and their American rights in
the Senate and they are now writing and thanking me for what
I have said. In this letter one of them said he would like to
vote for me for President. If the Senator from Maryland had
heard that he would have fainted, would not he? [Laughter.]

Now, in conclusion, the Senator from Maryland said that he
would like to fosm a bodyguard to protect me. Mr. President,
I have been frequently threatened. I have probably 250 letters
from various sections of the country from Roman Catholics,
saying to me that if I did not let up and cease making my fight
in the Senate on this question they would murder me. Of
course, that is not pleasant. I have written 37 letters, and
they are in the hands of 37 friends, true and tried, saying that
if anything happens to me I want these letters published and I
want my expressed will carried out.

I do not intend that the time shall ever come when these
pussyfooting priests and Jesunits shall stalk around the Capitol
and intimidate Senators, and whisper in their ears to “ Go in
there and punish this man or that because he dares to speak for
his country and against the Roman Catholic program.” I
want the truth known. They know what will happen to them if
they ever carry out their threats against me. I hope they
will not, but if it takes a promise from me to them to cease
my fight for my country to prevent it, I swear before God in
the United States Senate that I refuse to make such a promise.

.That is my position.

Mr. President, if I know my own heart I am for my country.
I am going to continue to support it regardless of any view the
Senator from Maryland may have, who has this day and yester-
day brought down on his head the wrath of the rank and file
?if the party in Maryland. Let him and them settle that ques-

on.

No, Mr, President, T do not want the Senator from Maryland
on any bodyguard for me. He will have to excuse me. I would
hate to lie down and sleep in a room, if it was not locked, with
a bunch of bodyguards such as some of them might select for
me. I prefer to have Masons and Klansmen, and the Knights
of Pythias, Woodmen of the World, Odd Fellows, and other
Americans who do not belong to any fraternity, rather than
to have the Senator from Maryland and the Knights of Colum-
bus. That is my position. The Senator will have to excuse me.
I could not vote for the Senator to be my bodyguard. This is
a very delicate question but I must be excused.

The Senator from Maryland was a member of the committee
of the Senate investigating a Roman Catholic secandal and
conspiracy to destroy me politically. That scheme and criminal
performance was born in the braing of Knights of Columbus
and Catholic priests and Jesuits. They set up the machinery
and turned it over to Hearst, whose wife is a Catholie, to
bring me info a scandal and ruin me if possible.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Opbpig in the chair). Does

the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from FPenn-

I yield

sylvania?
Mr. HEFLIN,




Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I was chairman of the com-
mittee that investigated the incident to which the Senator has
just referred. There was no evidence whatsoever that Mr.
Hearst's wife or any Catholic priest had anything to do with it.
The thing originated in the mind of a man named Avilla, who
wanted to get money for his purposes.

Mr. HEFLIN. I am not asking the Senator from Penn-
sylvania to make any suggestion to me. I will come to him in
a minute, I was just going on to say that this conspiracy
framed against me was born in the minds of Roman Catholies.
I did not expect the Senator from Maryland or Pennsylvania
to say that, but I did not expect them to do what he did in
that important matter. Avilla swore before that committee.
He is a cross between an Italian Catholic and a Roman Cath-
olic Mexican. Ie swore before that committee, and the tes-
timony has been changed.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Does the Senator mean that
we changed one syllable of that testimony?

Mr. HEFLIN. I do mnot; but it certainly was changed by
somebody.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The committee does not know
it if there was one syllable changed.

Mr. HEFLIN. I heard his testimony, and I will swear to
what I heard. He was asked, “ Who did youn get those papers
from?” He said he got them from Cathelic eclerks of the
Government of Mexico.

Mr., REED of Pennsylvania. I heard every syllable of his
testimony and there was nothing like that in it.

Mr. HEFLIN. Nothing like that in it?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No; not a word.

Mr. HEFLIN. I repeat that Avilla said what I say that
he said.

I will gend for the record. That part of it is still in there.
I will send a page for the record of the hearings. I want to
show the Senator from Pennsylvania before the Senate and the
public. That part is still in there. They said, “ What did you
tell them you wanted to do with it?"” He said, “I told them I
wanted it for Bishop Diaz, a Roman Catholie bishop.” Did he not
say that? I did not know there was a Mexican Diaz, a Catholic
bishop. I was in the committee room and heard him. He said,
“1 told them I wanted them for Bishop Diaz, a Roman Catholic
bishop,” and that is the part that they struck out. He might
have corrected his statement. I do not know. The first part
is in there yet, that he got them from Catholic clerks of the
Mexican Government, and that *they wanted them for Bishop
Diaz " is stricken out.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. He was not allowed to see his
testimony before it went to the printer. There was not one
word of it changed by him or by anybody else so far as I
know.

Mr. HEFLIN, That is worse still. If he did not do it, I
would like to know who did. I have witnesses who were with
me and heard him make that statement. I made that state-
ment on the floor of the Senate in my speech on January 18
by what I heard him say and not by that changed record. They
undertook to ruin me, and I got up on the floor of the Senate
as an American Senator and exposed that Roman Catholie
conspiracy and erime and fold the truth about it and drew my
own conclusions as to how it was brought about. I have had
over 6,000 letters from people in every State in the Union who
read the facts, and they agreed with me and indorsed my posi-
tion. I came here and made my speech denouncing those scoun-
drels who conspired together to get up that conspiracy. When I
got through the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rorpinson], the
temporary leader of the Democrats, rose with a well-prepared
speech and attacked me. Who got him to make it? This
Roman influence? I think it did.

What did the Mexican scandal investigating committee do?
It did what it could not help but do in one instance. It exon-
erated me, freed me of all suspicion and charges of wrong-
doing, as it did the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoraH], the
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. I.a ForrerteE], and the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. Norgis]. Then the members of the com-
mittee folded their tents like Arabs and silently marched
away. They have never said a word of condemnation of
Hearst. They brought no indictment against Avilla, a Roman
C'atholie, who had dragged the names of four of their colleagues
into this Catholic Mexican scandal, They have not said any-
thing condemnatory of him yet. Is not that strange? Then
talk about it not being time that we should take some steps to
curb this rampant Roman Catholic spirit in America and check
its hurtful influence in Congress. What influence prevented
proper action by Senator Ropixson, of Arkansas, and Brucs,
of Maryland, and Rggn, of Pennsylvania, and JoHNsoN, of
California? Why did they not condemn Hearst and ask the
Senate to condemn him and Avilla?

8059

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The committee found the facts
and left the denunciation to those who enjoy it.

Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; the committee found the facts. It conld
not help but do that and acquit of wrongdoing the four Sena-
tors who were unfortunately in their hands in the matter, but
it failed to go further, neglected its duty, and is subject to my
condemnation, and I here and now pronounce it in the Senate
of the United States. I have spoken in the Senator’s State, the
State of Pennsylvania, and I am going to make many more
speeches in it. There are many very fine people up there.
Woodrow Wilson paid them a very high compliment while he
was President of the United States.

I was entitled to have my good name relieved from this cloud
of scandal. I was entitled, as were the other three Senators
and the Senate itself, to have this committee of Senators de-
nounce those who sought to destroy us; but, strange to say,
they have not done so to this day. They are still hanging on to
this committee, and I object to the presence of every one of them
except the Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxes] on that com-
mittee. If anybody wants me to give reasons for that state-
ment, I will do so. Why were the Roman Catholies able to
hush this matter up as they did? Why not bring these things
out in the open? That is the way to preserve the Republic. If
a public man is assailed wrongfully, go after and denounce and
repudiate those who did it.

Bring them into the open and repudiate them, and denounce
them as scoundrels. That was the duty of you, Senator Reep,
of Pennsylvania ; Senator Jouxsox, of California ; Senator JoNgs,
of Washington; Senator Rosinsox, of Arkansas; and Senator
Bruce, of Maryland. But, Mr. President, I repeat, strange to
say, that that committee never opened its mouth on this ques-
tion, I, a United States Senator, a Democrat, from the State
of Alabama, wounld expect that the Senator from Maryland
[Mr. Bruce], and the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON],
at least to go after those and denounce those who had slandered
and tried to destroy me, but they both failed and refused to do
it. I am going to get some lunch directly, and build up for
another charge against the Roman Catholic machine. And
after I get another good night’s sleep I may be able to lay some
other revelations before the Senate,

Mr. President, it is a noble thing to render service to one's
country. It is pleasant to fight in the open without fear and
without annoyance from the enemy who is seeking to control
this Government, and who has announced in its program that
when it does control it it will destroy the Protestant religion
in the United States, There is a thrill and an enjoyment in
battling for a cause when you know you are right. Regard-
less of the opposition, regardless of the difficulties and dangers
that beset us, it is the duty of every Senator, of everyone who
loves his country, who is willing to serve it in time of peace
and fight for it in time of war, to stand his ground and speak
his views and serve his country as best he can in the open.
I took an oath when I came into the Senate and stood at the altar
place of this body that I would defend my country against all
enemies, both foreign and domestic; and, so help me God, I
will be faithful to that oath.

HERBERT HOOVER

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I have been wondering
whether Secretary Hoover was going to say anything about the
agricultural issue, and the silence has finally been broken. The
newspapers carry a copy of his felegram to John Brown, of
Monon, Ind. The statement is positive as to the many things
he does not want and is vague as to what he favors.

I send Mr, Hoover's statement to the desk and ask that it be
read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Oppi in the chair). With-
out objection, the clerk will read, as requested.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

I have your wire saying that the statement is being broadeast in
Indiana that I am opposed to all farm-relief measures. As you are
aware, I have continuously advocated Federal farm-relief measures for
many years, While I have not been able to support those provisions in
such measures which embrace price fixing or Government buying and
gelling of farm products Decause of my bellef that they will be harmful
to the farmer and the whole Nation, I have and do believe there are
methods through a Federal farm board by which the farming industry
can be brought to the same success as our other industrial groups. The
President has repeatedly recommended such legislation, and I have been
in hopes that Congress will find such measures this session.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. Hoover says he favors farm * legisla-
tion,” The remarkable thing is that this statement was made
two days after the MeNary-Haugen bill passed the House by a
majority of nearly 100 and had previously passed the Senafe
by a vote of more than 2 to 1. Mr. Hoover must have heard of
this bill. If so, he must be repudiating it. At least, he refuses
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to recognize that measure which the farm organizations of the
entire country are supporting. It can hardly be ignorance. If
it is not ignorance, then it is something worse—a deliberate
ingult to the farm organizations, an insult to the farmer, and
an insult to the Congress of the United States.

He implies that the bill is already dead, because he still ex-
peets farm legislation. He does not favor price fixing; but this
bill is not a price-fixing bill. It simply provides for removing
the surplus so0 as to give an American market to the American
farmers.

Mr. Hoover says he does not favor placing the Government in
business. The McNary-Haugen bill is a device through which
the farmer, at his own expense, will be able to remove from the
domestic market the weight of exportable surplusage, thus in-
suring to him the benefit of a domestic market, with full pro-
tection of the tariff on agricultural commodities. There is no
element of price fixing or Government in business in this bill.

What kind of farm legislation does Secretary Hoover favor?
Asg far as 1 know, the only plan that has not met his objections
has been the one suggested in the 1925 report of the President's
agricultural conference. 'This simply provided for loaning
money to farm organizations for marketing purposes. These
organizations did not ask for any such bill. They did not need
it then. They do not need it now. They do not want it.

We recall that in the last Congress a close friend of Secretary
Hoover advocated such a measure in the Senate. It got splen-
did support from the industrial section, but was repudiated by
the agricultural representatives. The plea that under this pro-
posed plan some of this borrowed money might be used to
stimulate the market wuas only another way of saying that the
funds would be available for gambling on the board of trade
for the purpose of boosting prices.

Unless the farmers were wiser than others who “play the
board,” they would soon lose their wad. They would be dis-
credited and dishonored. They wonld be worse off than ever,
and they would frequently be reminded by their new-found
friends that their business methods were not the best.

By this telegram Herbert Hoover has given notice to Con-
gress and to the farmers that if he is elected President they
need not apply to him. It can only be considered a declaration
that the present policy of cheap foodstuffs must be maintained
in the interest of larger industrial dividends. The election of
a candidate who approves the break of party pledges made
four years ago would mean the final submergence of agricul-
ture in America to industry.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A mesage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House insisted upon its
amendment to the bill (8. 744) to further develop an American
merchant marine, to assure its permanence in the transporta-
tion of the foreign trade of the United States, and for other
purposes, disagreed to by the Senate; agreed to the conference
requested by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and that Mr., WHiTE of Maine, Mr. LEALBACH,
Mr., Free, Mr, Davis, and Mr. Braxp were appointed managers
on the part of the House at the conference.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the House to
the bill (8. 3740) for the control of floods on the Mississippi
River and its tributaries, and for other purposes.

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR TIPTONVILLE, TENN,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr., Oppie in the chair) laid
before the Senate the amendments of the House of Representa-
tives to the bill (8. 3862) authorizing J. T. Burnett, his heirs,
legal representatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and
operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Tipton-
ville, Tenn., which were, on page 5, line 5, to strike out the
word “and,” and on the same page, line 13, to strike out the
word “its” and insert * his.”

Mr. McKELLAR. I move that the Senate agree to the House
amendments,

The motion was agreed to.

OHIO RIVER BRIDGE NEAR WELLSBURG, W. VA.

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S.
797) granting the consent of Congress to the J. K. Mahone
Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construet, maintain,
and operate a bridge across the Ohio River, at or near Wells-
burg, W. Va., which were, on page 1, line 3, to strike out “ the
consent of Congress is hereby granted to” and insert “in order
to promote interstate commerce, improve the Postal Service, and
provide for military and other purposes”; on page 1, line 4,
after the word *“assigng,” to insert “be, and is hereby, author-
ized "”; on page 2, line 10, to strike out the words “and ter-
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minals ' ; on page 2, line 17, to strike ouf the word “and” and
insert “or”; on page 3, line 1, after the word “any,” to insert
* public agency or”; on page 3, line 7, after the word * con-
demnation,” to insert “or expropriation”; on page 3, line 9,
after the word “condemnation,” to insert *or expropriation " ;
on page 3, line 11, after the word *condemnation,” to insert
“or expropriation”; on page 3, line 20, to strike out the word
“interest” and insert *interests”; on page 3, line 22, after
the word “shall,” to insert “at any time”; on page 3, line 24,
after the word “are,” to insert “ thereafter”: on page 4, line 1,
after the word “ the,” to insert “ reasonable ”; on page 4, line 2,
after the word “ approaches,” to insert *“ under economical man-
agement " ; on page 4, line 4, after the word “ therefor,” to insert
“including reasonable interest and financing cost”; on page 4,
to strike out all after the word * sufficient” in line 7, down to
and including the word “ approaches  in line 8, and insert * for
such amortization”; on page 4, line 9, after the word * been,”
to insert “so”; on page 4, line 12, to strike out * care, repair™;
on page 4, line 13, after the word * approaches,” to insert * under
economical management ”; on page 4, line 15, after the word
“the,” to insert *“actual”; on page 4, line 21, after the word
“ War,” to insert “and with the highway departments of the
States of West Virginia and Ohio"; on page 5, line 1, after
the word “may,” to insert “and upon request of the highway
department of either of such States shall”; on page 5, lines 2
and 3, to strike ount “the actual cost of constructing the same”
and to insert “such costs and determine the accuracy and the
reasonableness of the costs alleged in the statement of cost so
filed, and shall make a finding of the actual and reasonable costs
of constructing, financing, and promoting such bridge”; on
page 5, line 3, to strike out “such” and insert “the”; on page
5, line 3, after the word * purpose,” to insert “of such investi-
gation ”; on page 3, line 5, to strike out “financing and ” and to
insert “ construction, finaneing, and " ; on page 5, lines 5 and 6,
to strike out “the construction” and insert “ promotion”: on
page 5, line 7, to strike out “actual original cost” and insert
“reasonable costs of the construction, financing, and promo-
tion " ; on page 5, line 7, after the word “ conclusive,” to insert
“for the purposes mentioned in section 4 of this act”: and to
amend the title =0 as to read: “ An act authorizing the J. K.
Mahone Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construect,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River at or near
Wellsburg, W, Va.”

Mr. NEELY. I move that the Senate concur in the House
amendinents,

The motion was agreed to.

TAX REDUCTION

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
gideration of the bill (H. R. 1) to reduce and equalize taxa-
tion, provide revenue, and for other purposes.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the first amendment which was
passed over was the one dealing with the surtax rate. I under-
stand that the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Srmmoxs]
has a very urgent appointment for 4 o’clock, and he would like to
open the discussion upon that amendment. It is impossible for
him to conclude his remarks to-day by 4 o'clock. He will have
to leave some minutes before that time. Therefore, at the
Senator’s request, I ask that we take up the amendment on page
185, section 500 (a), which is the admissions tax.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I understood that out of
the fullness of the Senator’s heart, and those of his colleagues,
they might agree to the proposition to eliminate the admissions
tax, with the exception, of ecourse, of the House provisions touch-
ing prize fights, because it was stated in the committee that
the House having cut down the exemption to $1, and the Senate
having raised the exemption up to $3, that would be a loss of
some $17,000,000, as I recall, and we would only get an addi-
tional $1.000,000 out of admissions. Necessarily, the adminis-
tration of the law would cost something, as well as the worry;
and I understood that the Senator might agree that we would
strike out all admissions taxes with the exception of the pro-
vision in regard to prize fights carried in the House bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the committee decided to follow
the recommendations of Mr, Brady, who represented the pro-
ducers of the spoken drama, as well as the representative of
the actors’ associations; and they requested that the limitation
be increased to $3. 1 think this will only cover high-priced
operas and the spoken drama perhaps in Chicago and New
York; I do not know of any other place in the United States
where it will apply.

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator is putting Mr. Brady
in a false light there, Mr. Brady was trying to get the exemp-
tion raised as much as he could. He wanted it all eliminated
if it was possible, because it was pointed out before the com-
mittee that these people who train themselves in life work,
endowed with wonderful talent, that are engaged in grand
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opera, for instance—personally, I do not like it, but a good
many people do like it, and I admire those that do like it—
would have to pay the tax. In other words, it is argued that
we are taxing talent in this matter; and because of the small
amount of taxes that we would obtain by virtue of leaving it
over $3 it seems to me we might eliminate the whole proposi-
tion, and this one war nuisance tax would be gotten behind us.
Of course, if the Senator wants to contend further on the
proposition, it just takes up that much more time,

Mr, SMOOT. I prefer to.

Mr.. HARRISON. Let us take a vote on the proposition,
then.

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfeetly willing to have that done.

Mr. HEFLIN. Let us have a vote now. h

Mr. HARRISON. I eall for the yeas and nays.

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing to take the yeas and
nays.

The yveas and nays were ordered.

Mr. SIMMONS, Mr. President, before the vote is taken I
wish to say just a word.

I want to say, with reference to the request that I made of
the Senator in eharge of the bill, that I had expected this bill
to come up earlier in the day, and made the appointment which
has been spoken of, thinking that by the hour named we would
have disposed of it; but, while I am on my feet, I want to dis-
cuss briefly the amendment that is now before the Senate.

I heard the argument or statement of Mr. DBrady. It was
one of the most interesting to which I have listened in a long
time, Of course, in the position he occupied, Mr. Brady was
ready to take and had to take what he could get. He wanted to
get as much as he could, and he expressed the opinion that so
far as his association was concerned it would be very gratify-
ing if the exemption was moved up to $3. He discussed, how-
ever, the effect of thig heavy tax upon the spoken drama. He
said that before the admissions tax was imposed the spoken
drama was played in all parts of the United States; that it
went to the smaller towns. Especially did he lay stress upon
the fact that it played in the South, which at that time had but
few small cities, and that these smaller communities were given
the benefit of the spoken drama, with all its edueational ad-
vantages and effects. As a result of this heavy tax, he said,
the spoken drama now was almost exclusively confined to the
larger cities of the country ; that they had practically ceased to
pay any attention to the South or to those States in the West
with only small towns, and that as a result of that these people
were denied the benefits of hearing the spoken drama as inter-
preted by the highest talent in the profession. That he pro-
nounced deplorable. That he denounced as something that
denied to a large portion of the United States the educational
benefits of the spoken drama,

He called attention to the fact that the movies had been sub-
stituted for the spoken drama in these sections of the country.
I had not thought of it in that light before, but I did remember
when I was a younger man, before I came to the Senate, how
I enjoyed the plays that visited the little town in which I
lived, then a town of not over 10,000 people, and how the people
of North Carolina and all these little towns had the benefit of
the visitation of these troupes, giving Shakespearean plays and
other great educational performances; and it seemed to me that
while the movies are also enlightening and educational, they
are not to be compared in many respects to the spoken drama,
The sections that have had them substituted altogether for the
spoken drama have suffered on account of it, and suffered for
the sake of a very small revenue income which it was supposed
would be derived from the tax.

The majority on the Committee on Finance agreed to raise
the exemption, and it may be that as a result of that increase
to $3 in the exemption some classes of those companies that
play the spoken drama may come to the South, may go to the
West, the smaller towns of the South, the smaller towns of the
West: but I am inclined to think that while the increased
exemption will mitigate the evils of the situation it will not
give those sections that are now excluded from these enlighten-
ing performances full restoration of what they lost through the
Imposition of this tax.

There is only a million dollars in dispute. I do not see why
we shonld haggle about a thing of this sort for only a million
dollars’ revenue. There is no such emergency as requires a
tax of this sort, especially a harmful tax yielding such a
small amount as this yields. That there is no emergency
reguiring such a tax is shown by the large surpluses that are
constantly piled up in the Treasury.

Raising the exemption to $§3 will not enable grand opera to
g0 to the South, Its towns are too small to justify its coming.
Now and then some ambitious community in the South—and
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I take it that this applies also to the West—sometimes gives
a guaranty on the part of some of its enterprising citizens,
and in that way they secure now and then grand opera in those
communities. But why impose upon them, upon a few gen-
tlemen or a few citizens who are so eager to see grand opera
that they are willing to pay exorbitant prices for admission
and guarantee that the total receipts will not be below a cer-
tain sum? Wounld it not be well to strike out this little pittance
of a million dollars and let every part of this country have an
opportunity to enjoy the better type of spoken drama, to see
the great actors in person upon the stage, to draw that inspira-
tion from these performances which we used to get from the
better Shakespearean plays?

Why should not the people of all the country be permitted
to hear grand opera? It is delightful to many. I myself care
little about it. I do not know that men care so much about it
as a rule, but the women of our country almost without an ex-
ception enjoy it to the fullest, and yet by reason of this tax,
as I say, a large part of the people of this country are pro-
hibited from hearing it because of the burdensome tax imposed
upon it. That tax now has been reduced so that it will remain
as it was before, above $3 upon grand opera, and exclude it.
It will remain, as before, above $3 upon the spoken drama,
and exclude it. Is $1,000,000 in the Treasury of the United
States so badly needed by the Government that it should deny
the _pl;ivilege of enjoying these plays and hearing this grand
music?

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

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes.

Mr. COPELAND. And, of course, I may say to the Sen-
ator, it is not alone the rich. Many of the most lowly of our
people are interested in these fine plays and this fine musie,

Mr. SIMMONS. Why, of course; and if they are induced to
come to a community by reason of the guaranty given by a
few citizens of the community, the poor can not take advantage
of it. The rates will have to be so high that they will be
prohibitive except to the people who are well-to-do in life,

It seems to me if there is any tax in this bill that is utterly
unjustified, it is the retention of this $1,000,000 tax; and that
is the total revenue the tax yields.

I regret very much that the chairman of the committee does
not feel at liberty to consent, without having a vote upon it, to
let this $1,000,000 tax go.

Mr. SMOOT. If this amendment went out it would make no
difference whatever in the matter of grand opera. The tax is
not going to hurt any person who is able to pay $10 or $11 for
opera seats. We desire to have this as a tax program in order
that if there were to be a raise of the tax in the future we
could simply raise the rate, and there could never be any com-
plaint about it.

The spoken drama up to $3 would never pay a cent of tax.
There are very few little towns in the United States in which
the people could ever or would ever afford to pay $3 for a
ticket. The movies have taken the place of the spoken drama :
there is very little of it left. If it were free of tax it would
never be revived again, in my opinion, as long as the theaters
charge the rate they do, and Mr. Brady said they were com-
pelled to charge such a rate on account of the expenses. It
will never be revived again in the United States. We have
on hand now the spoken movie, in which the person appesrs, you
hear his voice, yon see him upon the platform, and that can
all be witnessed for 35 or 50 or 7b cents. It seems to me that
we ought to retain this tax, even if we want to incrense the
taxes in the future; and I want to say frankly that if the plans
are carried out upon the five or six great projects that are being
pressed here and in the other House, and they become law, I
do not see how we are going to avoid it. Therefore, for that
reason, I hope the Senate will support the committee amendment.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does the Senator take the position that re-
mitting this million-dollar tax would embarrass the Treasury?

Mr. SMOOT. Not to-day. I thought I explained that that
would not embarrass the Treasury.

Mr. HARRISON. May we not have the amendment reported
now?

Mr. SMOOT. I think the proper way to proceed would be
for the Senator from North Carolina to offer his amendment
now.

Mr. HARRISON. The “‘enator has offered his amendment,
and I just asked that it be reported.

Mr, SMOOT. It is lying on the table.

Mr., SIMMONS. It is on the table, and I ask that it be
reporied.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re-

ported.
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The Cuier CrLerg. The Senator from North Carolina offers
the following amendment: On page 195, to strike out lines 3 to
23, inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the following:

(a) Section 500(a) of the revenue act of 1926 is amended to read
as follows :

“ 8ec, 500, (a) There shall be levied, assessed, collected, and paid—

“(1) A tax of 25 per cent of the amount paid for admission to a
prize fight, or boxing, sparring, or other pugilistic match or exhibition,
for which the amount paid for admission is §5 or more: Provided,
That an equivalent tax shall be collected on all free or complimentary
tickets or admissions to such prize fight, or boxing, sparring, or other
pugilistic mateh or exhibition, and the tax shall be on the amount for
which a similar seat or box is sold at the said match or exhibition ;

“(2) Upon tickets or cards of admission to theaters, operas, and
other places of amusement, sold at news stands, hotels, and places
other than the ticket offices of such theaters, operas, or other places
of amusement, at more than 50 cents in excess of the sum of the
established price therefor at such ticket offices plus the amount of any
tax imposed under paragraph (1), a tax equivalent to 50 per cent of
the whole amount of such exeess, such tax to be returned and paid, in
the manner and subject to the interest provided in section 502, by the
person selling such tickets.”

Mr. HARRISON. » Mr. President, this amendment is in three
sections. One section provides for the taking off of the ad-
mission tax, The House adopted the provision with reference
to boxing and sparring matches, and so on, which we do mnot
disturb, which is included in this amendment. In other words,
by this amendmeént we leave the tax which the House incor-
porated in the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senate committee also leaves it in,

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator means the committee leaves
it in on boxing matches?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; and on prize fights. The third sec-
tion of the amendment deals with this situation: Under the
law now there has been a custom which has grown up in the
large cities that hotels and certain theater brokerage firms sell
theater tickets.

Mr. SMOOT. Which are known as scalpers’ tickets,

Mr. HARRISON. They are known as scalpers in some in-
stances, but the large hotels of the country carry these tickets
for the eonvenience of their patrons.

Mr. SMOOT. This is the present law.

Mr. HARRISON. In the amendment which the Senator from
North Carolina proposes, he permits a service charge of not
more than 50 cents for each of these tickets which are sold in
these hotel lobbies and brokerage offices,

Mr. SMOOT. That is the present law,

Mr. HARRISON. If they charge more than that, there is a
penalty imposed. Consequently, we do not disturb the law in
these other features particularly, but we do take the admission
tax off by this amendment, whether the admission is over $3 or
under $3.

Mr. SACKETT. What is the amount of the penalty imposed?

Mr. HARRISON. The penalty is 50 per cent of the amount
charged by these people for the services rendered.

Mr. SACKETT. Fifty per cent of the amount charged?

Mr. HARRISON. Fifty per cent in excess of the established
price, 1 should say.

Mr. SACKETT. That would be 25 cents?

Mr. HARRISON, That would be 25 cents in addition to the
50 cents.

Mr. SMOOT. That is correct.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, does the amendment repeal
existing law respecting these admissions? Would that law be
termingted under this amendment?

Mr. HARRISON. It does repeal the existing law with refer-
ence to the admission tax; yes. That is the object of the
Simmons amendment.

Mr. Brady, who has represented the theatrical people for a
long time, not with any pay coming to him, but because of his
love of the work, made one of the finest presentations before
the committee that was ever made before it. He had us all
erying there for a little while, in speaking of the great men
and women who had shed luster on the theatrical profession.

I do not believe any member of the committee .wants to
penalize the talent of these people. We all know that in the
large cities—and here in Washington—often the theaters charge
more than §3. It may be more than they should charge, but
they do charge more at times. If the public wants to pay it,

it is up to the public; but it seems to me that a decade after
the war is over, when this war tax was imposed, it is time
for ug to eliminate it; and if there is good reason for the Con-
gress to eliminate §17,000,000 out of the $18,000,000 that is now
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collected from admission dues, certainly the reason should be
just as great not to retain the $1,000,000 that we do collect by
virtue of this.

I submit that when we consider the expenses incurred in
the administration of the law, the trouble that is imposed upon
the theatrical profession in the sale of these tickets, and so
on, this million dollars can be well made up in some other
:'hag,bﬁrlld that all the admission taxes should be taken out of

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, the Senator believes in the
principle of the surtax, does he not?

L:r. HARRISON. Ob, yes; I believe in the principle of the
surtax.

Mr. EDGE. This involves very much the same principle; if
one can afford to pay $3 for a ticket, it is not a great burden
to pay a small amount of taxation.

Mr. HARRISON. I am surprised at my friend from New
Jersey making that argument, because I presume that, outside
of the great city of New York, more of these talented people
come from New Jersey than from any other State. I suppose
the pecple of New Jersey, which is really next to New York,
like to see real legitimate drama, spoken drama, and grand
opera and these talented people, I am surprised the Senator
wants to impose this penalty upon them. I can see very little
likeness or similarity between the imposition of a surtax and
the imposition of a tax on people who go to a real good show
that might cost $5, where the finest talent are * strutting ” their
goods on the stage, rather than to go to the Gayety down here,
where the admission is probably 50 or 75 cents. I want to
encourage people to go to the very best in this country. I want
to encourage the people in this country with talent, who have
educated themselves for the stage, for the drama, and for
grand opera to employ their talent and make great money
if they want to without being embarrassed by the Federal
Government,

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

Mr. HARRISON. I yield.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator from New Jersey speaks of
this as a surtax. As a matter of fact, we put a surtax upon
the rich, but just as many of the people who buy these tickets
are poor as are rich.

Mr. SMOOT., A ticket costing over $37

Mr, COPELAND. Yes; tickets costing over $3.

Mr. SMOOT. They may be in New York.

Mr. COPELAND. A man may be a truck driver and yet
have a love of the stage or of grand opera, and he is entitled
to go, and he should be given consideration just as much as
those who are able to pay high prices.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, in the very forceful pres-
entation to the committee by Mr. Brady he showed that a
few years ago in all the cities throughout this country the
finest, highest class theatrical troupes visited the ecities, and
people in those communities could see those shows.

Mr. COPELAND. The poor people.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; the poor people could see them; but
not to-day. Because of the obstacles being thrown in their
path, discouragement upon the part of the Government, and
many other things, there is hardly any legitimate theater in
the country. The people are now going to see motion pictures,
and so on. When the people from my section of the country
get enough money to visit the city of New York, one of the
first things on their program is to see a fine show there, or the
grand opera; they want the best; and I presume that is the
way with the people from Utah, and from other States.

I submit, Mr. President, that this figure of $3 was not fixed
at the instance of Mr. Brady.

Mr. Brady wanted to strike out the admission tax alto-
gether. The theaters of the country and the theatrical patrons
want to strike it all out. But when the chairman of the com-
mittee, in his suave way, put it to Mr. Brady, *“ Would you not
accept $3,” of course, he wounld accept $3 in preference to a
dollar, which was put in the bill in the House, or in preference
to the 75 cents that is fixed by the present law. I submit that
the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina should be
accepted.

Mr. SIMMONS. DMr. President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.

Mr. SIMMONS. Does not the Senator know it to be a fact
that in parts of the country where these fine plays do mot go
there are numerous people who will travel at heavy expense
to the larger cities, at least once a year, maybe twice a year,
forhthe p?urpose of enjoying the kind of play that is denied them
at home

Mr. HARRISON. That is gquite true,
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Mr. SIMMONS. We have taken all the tax off the movies;
we have taken all the tax off circuses; we have taken all the
tax off everything of that kind except the spoken drama.

Mr. SMOOT. Except where the admission is over $3.

Mr, SIMMONS. Except where it is in excess of $3.

Mr. FLETCHER. Can the Senator say whether taking the
tm; [;)ff the movies has reduced the price of admission to the
publie?

Mr. SIMMONS. I presume it has, and I think it has. I
think it will have that effect.

Mr. SMOOT. In some cases, and in some cases nof.

Mr. SIMMONS. Why, I ask the Senator, take the tax off
these other things, circuses and movies, and retain it guali-
fiedly of to a limited extent upon these other performances?

Mr. HARRISON. The reason is just as strong for taking it
off this as for taking it off these other things. I ask the chair-

man of the committee if he will not agree to let us strike Lhis
out?

Mr. SMOOT. The chairman of the committee can not do
that,

Mr, HARRISON. Then let us vote. I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair announces that be-
fore a vote can be taken on this amendment, it will be neces-
sary for the Senate to vote on the two committee amendments
on page 195, lines 11 and 23. The clerk will read the amend-
ments, because these will perfect the amendment which the
Senator from North Carolina proposes.

Mr. SMOOT. It will be just the same thing.

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent that we vote on
the amendment as it is pending now.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator must modify that
request. Let us vote upon this amendment as a substitute for
the committee amendments as reported.

Mr. HARRISON. That is right.

Mr, SACKETT. I would like to ask the chairman of the
committee whether the committee has considered at all the
penalty provision on speculation in tickets?

Mr, SMOOT. That is in the present law.

Mr., SACKETT. That is in the present law; and is not
changed by the amendment of the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr. SMOOT. It is changed very litile. It is not changed
as the Finance Committee reported the bill, but it is changed
in the last four lines of the amendment offered by the Senator
from North Carolina.

Mr. SACKETT. Has the committee examined that change to
see whether it amounts to anything or not?

Mr. SMOOT. No; but I know that the sealpers desire to
have this change made.

Mr. FESS., Let the question be stated.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr, SiM-
Mmons] offers an amendment as a substitute for section 500.

Mr. FESS. Then we will have to vote on these amendments
before we vote on that.

Mr. SMOOT. We certainly would; but unanimous consent
was asked to vote upon this amendment as a substitute for the
committee amendment as reported,

Mr. FESS. I wanted to know what we were to vote on.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
- to the amendment proposed as a substitute by the Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. SiMaons].

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warson]. Not know-
ing how he would vote, I withhold my vote.

Mr. SIMMONS (when the name of Mr. RoBixso~N of Arkansas
was called). I was requested by the senior Senator from Ar-
kansas [Mr. RoBinsoN] to announce that if he were present he
would vote “ yea " on this question.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. CURTIS., I transfer my pair with the senior Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. RoBinson] to the Senator from Idaho [Mr.
Goonrsa], and vote “nay.”

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (after having voted in the nega-
tive), I have a general pair with the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. Bayarp]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from Ver-
mont [Mr. Daig], and allow my vote to stand.

Mr. BRATTON. I have a pair with the junior Senator from
Indiana [Mr. RoeixsoN]. I am not at liberty in his absence to
vote, but if allowed to do so I would vote “yea.”

Mr. SMITH. I transfer my pair with the senior Senator

from Indiana [Mr. WarsoN] to the junior Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. Kenprick], and vote “ yea.”
Mr. JONES.

I desire to announce the following pairs:

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

8063

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu PoxsT] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. TraAMMELL] ; and

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Pixe] with the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. LocHER].

I also desire to announce the absence of the Senator from
South Dakota [Mr. Noreeck| and the Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. Currine] on business of the Senate. If present, both
Senators would vote “nay ” on this question. .

The result of the roll call was—yeas 40, nays 40, as follows:

YEAS—40
Ashurst George MceNary Bteck
Barkley Gerry Mayfield Stephens
Black Glass Neely Swanson
Blease Harris Overman Thomas
Broussard Harrison Pittman Tydings
Caraway Hawes Ransdell son
Copeland Hayden Reed, Mo. Wagner
Dill Heflin Sheppard Walsh, Maszs.
Edwards King Simmons Walsh, Mont,
Fletcher McRellar Smith Wheeler

NAYS—40
Bingham Fess Keyes Reed, Pa.
Blaine Frazier La Follette Backett
Borah Gillett MecLean Schall
Brookhart off McMaster Shipstead
Bruce Gould Metealf Shortridge
Capper Greene Moses Smoot
Couzens Hale Norris - Steiwer
Curtis Howell Nye Vandenberg
Deneen Johnson Oddie Warren
Edge Jones Phipps Waterman

NOT VOTING—I14

Bayard du Pont Norbeck Trammell
Bratton Goodingk Pine Watson
Cutting Kendric] Robinson, Ark,
Dale Locher Robinson, Ind.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas are 40 and the nays are
40, The amendment of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr,
Simmons] in the nature of a substitute is not agreed to.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I would like to give notice
that there will be another vote on the Simmons amendment
when the bill is in the Senate unless some Senator on the
other side of the aisle desires to change his vote and come over
to us.

Mr. SMOOT. Now, Mr. President, I would like to have the
amendment agreed to as reported.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Cmier CrLErg. On page 195, line 11, strike out * 81 or
less " and insert in lien thereof “ $3 or less,” so as to read:

(1) A tax of 1 cent for each 10 cents or fraction thereof of the
amount paid for admission to any place, including admission by season
ticket or subscription, to be paid by the person paying for such admis-
sion ; except that in case the amount paid for admission is $3 or less, no
tax shall be imposed, and except that in case of admission to a prize
fight, or boxing, sparring, or other pugilistic match or exhibition, for

. which the amount paid for admission is $5 or more, the tax shall be

25 per cent of such amount: Provided, That an equivalent tax shall be
collected on all free or complimentary tickets or admissions to such
prize fight, or boxing, sparring, or other pugilistic match or exhibition
and the tax shail be on the amount for which a similar seat or box is
gold at the said match or exhibition.

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The next amendment passed over
will be stated.

The Coier CLErk. On page 195, line 23, strike out “$1 or
less ” and insert in lieu thereof “ $3 or less,” so as to read:

Amounts pald for admission by season ticket or subgeription shall be
exempt only if the amount which would be charged to the holder or
subscriber for a single admission is $3 or less,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I desire to ask the chairman
of the Committee on Finance in charge of the bill whether he
would be willing to take up, somewhat out of its order, the
amendment with regard to club dues?

Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willing to do so.
found in section 412, on page 196.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The CHier CLERK. On page 196, line 5, the committee pro-
poses to strike out “5 per cent” and insert in lieu thereof “ 10
per cent,” so as to read:

(a) Section 501 of the revenue act of 1926 is amended to read as
follows :

“8rc. 501, (a) There shall be levied, assessed, collected, and paid
a tax equivalent to 10 per cent of any amount paid—

“(1) As dues or memberghip fees to any social, athletic, or sporting
club or organization, if the dues or fees of an active resident annual
member are in excess of $10 per year; or—

And so forth,

It will be
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Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I wish to state to the Senate
that the revenue derived from club dues amounts to $10,000,000
a year. The House proposes to reduce that tax to $£5,000,000;
that is to say, the House adopted a rate just one-half of the
present law. It is in opposition to the amendment proposed by
the Finance Committee of the Senate, restoring the tax elimi-
nated by the House, that I wish to ask the Senate to indulge me
just for a moment.

I believe that both parties have repeatedly, through their
official spokesmen in the administration and in Congress, ex-
pressed the desire that we should get rid as quickly as possible
of these small rates that were imposed during the war when a
great emergency existed, and which are generally characterized
as nuisance taxes. The tax upon club dues is largely of that
character. There was a time in our history when only the
rich were able to indulge in the pleasure of belonging to clubs.
But that time has passed and there is hardly a town of 5,000
inhabitants in the country to-day that has not what is called a
country club, with golf links attached, Golf was formerly a
sport of the rich. There were but few clubs with golf courses
in the country, and they were confined largely to the rural
surroundings of the larger cities of the counfry.

But that game has to-day become one of the most fashionable
amusements in which our people indulge. The little clubs with
golf courses have in their membership the relatively poor as
well as the relatively rich. It is a sport that is indulged in by
women as well as by men. It is a sport that conduces to good
health, to vigorous manhood and womanhood. Not only lovers
of sports indorse it but leading scientists and physicians of the
country join in proclaiming it one of the most healthful amuse-
ments to which men and women now resort.

I wish it were possible to eliminate the tax altogether. An
amusement and a sport which is healthful, which has become a
resort for exercise and for pleasure of a large element of our
people from one end of the country to the other ought not to be
subjected 40 a tax. There are other things from which tha
Government can get its revenue which are more appropriste
gources than this. Because of the universality of this sport,
becanse of its healthful character, I hope that the Treasury
Department will be able to stand at this time a cut of one-half
of the tax.

Mr. President, I do not wish to pursue the matter further
than to make this brief statement. I might speak more at
length, but, as I said, I believe it unnecessary at this time,

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

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly.

Mr. COPELAND, How much will we lose if we leave off the
tax entirely?

Mr. SIMMONS. We would lose $10,000,000. If we cut it in
half, we will have £5,000,000 still left. The House proposal was
to reduce the tax one-half, and I am asking that we adopt the
House amendment. The majority of the Finance Committee
have asked that the House amendment be stricken out and the
present tax retained,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania, Mr. President, a parliamentary
inquiry. On the last roll-call vote I understand that the vote
of the Senators was equally divided; and I rise to ask how the
Vice President is recorded as having voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The name of the Viee President
wae not called. The parliamentarian informs the Vice Presi-
dent that in the case of a tie vote on an amendment, where
the tie vote defeats the amendment, it is not the custom to eall
the name of the Vice President. If my name had been called,
I should have voted “ nay."”

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. 1 suggest that under the Con-
stitution it is the duty of the clerk to call the name of the Vice
President when the Senators are equally divided.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed by the par-
liamentarian that it is necessary for the Chair to direct the
clerk to call his name; and the Chair now directs him to call
his name, .

The Crerg. The Vice President.

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, just a moment. As I under-
stand, the vote was 40 to 40; and, as it was an amendment, the
amendment was lost by reason of the tie vote.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment was lost on a
tie vote.

Mr. BORAH. 1 can not quite understand what effect the Vice
President’s vote will have,

Mr, NORRIS, Mr. President, was the vote 4040 or 50-507
[Laughter.]

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, undoubtedly it is
the parliamentary rule that a motion requires a majority to
carry it. If the vote is evenly divided, the motion is lost; but

in view of the provisions of the Constitution, it seems to me
that the Vice President is charged with the duty of voting,

l '
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whether he desires to defeat or to carry the motion; and I take
the view of the Senator from Pennsylvania that when there is
a tie vote the Vice President has a right to vote.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Not only a right but a duty, Mr.
President.

Mr., WALSH of Montana.
well, :
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. And if he disagrees with the
adversaries of the amendment it is his duty to register his vote
and carry the motion.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit
me, it seems to me the failure of the Vice President to vote
shows that he was opposed to the amendment, because his vote
for it would have carried it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Constitution does not pro-
vide for implying or inferring what his intent is.

Mr. SWANSON. The Constitution can not compel him to
vote, I should think,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The Constitution compels all of
us to vote unless we are excused.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I submit, on the point of order,
that it required a majority vote to earry that amendment, and
unless there was a majority vote it was lost. Being lost,
obviously there was no requirement or necessity for the Vice
President to vote.

I now raise the point of order that the roll call having been
finished and the result announced, and other business having
been transacted, it is not in order for the Vice President to cast
his ballot, any more than it would be for an individual Senator
who has now come into the Chamber.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I make the point of order that
the roll call is invalid unless the names of all those entitled to
vote shall be called.

Mr. BLEASE. T ask that the roll call be taken over, if my
friend insists on his point of order; but under all parlia-
mentary usage, where there is a motion made, in order to carry
the motion a majority must vote in favor of it, and if there is
not a majority the motion is lost ; and if another Senator should
come in now he certainly would not have a right to cast his
vote.

Mr, HARRISON. Mr. President, I want to resent the imputa-
tion that the Vice President has not done his duty, and I am
delighted to know that the imputation does not come from this
side of the aisle. I know, and the other Senators know, that
the Vice President does want to discharge his duty, because
we will not forget an occasion when he hastened back here at
top speed in order to perform his duty. [Laughter.]

Mr., REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, leaving the
comedy out for a moment, I do not think the question is wholly
a laughable one. Every motion conceivable to be made in the
Senate is lost if the vote upon it is a tie. There is nothing
peculiar about this amendment. The passage of every bill is
defeated if the vote be a tie; so that the plain intention of the
Constitution was that wherever a tie vote existed, the Vice
President should vote. His vote is not dispensed with by
reason of the faet that the motion is lost when there is a tie,
because that is true in every case and the Constitution must
have had it in mind.

I do not advance the suggestion facetiously or lightly. I
think the question ought to be ruled upon and acted upon, and
that in time it might become of extreme importance; and if
there is any doubt about the procedure to be followed it ought
to be settled now.

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

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I yield.

Mr. DILL. I call the Senator’s attention to the constitu-
tional provision. It deoes not require the Viee President to
vote, It is a permissive provision. It says:
but shall have no vote, unless they be equally divided.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Precisely, That is true of the
Senators. Each Senator has a vote; but the whole intention
of the Constitution is that every one having a vote shall vote
unless excused.

Mr. DILL. But there is nothing compulsory about it.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. There is nothing compulsory
in terms upon the Senators.

Mr. DILL. I do not think the Vice President has failed to
discharge his duty at all.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, in order to settle the thing,
I move a reconsideration of the vote. Then we can take
another vote.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the motion of the Senator from Florida. Without objection,
the motion is agreed to. :

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. No, Mr. President.

Not only a right but a duty as
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Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. I call for the yeas and nays on
the original reconsidered motion.

The VICH PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eall the roll

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I ask to have the guestion
stated. I do not understand it.

Mr. SMOOT. The yeas and nays were not ordered.

Mr WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, a point of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Is this the motion to reconsider,
or has the motion to reconsider been adopted?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The roll call is on the motion to
reconsider,

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, a point of order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr, BINGHAM. Is it in order for a Senator who is in the
minority to move to reconsider?

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I make the point of order
that the motion to reconsider is out of order, because the
original vote was an illegal vote, and it ean not be ratified by
another one of the same kind.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is overruled.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. TYDINGS. I have the floor.
please.

Mr. SMOOT. I thought the Senator was through.

Mr. BINGHAM. Has the Chair ruled on the point of order
which I raised?

Mr. TYDINGS. Have I the floor, Mr. President?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida did not
have the right to make the motion to reconsider.

Mr. FLETCHER. Then I eall on the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania to make it.

Mr. TYDINGS. I still have the floor, have I not?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland has
the floor.

Mr. TYDINGS. Then the only way we can correct the Rec-
orp, there being an illegal roll call, is to have the roll recalled
on that amendment, without any motion te reconsider.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is overruled.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that the roll call
that was taken be set aside, and that another roll eall on the
amendment now take place.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered.
The Secretary will eall the roll,

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BRATTON (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Roeixsox]. During
his absence, and not knowing how he would vote, I withhold
my vote. If at liberty to vote, I should vote “yea” on this
question.

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roeixson], which I
iransfer to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Goobing], and will
vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as before, I vote *nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. JONES. I have been requested to announce the follow-
ing general pairs:

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. pu Poxt] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] ;

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Pisxe] with the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. LocHER] ; and

The Senator from Indiana [Mr., Warson] with the Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. SmiTH].

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 42, as follows:

Let me state the matter,

YEAB—30
Ashurst George MeKellar Stephens
Barkley Gerry Mayfield Swanson
Black _ Glasgs Neely Thomas
Blease Harris Overman Tydings
Broussard Harrison Pittman Tyson
Caraway Hawes Ransdell Wagner
Copeland Hayden Reed, Mo, Walsh, Mnss,
il Heflin Sheppard Walsh, Mont,
Edwards Kendrick Simmons Wheeler
Iletcher King Steck

NAYR—42
Bilngham Fess McLean Sackett
Blaine Frazier McMaster Schall
Borah Gillett MeNary Shipstead
Brookhart Goft Metealf Shortridge
Bruce Goulg Moses moot
Capper Greene Norbeck Steiwer
Couzens Hale Norris Vandenberg
Curtis Johnson Nye arren
Cutting Jones Oddie Waterman
Deneen Keyes Pgns
Edge La Follette Reed, Pa.
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NOT VOTING—13

Bayard Gooding Robinson, Ark. Watson
Bratton Howell Robinson, Ind.

Dale Locher Smith

du Pont Pine Trammell

So Mr. Srmaon’s amendment, in the nature of a substitute,
was rejected.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I desire to offer a substitute
for the committee amendment by moving to repeal section 501 of
the present statute.

Mr, SMOOT. The committee amendment is to restore 10 per
cent, the existing law.

Mr. BARKLEY. My motion is to repeal section 501 alto-
gether. I offer this as a substitute for the committee amend-
ment, which restores the tax from 5 per cent, as carried in the
House bill, to 10 per cent, as under the present law,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote will be taken frst upon
the committee amendment, since it seeks to correct what the
Senator would strike out. The amendment will be stated,

The Cmier CLErk. On page 196, line 5, it is proposed to strike
out “5 per cent ” and insert “ 10 per cent.”

The VICE PRESIDENT, The question is on agreeing to the
amendment.

Mr. BARKLEY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. BARKLEY. Without regard to the action taken by the
Senate on the committee amendment, will I still have the right
to move to repeal this whole section?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will have that right.

Mr. SMOOT. The first amendment voted on, however, will be
the committee amendment for 10 per cent,

Mr. REED of Missouri. I ask to have the amendment stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be restated.

The Chief Clerk restated the amendment.

Mr. SMOOT. That is existing law. In other words, we im-
lpnse the same tax upon club dues as is imposed in the existing
aw.

Mr. REED of Missouri, Mr. President, it is a very serious
question in my mind as to whether the anti-nuisance-tax crusade
is a wise one. The fact is that the tax upon moving pictures,
upon theaters, and amusements in general is the easiest paid
tax there is. A good deal of it comes from a class of people
who pay no other taxes. It is a voluntary tax, because no one
is compelled to attend any of these places of amusement unless
he feels able to pay his way into the theater or other place
of amusement. It brings in a large income, and its burden is
but slightly felt. My own opinion about it is that there will
be but very little money saved to the patrons of these places;
that the reduction in tax will be absorbed by the proprietors
of the places; and that there will be, in fact, no reduction.

I voted for the amendment to tuke the tax off theaters
proper, because if you are going to exempt the moving pic-
tures, then clearly the exemption ought to be extended to all
classes of theatrical amusement. If we ought to encourage
anything, it is the legitimate drama, which certainly has not
sunk quite to the depths that the moving pictures have in many
instances.

Now it is proposed fo impose a very heavy tax on eclubs.
The Senator from North Carolina spoke of golf clubs. If that
were the only kind of clubs concerned, it would not arouse
much sympathy with me. I am not opposed to ladies and gen-
tlemen playing golf if they want to, but this provision applies,
as I understand it, to almost all kinds of clubs.

The fact is that the club is in many instances the home of
many people, and if not the home, it is the place where they
resort for a portion of their meals. A tax levied upon a elub
is a good deal like levying a tax upon a home. It applies not
only to the great club, with its wealth, but it applies to the
club that is of ordinary size. Many of these clubs are barely
able to exist; the only way they can pay this tax is by increas-
ing the charges to the patrons; and the patrons are simply a
number of men and women who have organized for the purpose
of having some place where they can go and enjoy an evening
meal. In some instances single men live at the clubs, and it
iz a tax upon their rooms.

If the tax is to be levied upon homes, it ought to be levied
upon every hotel in the land, and I can not see why it should
not be levied on the homes themselves. I am opposed, therefore,
to increasing the tax on these clubs, and I think that if we
are going to take it off theaters, off moving pictures, particu-
larly off moving pictures, we ought to take it off clabs; but in
principle I believe that these so-called puisance taxes are not
nuisance taxes at all; they are taxes which get a very large
revenne for the Government. Most of them are taxes upon
pleasure ; most of them are taxes nobody has to pay unless ha
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voluntarily pays them, whereas a man with ordinary income
finds to-day that the Government takes so large a slice of it
a8 seriously to impair his living. Taxes upon moderate in-
comes in this country are outrageously high.

There ought to be an effort to reduce those taxes, taxes that
are forced from people, taxes that largely fall upon the actual
earnings of men, not upon their invested capital, but upon their
earnings as they go through life.

As far as I am concerned, T am opposed to a 10 per cent tax
upon clubs. The 10 per cent upon the club is just the differ-
ence between an extortionate rate and bankruptey. It is said
the individual pays the tax. In the long rum, it is just the same
whether the individual pays it or the club pays it.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I desire to discuss very
briefly the amendment pending, because what I might say in
behalf of the amendment which I expect to offer later would
be as applicable to this amendment as it wonld be to that.

There are some 5,000 of these country clubs located through-
out the United States. There has grown up in the last 5 or 10
years a disposition among the smaller communities throughout
the couniry, county seats of 1,500 and 2,000, 2,500, and 3,000
populaticn, to establish some community centers where the mem-
bers of these clubs, and where the people in the towns generally,
might have a place of recreation.

If anybody has any prejudice against these clubs because
men play golf on the grounds, I would suggest that a very
small portion of the people who attend them engage in golf
playing. In the average small county seat there is no publie
park where children may play or men and women may con-
gregate for any purpose of pleasure or recreation. So by rea-
son of the lack of these public facilities for recreation they
have undertaken throughout the country to establish country
clubs; there are now nearly 5,000 of these small clubs which
have sprung up throughout the country in smaller towns, and
many of them have a very difficult time in meeting their ex-
penses and maintaining themselves.

I have in my office letters from officers of some of these small
clubs which state that it is a continual fight throughout the
entire year to maintain them, and that it is a very serious
handicap to be required to pay this 10 per cent tax upon the
dues that are charged.

The men and women who are members of these clubs take
their children out in the afternoon; they take their lunches out
in the daytime; they take their dinners at the club at night; and
until bedtime these clubs afford a place for children to play and
for men and women to congregate on the porches and engage
in conversation.

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

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. COPELAND. Many of these clubs are devoted to the
improvement of health, where people go to exercise and to
acquire health. So they render a public service in improving
the public health.

Mr. BARKLEY. They are all devoted to health, in a general
way. Some of them are especially devoted to the improvement
of health.

It has been a very fine thing, in other words, to find in the
smaller communities of the country men and women who are
willing to get behind these local organizations, because their
children, as a rule, have no place around the cities to play
except in the back alley or ouf on the street, where they are
linble to be run over by a passing automobile and injured or
killed.

The amount raised by this tax is $10,000,000 a year. Cer-
tainly, in the interest of health and recreation, the Government
of the United States can undergo a loss of $10,000,000 a year
that is now collected upon these dues under the present law.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to call the Senator's
attention to the fact that the very people about whom he has
been talking do not pay the $10 dues. This exempts everybody
paying up to and ineluding $10.

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not talking about $10; I am talking
about 10 per cent.

Mr. SMOOT. If the dues do not exceed $10, the member
does not pay anything.

Mr. BARKLEY. There is not one club out of a thousand
where the dues are not more than $10 a year.

Mr. SMOOT. They are not $10 a year in the class of clubs
to whieh the Senator has been referring.

Mr. BARKLEY. They are more than $10 a year in the clubs
I have reference to. There are some clubs where the dues are
less than $10 a year, but it is inconceivable that any club of
any importance or any size can maintain itself on an initiation
fee or dues of $10 a year.

Mr. SMOOT, The important clubs charge sometimes as high
as a thousand dollars.
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Mr. BARELEY. The exemption of $10 really brings no bene-
fit to any great number of clubs.

I think that of all the nuisance taxes which are now levied,
this is one which ought to be removed. It ought to be removed
in the interest of health and recreation; it ought to be removed
in the interest of the creation of a community spirit which is
fostered and maintained around these small conntry clubs in
various sections of the country and in the small county seats,
where the people have no other center where they can meet for
social or athletic or recreative purposes.

I not only hope that if any tax is to be imposed the Senate
will agree to the House provision of 5 per cent—if there is to
be any tax at all it ought not to be more than 5 per cent—but
I sincerely hope we may be able to strike this tax out entirely,
becanse there is no justification for its continuance any longer.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the exemption of
$10 would not take care of a country baseball club, would it?

Mr. BARKLEY. No; the exemption of $10 is praetically of
no benefit whatever. There is net a club among the nearly
5,000 to which I have referred that could maintain itself on
a charge of $10 a year as dues. Many of the clubs charge $10
a month; many of them charge over $100 a year; and to a
small county seat, a town in a rural section, where the people
are undertaking to maintain a community center for the bene-
fit of the community and for the creation of a spirit of neighbor-
liness among the people, as well as health and recreation, this
10 per cent tax is quite an important item, and keeps many men
from joining these clubs.

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

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. FRAZIER. I would like to ask the Senator from Ken-
tucky if he does not think it might be better, if we are going
to tax the wealthy clubs—and I do not know that there is any
serious objection to that—in the next paragraph to raise the
exemption, which is now §10, to at least $25% That would
exempt the ordinary little town or country club.

Mr. BARKLEY. It might help some, but even that $25 limit
would not touch the great bulk of these ¢lubs. The Senator can
very well understand that in a town of 2,500 or 3,000 or even
5,000 people, in order to maintain a club of any value, the
annual dues must be more than $25 a year. 3

Mr. FRAZIER. Then raise the exemption to $50.

, \I;d BAREKLEY. 1 think the whole thing ought to be elim-
nated.

The number of large, rich clubs in this country as compared
with those which have sprung up in all sections of America for
the benefit of the people who have no other lines of recreation,
is insignificant. I think a proper raising of the exemption
would help many of these clubs, but I think the tax ought to be
eliminated entirely.

Mr. FRAZIER. It seems to me the raising of the exemption
would meet the situation, at least as I see it in my «State, and I
think perbaps it would reach it in a great many other States.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I am op-
posed to any tax being levied upon club dues, for the same
reason that I was opposed fo the tax levied upon admissions,
Those taxes were only thought of for the purpose of ereating
revenue during the war. They were war-nuisance taxes.

We have removed these taxes on from 40 to 50 different
articles upon which nuisance taxes were levied during the
war. The whole tendency, in every tax revision bill, has been
to eliminate the nuisance taxes. They are taxes levied upon a
particular class. I do not care how rich people are or how
poor they are, it is class taxation, and is not based upon any
sound principle of tax policy.

The theory of ability to pay is not applicable here, and I
hope that the Senate will get rid of all these nuisance taxes
and get down to a simple taxation system of levying the tax
burdens upon the theory of ability to pay.

So, Mr. President, I shall vote not only against this tax
and the admission tax but every other war-nuisance tax in
order that we may get back to a peace-time system of taxation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion is on agreeing to
the committee amendment,

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may not the amendment
be stated? I do not know exactly what we are to vote upon.

Mr. SMOOT. We are voting upon the committee amendment,
as 1 understand it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend-
ment,

The CHigr CrErg. On page 196, line 5, the committee pro-
poses to strike out “5 per cent™ and to insert in lieu thereof
10 per cent.”

Mr. BRUCE, That is an amendment proposed by the com-
mittee?
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Mr. SMOOT. Yes:; a commitiee amendment we are voting
on. I ask for the yeas and nays,

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll,

Mr. BRATTON (when his name was called). Repeating the
announcement of my pair made on the last preceding vote, I
withhold my vote. If permitted to vote, I should vote * yea.”

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as on the
previous vote, 1 vote * yea.”

Mr. JOHNSON (when his name was called). TUpon this vote
1 am paired with the junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixel.
I am unable to vote, the Senator and I being paired, he being
of one thought and myself of another.

Mr. HARRIS (when the name of Mr. OvErMAN was called).
The junior”Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OverMaxN] is
absent on official business. He is paired with the senior Sena-
tor from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN].

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as on the last vote, 1 vote
L ."E‘a." =

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. GLASS. 1 desire to announce that my colleague the
senior Senaftor from Virginia [Mr. Swaxsox] was called from
the Chamber on official business. Te is paired with the senior
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Giuierr]. Were he present,
my colleague would vote “ nay.”

Mr. BRATTON. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator
from Indiana [Mr. Ropixson] to the junior Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. BLEAsSE] and vote * nay.”

Mr. JONES., I desire to announce the following general
pairs:

The Senator from Delaware [Mr, pu Poxt] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. TrAMMELL] ;

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr, Pixg] with the Senator
from Ohio [Mr, LocHER] ; and

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Warkex] with the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN].

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 35, as follows:

T Reed, P
Bingham Edge cLenn eed, Pa.
Blu{zne l-‘egs McMaster Sackett
Borah Frazier MeNar, Bchall
Brookhart Golt Meteal Shipstead
Bruce Gould Moses Shortridge
Capper Greene Norbeck Smoot
Couzens Hale Norris Vandenberg
Curtis Jones Nye Waterman
Cutting Keyes Oddie
Deneen La Follette Phipps
NAY-S;{-—S.;; ; SRS
rkle Gerry ayfield tephens
g’l‘nck = Glass Neely Thomas
Bratton Harris Pittiman Tydings
Broussard Harrigon Ransdell Tyson
Carawny Hawes Reed, Mo. agner
Copeland Hayden Sheppard \\fnlsh. Mass,
Dill Heflin Simmons Walsh, Mont.
Fletcher Kendrick Steck Wheeler
George McKellar Bteiwer
NOT \'0’1‘%.\'(}-—21 5 2
hurst Gillett Overman ramme
ﬁ:y:m Gooding Pine Warren
Blease Howell Robinson, Ark, Watson
Dale Johnson Robinson, Ind.
du Pont King Smith
Idwards Locher Swanson

Sp the amendment of the committee was agreed to.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend-
ment at this point. I move to amend the bill by :-.:tr:klng out,
on page 196, under the title * Sec. 412, Club dues fax,” lines 1
to 26, inclusive, and on page 197, lines 1 to 10, inclusive, This
would eliminate altogether the nuisance taxes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Cmier CrLegg. The Senator from Kentucky moves, on
page 196, to strike out lines 1 to 26, inclusive, and on page 197,
lines 1 to 10, inclusive, in the following words:

Spc. 412. CLUB DUES TAX,

(a) Section 501 of the revenue act of 1926 is amended fo read as
follows :

“ Spe. 501, (a) There shall be levied, assessed, collected, and paid a
tax equivalent to 10 per cent of any amount paid—

“(1) As dues or membership fees to any social, athletie, or sporting
club or organization, if the dues or fees of an active resident annual
member are in excess of $10 per year; or

“(2) As initiation fees to such a club or organization, if such fees
amount to more than $10, or if the dues or membership fees, not includ-
ing initiation fees, of an active resident annual member are in excess of
$10 per year.

“(b) Such taxes ghall be paid by the person paying such dues or fees.

“{¢) There ghall be exempted from the provisions of this section all

amounts paid as dues or fees to a fraternal soclety, order, or association, .
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operating under the lodge system, or to any loeal fraternal organization
among the students of a college or university. In the case of life mem-
berships a life member shall pay annually, at the time for the payment
of dues by active resident annual members, a tax equivalent to the tax
upon the amount paid by such a member for dues or membership fees
other than assessments, but shall pay no tax upon the amount paid for
life membership.

“(d) As used in this section, the term ‘dues’ includes any assess-
ment irrespective of the purpose for which made; and the term °initia-
tion fees ' includes any payment, contribution, or loan required as a con-
dition precedent to membership, whether or not any such payment, con-
tribution, or loan is evidenced by a certificate of interest or indebtedness
or share of stock, and irrespective of the person or organization to whom
paid, contributed, or loaned.”

(b) Subsection (a) of this section shall take effect on the expiration
of 30 days after the enaetment of this act.

Mr. SMOOT. I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.

Mr. BRATTON (when his name was called). Repeating the
announcement of my pair with the junior Senator from Indiana
[Mr. Rosinsox], I withhold my vote.

Mr. CURTIS (when his name was ealled). Making the same
announcement as on the previous vote, I vote “ nay.”

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called).
Making the same announcement as before, I vote “nay.”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr, BRATTON. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator
from Indiana [Mr. RoBinsox] to the senior Senator from
North Carolina [Mr. SiMamons], and vote “ yea.”

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to announce that the junior Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OvErRMAN] was called from the Cham-
ber on official business. He has a pair with the Senator from
\}'yumlng [Mr, WARREX].

?Ir. JONES. I desire to announce the following general
pairs:

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. puv Poxt] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] ;

The Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. Pixe] with the Senator
from Ohio [Mr. LocHER] ; and

The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARrReN] with the Senator
from North Carolina [Mr. OvErMAN].

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 40, as follows:

YEAS—33
Barkley Gerry McEKellar Tydings
Black Glass Mayfield Tyson
Blease Harris Neely Wagner
Bratton Harrison Pittman Walsh, Mass,
Broussard Hawes Rangdell Walsh, Mont,
Copeland Hayden Reed, Mo, Wheeler
Dill Heflin Sheppard
Fletcher Kendrick -Steck
George King Thomasg

NAYS—40
Bingham Edge La Follette Phippa
Blaine Fess MeLean Reed, Pa.
Borah Frazler MeMaster Backett
Brookhart Goft MceNary Schall
Bruce Gould Metenlf Shipstead
Capper Greene Moses Shortridge
Couzens Hale Norbeck Bmoot
Curtis Johnson Norris Steiwer
Cutting Jones Nye Vandenberg
Deneen Keyes Oddie Waterman

NOT VOTING—21

Asghurst Gillett Robinson, Ark. Trammell
Bayard Gooding Robinson, Ind, Warren
Caraway Howell Simmons Watson
Dale Locher Smith
du Pont Overman Stephens
Edwards Pine Swanson

So Mr. BarkreEy's amendment was rejected.

Mr. BAREKLEY. Mr. President., I understand under the
unanimous-consent agreement entered into that we are not to
take up other amendments until all committee amendments
are disposed of. Therefore I shall offer no further amend-
ment at this time, but at a later time I shall offer amendments
increasing the exemption of $10 fo a higher figure.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, we have had all the votes that
I shall ask the Senate to take to-night, and I am ready to
have the Senate take a recess under the unanimous-consent
agreement.

FLOOD CONTROL—CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to state that as early '

as possible after the Senate convenes to-morrow I desire to call
up the conference report on the flood control bill, which has
already been adopted by the House,
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GOLD MEDALS FOR “NC—4 " AVIATORS

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, in accordance with the notice
which I gave a few days ago and in order to properly com-
memorate the fact that it was nine years ago to-day that the
first airplane crossed the Atlantie Ocean, the NC—} starting from
Long Island on that journey which made her and her crew so
famous, I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con-
gideration of Calendar 1088, Senate bill 4338, providing for
gold medals for that crew. The bill was reported yesterday
unanimously by the Committee on Naval Affairs.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Connecticut?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 4338) to authorize
the President to award in the name of Congress gold medals
of appropriate design to Albert C. Read, Elmer F. Stone, Walter
Hinton, H. C. Rodd, J. L. Breese, and Eugene Rhodes, which
wasg read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and is hereby, authorized
to award, in the name of Congress, gold medals ef appropriate design
to Lieut. Commander Albert C. Read, United States Navy, command-
ing officer ; to Lieut. Elmer F. Stone, United States Coast Guard, pilot;
to former Lient. Walter Hinton, United States Navy, pilot; to Lieut.
H. C. Rodd, United States Navy, radio operator; to former Lieut, J. L.
Breese, United States Naval Reserve Force, engineer; and to former
Machinist's Mate Eugene Rhodes, United States Navy, engineer, for
their extraordinary achievement in making the first successful trans-
Atlantie flight, in the U. 8. naval fiying boat NO—§, in May, 1919,

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

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Halti-
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had affixed
his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were
signed by the Vice President:

§.805. An act donating Revolutionary cannon to the New
York State Censervation Department;

9. 1456. An act to authorize an appropriation for a road on
the Zuni Indian Reservation, N. Mex.;

S.3791. An act to aid the Grand Army of the Republic in its
Memorial Day services, May 30, 1928;

S.8947. An act to provide for the times and places for hold-
ing court for the eastern district of North Carolina;

H. 1. 9481. An act making appropriations for the Executive
Office and sundry independent executive bureaus, boards, com-
missions, and offices for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929,
and for other purposes; and

H. R.10141. An act granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy, etc., and certain soldiers’and sailors of wars other than
the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors.

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED

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

H. R.6518. An act to amend the salary rates contained in the
compensation schedules of the act of March 4, 1923, entitled
“An act to provide for the classification of civilian positions

‘within the District of Columbia and in the field services”; to
the Committee on Civil Service. y

H. R. 8007. An act to fix standards for hampers, round-stave
baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and vegetables, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

H. R. 12408. An act aunthorizing custodians and acting cus-
todians of Federal buildings to administer oaths of office to
employees in the custodian service; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.167. An act to amend the act of February 12, 1925
(Public, No. 402, GS8th Cong.), so as to permit the Cowlitz Tribe
of Indians to file suit in the Court of Claims under said act;

H.R.491. An act authorizing the attorney general of the
State of California to bring suit in the Court of Claims on
behalf of the Indians of California; and

H.R.9046. An act to continue the allowance of Sioux bene-
fits ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

H. R.7354. An act to allow the Postmaster General to pro-
mote mechanics’ helpers to the first grade of special mechanics ;

H. R.S8728. An act to authorize the Postmaster General to
give motor-vehicle service employees credit for actual time
served on a basis of one year for each 306 days of eight hours
gerved as substitute; and

H. R. 12605. An act to enable the Postmaster General to pur-
chase and erect community mail boxes on rural routes and to
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rent compartments of such boxes to patrons of rural delivery;
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

H. R.6854. An act to add certain lands to the Montezuma
National Forest, Colo., and for other purposes;

H. R.11852. An act providing for the confirmation of grant of
lands formerly the United States barracks at Baton Rouge, La.,
to the board of supervisors of the Louisiana State University and
Agricultural and Mechanical College; and

H. R.12192. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to accept a deed to certain land and issue patent therefor to
the city of Buhl, Twin Falls County, Idaho; to the Committee
on Public Lands and Surveys.

H.R.9194. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
to acquire land and erect a monument on the site of the battle
between the Sioux and Pawnee Indinn Tribes in Hitcheock
County, Nebr., fought in the year 1873; )

H. R.9355. An act to provide for the acquisition of certain
property in the Distriect of Columbia for the Library of Con-
gress, and for other purposes; and

_H.R.9965. An act to erect a tablet or marker to mark the

site of the Battle of Kettle Creek, in Wilkes County, Ga.,
where, on February 14, 1779, Elijah Clarke, of Georgia, and
Colonel Pickens, of South Carolina, overtook the Tories under
Colonel Boyd, killing him and many of his followers, thus
ending British dominion in Georgia; to the Committee on the
Library.

H. R.5548. An act to authorize payment of six months’ death
gratuity to dependent relatives of officers, enlisted men, or
nurses whose death resnlts from wounds or disease not resulfing
from their own misconduct ;

H.R.5644. An act to enable an enlisted man in the naval
service to make good time lost in excess of one day under
certain conditions ;

H, R.5718. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to read-
just the pay and allowances of the commissioned and enlisted
personnel of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Coast
and Geodetic Survey, and Public Health Service”; and

H. R.11621. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy
to advance public funds to naval personnel under certain condi-
tions; to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

H.R.43. An act to amend the act entitled “An act to stand-
ardize lime barrels,” approved August 23, 1916;

H. R. 5475. An aet authorizing the New Cumberiand Bridge
Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and op-
erate a bridge across the Ohio River at or near New Cumber-
land, W. Va.;

H. R. 10786. An act authorizing surveys and investigations to
determine the best methods and means of utilizing the waters
of the Gila River and its tributaries above the San Carlos
Reservoir in New Mexico and Arizona;

H.R.11917. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
county of Cook, State of Illinois, to widen, maintain, and oper-
ate the existing bridge across the Little Calumet River in Cook
County, State of Illinois;

H. R.11950. An act to legalize a pier and wharf in Deer
Island thoroughfare on the northerly side at the southeast end
of Buckmaster Neck at the town of Stonington, Me.;

H. R.11980. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Fisher Lumber Corporation to construct, maintain, and operate
a railroad bridge across the Tensas River in Louisiana ;

H. R.12379. An act granting the consent of Congress to How-
ard Seabury to construct, maintain, and operate a dam to retain
tidal waters in an unnamed cove which is situated and extends
from Cases Inlet into section 28, township 21 north, range 1
west, Willamette meridian, in Pierce County, State of Wash-
ington ;

H.R.12386. An act authorizing the State of Texas and the
State of Louisiana to construct, maintain, and operate a free
highway bridge across the Sabine River at or near Pendleton's
Ferry;

H. R.12676. An act to amend section 2 of an act approved
February 14, 1926, granting consent of Congress for the con-
struction of a bridge across Red River at or mnear Fulton,
Ark.; and

H.R.12677. An act to amend section 2 of an act approved
March 12, 1928, granting consent of Congress for the construe-
tion of a bridge across the Ouachita River at or near Calion,
Ark. : to the Committee on Commerce.

H. R.11758. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to grant
a right of way for a levee through the Chalmette National
Cemetery ;

H. R.11804. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary
of War to lend to the town of Appalachia, Va., 500 canvas cots,
500 blankets, 1,000 bed sheets, 500 pillows, 500 pillowecases, and
500 mattresses or bed sacks, to be used at the convention of the
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American Legion, Defartment of Virginia, to be held at Appa-
laehin, Va.. on AuguSt 13, 14, and 15, 1928;

HL R 1158, An act to authorize the sale under the provisions
of the act of March 12, 1826 (Public, No. 45, 69th Cong.), of
surplus War Department real property;

H.RI2814. An act to increaSe the efficiency of the Air
Corps; and

FI.J. Ites. 236, Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of
War (o lend tents and ¢amnp equipment for the use of the hous-
ing committee for the convention of the American Legion for
the Department of Washington, to be held at Centralia, Wash,,
in the wmonth of August, 1928; to the Commitiee on Military
Affnirs.

COBT OF PRODUCING FERTILIZER UREA

wr. KING submitted the following resolution (8. Res. 228),
which was ordered to lie on the table:

Bennte Resolutlon 228, Sevenlieth Congreéss, first session

Wheréas it was the intention of the tariff act of 1922 to permit the
importition, free of duty, of fer(ilizers and fertilizer materials for the
benefit of the agriculture of the United States; and

Whereas parngraph 20 of sald tariff act laid a duty of 85 per cent
ad valorem upon importations of nrea; and

Whereas at the date of sald act importations of urea were of negli-
gihle guantity and were restricted to medicinal uses: and

Whereas since the date of said tariff net there bas been & wide
expansion in the production of synthetic uren and an expanding market
for such urea in the United States as a fertilizer, a use which was
unknown when sald tariff pnet was passed ; and

Whereas there Is no production of fertilizer wurea In the United
Biates, and the production of medicinal urea with which said fertilizer
urle]a does not compete 1s Hmited to & few hundred tons per annum ;
an

Whereas, hecapse of the demand of American agriculture for an
improved and effective nitrogenons fertilizer which leaves no Inert
residue In the goll, the imports of fertilizer urea have arisen to ap-
proximutely 1,000,000 pounds per annum ; and

Wherens the cost of said fertilizer urea to the American farmer is
incrensed 35 per cent by virtue of the existing tariff which represents
an nrbitrary Imposition npon agrienlture without corresponding benefit
to any Ameriean induatry : Now, thevefore be It

ftesclved, That the Uunited States Tariff Commission Is roquested,
under provisions of soction 815 of the tarlf act of 1922, to Investigate
the cost of the production of fertilizer uren in the country from which
the principal exports of fertilizer uroa are made to the Unitod States,
and the facts with respect to the quantitles of fertilizer urea being
imported and used in the United States, nml to report Its findings to
the President of the United States.

COST8 OF IRODUCING AMMONIUM BULPHATE AND AMMONIUM
PHOSPHATE
Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (8. Ites, 220),
which was ordered to lie on the table:

Senate Iti'aolut[on__:z.."ﬂ, Seventicth Congress, first session

Whercas the tarlff get of-1022 iald 8 duty of §5 per ton upon lm-
ported ammoninm sulphate and a duty of $80 per ton upon imported
ammonium phosphate ; gy

Whereas by the tariff acts of 1908 and of 1918 ammonium sulphate
was importable free of duty : and

Whoreas in 1926 the exports of ammonium sniphate were 181,125 tons
and the imporls were 8,308 tons, giving a balance of exports over
imports of 172,757 tons, which palance ls more than twenty times the
total imports for that year: and

Whereas since the date of sald tariff act of 1922 the exports of
ammonlum sulphnte as a ferillizer have more than trebled In quantity ;
und

Whereas ammoninm sulphate produced in the United States fs sold
abroad for the service of foreign agriculture at 4 lesser price than the
same is nvailable In the United States for the service of Amorican
agriculture ; and

Wherenas over 93 per eent of the ammonium sulphate sold In the
United States for domestic consumption and for export is under the
control of a single monopolistic ecorporation ; and

Whereas gald monopolistic corporation by increasing its exports has
created an prtificlal shortage of ammonium sulphate available for the
service of Amerlean agriculture, which has eaused the domestie price to
be Did up from $43 to $48 per ton in the last few months, which
artificial Increase equals the entire duty on mmmonium sulphate laid
by the tarifl act of 1922. ang

Whereas ammonium phosphate is becoming avaflable for use as a
fertilizer materinl bectuse of new processes which permit large-scale
produetion ; and

Whereas the duty of $50 per ton on ammonium phosphnte 1aid by the
tarift act of 1922 {8 prohibitive and prevents the Importation and use
of ammonium phosphaie 8s a feriilizer for the service of American
sgricullure ; and
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Whercas the rates of dnty laid by the tariff act of 1922 npon ammo-
nium sulphate and ammonium phosphate offectivoly restrict the use of
such materials as fertilizers for the sdcvice of American ngricultura
and lay an undue burden upon the farmers of the Uunited States : Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the United States Tarif Commission 15 reqnested,
under the provisions of section 315 of the tariff act of 1022, to invesii:
gate the costs of production of ammonium sulphate and of ammonium
phosphate in the United States and the principal competing couniry,
and to report its findings to the President of the United States.

COBTS OF PRODUCING SBYNTHETIC METHANOL

Mr. KING submitted the following resolution (8. Res. 230),

which was ordered to lie on the table:
Benate Resolution 230, Seventieth Congress, first session

Whereas the tariff act of 1922 laid a duty upon importations of
methanol at the rate of 12 cents per gallon; and

Whereas the I'rexident, by proclamation of November 27, 1028, under
the authority of scetion 315 of said tariff act, increased the duty on
imported methanol from 12 cents to 18 centa per gallon, which was the
maximum Increase permitted by such act; and

Whereas at the date of asid proclamation the domestic price of
methnnol was 65 cents per gallon ; and

Whereas since sald proclamation there has been a grest expansion in
the production of syutlietic methanol in the United States by virtue of
which the domestic price has fallen to 45 cents per gallon, which indi-
cates a presumptive reduction in the cost of production in the United
States of 20 cenls por gallon, which is more than three times the
increase of 6 cents per gallon in the duty made by the presidential
proclamation aforesaid; and

Wheveas the facts above recited warrant that the Presldent, fn the
exerclse of his powers under section 315 of said tavif act at this time,
reduce the duty imposed by sald nct upon imported methanol from 12
to G cents per gallon, which will absorb but 12 cents of the presumptive
reduction of 20 cents per gallon in the cost of producing synthetic
methnnol in the United States: and

Whereas methanol is of cxtensive and expanding use as a raw
materinl in important industries In the United States: Now, therefore,
be It

Resolved, That the United States Tarl® Commission s requested,
under provisions of scction 315 of Lhe tarlll act of 1922, to Investigate
the cos(s of the production of synthetic methanol in the United Status
and the principal competing country and to report its findings to the
President of the United States,

THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS, CARTELS, AND THE TARIFF

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent fo
have printed in the Recorp a very interesting article on “The
League of Nations, cartels, aud the tariff,"” by A. Oressy Mor-
rison,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without oljection, it is so ordered,

The matter referred to is here printed, as follows:

Tog LeEacur or NATIONS, CARTELS, AND THE Tamyr?
(From the viewpolnt of an unofficial observer at the Geneva Heonomic

Conference. Mr. Morrison presents some interesting facts on the In-

ternational situation.—The editors.)

In May of 1927 I had the good fortune to be an unofficial obgerver
at the Geneva Economie Conference. The League of Nations had de-
voted a year nnd a half preparing for the conference, and had invited
a selected llst of distingulshed thinkers and writers in differeny paris
of the world to compile data for the gathering of economists and other
repregentatives from all nations, The conference was called to discuss
questions of commerce, industry, trade barriers, international cartels,
and agriculture in its relation to industry. One ldea developed at the
conference was termed the “ rationalization of industry.”

President Coolidge, upon request, sent five Ameriean representatives
like members were also sent from other countries. The league reserved
the right to select addltional delegntes from the dilferent countries
reprezenting varfous organizations. Fifty pations were represented by
about 400 delegates and experts.

As soon as the conference organized, it divided Into many committecs
upon which esch nation might bave a representniive if so desired. Not
being a member of the League of Nations, the United States did not
desire representatives upon some of the committees.

You will be Interested to know that the internstional sessions at
Geneva are not nearly as orderly ns meetings of the majority of com-
merclal bodies in the United States. There are 80 many races, people,
and langunges involved. Those who do not understand the speaker iwo-
mediately begin tulking loudly, and no one is able to comprehend what
is Leing said. It was my ldes that the league would be a very dignifed
body where diplomats In unlform or formal dress would rise and address
the nssembly, which would listen in rapt silence.

: Jirst published under the title “ International centralimation as
suggested by the Geneva Economic Conferenee.
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The official langoages of the league are English and French. A
Frenchman makes a vigorous speech with all the emphasis of his nature
and with that eloguence which is proverbial among the French. He
meets with tremendous applause from those who understand French.
Immedintely after him a translator rises, who says: * Monsleur Bo-and-
80 has spoken as follows——"; and then, to the utter amazement of
‘those who are unfamilinr with the real brilliancy of these translators, he
will repeat the speech that oecupled 30 or 40 minutes and not miss a
point. If he is speaking In English, translating it from the French, all
those who understand French Dbegin to talk at once, and the poor
English listener is hardly aware of what is being sald by the transiator,
and I may well say vice versa. These meetings, therefore, are not the
dignified and wonderful things which one would expect.

1 emphasize this partlcular characteristic of the League of Natlons
meetings becanse I want to illustrate the point—that It is not a body
of supermen. The delegates are ordinary human beings. They have
the same frailties, the same stundards, the same selfishness, and the
same schemes, and Indeed the same generosity and general decency
which bhumanity In gencral possesses. It I8 a composite of humanity.
As a nation Is a composite of its citlzens, so when a nation sends dele-
gates to the league they are more or less a cross sectlon of its average
intelligener. So the League of Nations is the average of the Intelligence
of the natlong which compose it. .

Now, that disposes of a prevalent idea that a gathering of the League
of Natlona I8 necessarlly always right or always wrong, It Iz buman,
and the human equation Is just as apparent there as anywhere—vindie-
tlye responscs, lacking entirely in diplomacy, and earnest, sincere men
advoeating theorics they believe to be new but which have Leen accepted
in other countries for years. It i5 a most Interesting study.

As It seems to he a vniversal opinion In Euarope and other countries
that the United States is unduly prosperous, so is there a united senti-
ment that snything which ean be done to distribute our prosperity
throughout the world, and advance other natlons by tapping enr sources
of income, is a perfectly normal and proper thing to do.

The organization of the League of Nations is very complete and, as
in many great Lodics where there is wide divergemee of opinlon, the
eteam roller is also pregent, I want to emphasgizo this steam roller with-
out questioning or criticizing it, except as it applies to the United States,

All the documentary preparation for the cconomic confercncee was
necessarlly in the hands of the officinls of the league. Thelr point of
view belng international, then the documents preparved are likely
to be international, becavse they select sympathetic writers for the
preparation and so the documentation of the cconomic conference,
amounting to abont 120 volumes, all prepared in advance gnd costing
approximately $100,000 of the league’s money, had a strong Iinterna-
tional tendency. There were loug and emphatic statements about unl-
versal brotherhood, the love of your fellow man, mutual dependency of
natlons, and so on, all highly altruistic. This was a part of the steam
roller designed to color the thought of the delegantes,

The chalrmen of the committees, I am perfectly surve, weére designated
before the conference convened ; and were more or less in sympathy with
the purposes of internationalism which the league had in view. I
am not criticizing that.

The resolutions were prepared in advance and submitted to the
committees for consideration. Of ecourse, they were considered, but
human experience develops the fact that there is nlmost always a
majority afirmatively Inclined toward a well-wrltten resolution., Mental
laziness prevents many from rising and criticizing the verbiage of a
resolution which has already been prepared, especlally since men have
confidence in their committees. The fundamental basls of the resolu-
tions, the thing on which the outcome depended, was evidently preparcd
in advance, In the end, those delegntes who wished to oppoxe a
resolution were almost always in the minority. As a result, the fruoit
of the conferences and the ontcome was largely the result of the
determination of the Leagne of Nations to Lring nbont in the conference
an international point of view; to destroy nationalism and to substitnte
a universal brotherhood of natlons may be Ideal, but the millenninm
is not yet here. The New Testameat teaches * brotherhood,” but we
still have policemen.

Every one of our own delegates at the conference was sound in his
Amerieanism. On many things they did not vote, especially where it
involved an investigation or an expenditure of money by the lengue;
and the American position was very sound, for they could not well
vote on a subject that Involyed expenditures from a fund to which we
do not contribute, .

Our delegation found many things in the resolutions, evidently in-
gerted with dircet reference to ns or for the purpose of propaganda in
the United States. Many were eliminated. In one case an American
delegate, who was a minority of 1 against B2 opposing a clause in a
resolution, had the courage to sny: * If you press this matter, which
i# contrary to the interest of the Unlted Btutes as I see it, T shall
be obliged to bring In a minority report and precipitate a debate on
the question before the conference” That seemed certainly effective,
and the wording after long debate was apparently eliminated; but
when the report of the committee was printed the next morning, by
some inadvertence the objectionable clause was still in the resolution;
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and it required still more courage for that American delegate to go to
the chajrman and say to him: “1 hayve discoversd a typographical
error in the report, and uuless it is taken out before [L is presented I
will renew my objection by making a minority report and will bring
the error into public discussion.”

8o you will sce how difficult It is for any nation, and more especinlly
the United States, to meet the majority opinion and be courteous and
friendly without ylelding something to his International klea when in
our hearts we feel we should not yield,

I have given this plcture of the League of Nations so that you may
see that the league differs in no particular from other great bodies of
men wherever they get together to discuss Important matters. As Is
human, they, too, are more or less steerod; it Is the saume thing we
find anywhere. That disposcs of the League of Nations as a super-
body, and 1 am sure that anyone who will go there and observe it as
I did In conncction with its inner mechanism will feel that way. In
my epinion, whether the propuganda charges us with isolation or nof,
it makes little difference. If we become bound by the rules of {he
League of Nations we will find oursclves, step by step, yiclding to the
majority. We are a good-natured, gencrous-minded people, and with
organization and a majority against us the situation would be danger-
ous. 1t is my opinion that the United States shonld stay ont of the
League of Nations.

Muany of the keynotes of the league are obvious statements. If I
were a politician T would always deal in obvlous statements, and then
the most of my hearers wonld agree with me.

For illustration, here are some of them: “It is generally conceded
that “the greater the futernationa! interchange of products hest and
most econpomically produced’ in different countries should therefore be
regarded as the normal rule” This, of course, means free trade. Dut
the human equation enters, and certainly France, with her standard of
living, could not abandon the making of silk and pottery and give
this business to China or Japan, nor would those eountries give France
any return unless her prices were lower than other mations,

Again, Engiland could nct abandon the manufacture of dyes and
chemleals to Germany on both military and commercial grounds; nor
could she intrust a monopoly In such things to any other country and
Be sure that the higher prices of dyes would not make her production
of textiles competitively impossible.

Here iz another obvious statement: “ Homan brotherhiood is grow-
Ing, and in human brotherhood licg onr opportunity for future progress
and the growth of civilisation.” Well, that is true basically whether
we are white, black, yellow, or red. We are of the same humanity, and
we have evolved nlong similar lines; but onr standards differ enor-
mously, and we ean not sacrifice them ; nor can we adopt the orethods
of life, morals, or economics of some of our brothers.

Ancther: ® You ean not sell unless you buy.” Well, that sounds per-
fectly sound and obvious, but there is much to be sald on the other
side. Buch general stutements are hard to answer, and it takes
patience and time and no little ability to do it. The lengue's attitude
all the way through was based npon these generalized statements.

“ Rationalization of industry,” by which is meant gquantity produc-
tion, antomatic machinery, system, and great capital Investment, became
@ subject of much discussion, There was a clear understanding that
a great deal of the industrial progress of the United States was duoe
to thiz pollcy. The ¢fforts of the American people to standardize prod-
nets so that rationnligation could be attained and the extraordinary
reduetion in man power per unit of cutput was recognized. The league
was apparently unanimous in the opinion that Europe, If it wishes to
succeed nnd compete successfully with the grent country ncross the
seas, mmst adopt this magie rationalization.

All through the discussions of rvatlonalizatlon were long arguments
to the cffect that the introduction of mew machinery was dangerous
to the workingman; that if they started rationalization by improving
their products or getting a larger production per man it wounld increpse
unemployment ; and therefore provision must be made and subsidies
provilded for the idle laborers thus thrown out of work until consump-
tion eavght op,

Now, we in Amerlea have passed beyond that. Labor in this country
knows perfectly well that the Introduction of a new machine means more
business for the employer and more work for themsclves at higher pay.
But over on the other side they still show by thelr debates that they
are In the old state of mind. That may not be the fecling of all, but
it is the gtate of mind of many of the delegates.

We see that the average oplnions of the other nations are a genera-
tion behind us in this matter, But they are awakening, and the time
15 coming very soon when ratlonalization and the adoption of American
methods will be general, American machinery is now purchased and
copied, s that in certain industries, lke window glass, they are beating
us with our own tools. It fs golng to increase thefr competitive ability
most materially, They are still In the stige where they feel that low-
wost labor redueces the cost of production and that the way to save
moncy is to take it ont of the human hide, Fortunately we have gotten
beyond that, and the producing power of the Ameriean people is the
key to our progress, T hope we ean maintain wages In this country, and
it necessary pay higher ones, Certaluly we should pay wages com-
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mensurate with our standard of living and continue to use our genius
to improve our processes and to bring about further savings in man-
power cost,

OX THE QUESTION OF AGRICCLTURE

At the Geneva conference agriculture was recognized for the first
time side by side with commerce and industry. Its problems must be
solved with the others.

But we Amervicans bad paved the way for that, for when we framed
our own tariff act of 1922 we recognized that the raw material of one
man is the finlshed product of another. We recognized the farm as a
producing Industry. It is just as difficult to ralse a Merino sheep as it
is to make cloth and an overcoat from its wool. The man who pro-
duces sheep is just as much a maoufacturer as the mill owner. That
idea seemed to be just born in Geneva, although we have had it over
here for some time, So agriculture was recognized as an integral part
of the industrial structure of hyman life and civilization and entitled to
equal compensation and equal recognition.

It seemed to be acknowledged as a deploable reality that in all of
the European countries agriculture was not prospering in the same
measure as industry. Our own country recently has been no exception
to the general rule. But there the comparison ends, for in our own
country agrieulture has attained a position of importance, Incomparably
better than that of the farmer of Europe, who has absolutely no volee
in the counecils of the pations, and is only a peasant.

If our farmers could only visit Europe and see the return for effort
and the standard of living of the peasant farmer, they wonld lears
much by the comparison and would conclude that their lot here ig not
so bad. Our farmer should still try to better it, but he should hesitate
to change our great national policies, like the protective tariff, lest
he destroy himself.

CARTELS

Now comes the question of cartels, and that, I presume, i85 the key
polot to which 1 am to address mys=elf. You will be interested to
know that the ultimate coneclusion of the League of Nations was this:
They do not know whether the cartel is a good thing or not. Let me
explain that * cartel " is their word in Europe for a trust or monopo-
listic organization, which may be national or international,

Here in our country, as is well known, we are not allowed to form
monopolies or combinations to raise prices or to divide markets, The
Sherman antitrust law has for years forbidden that, and our country
has thought it wise to continue to do so. Here we know what riotous
competition - Is and what its dangers are. At Geneva we were told that
we are stripping our natural resources because riotous competition
forces us to take only the eream from our mines, our forests, and other
exhaustible natural resources. That is certainly a detriment to future
generations, but for the present at least we can not help it.

But over in Europe cartels have been encouraged. Prior to the war
Germany had an enormous advantage of rapidly growing industry and
governmental recognition or encouragement of cartels, Agencies of the
old German Government in foreign countries were charged with the
duty of ascertaining the nature of imports from other countries, In
Brazil, for illustration, representatives of the German Government were
everywhere, in banks and other clerical positions, acquiring information
regarding contracts and trade relations with other countries, so that
the information might be transmitted to Germany and there acted
upon by the cartel for the benefit of German commerce,

An American concern sent & man to Brazil who made contracts with
the leading dealers in his particular commodity. The contract bound
him to furnish all the items of that commodity which they could
normally handle, The contract was large enough to involve the ques-
tion of loans, and as a matter of course the local dealers went to
the banks. The banks copied the contracts and sent them to Berlin,
and inside of 60 days a German representative of the cartel came to
Brazil, saw the other dealers, and cut the price sufficiently so that the
original firms could not compete. The American manufacturer was
confronted with the necessity of either cutting his price to a ruinous
degree or going out of the business there. In those days Americans
were not particularly interested in export business, and the manufac-
turer did not cut his price, and his business in Bragzil was lost.

These methods are not exactly ethical and I do not say that Ger-
muny is the only one who did it. A chicken like that might some
day come home to roost on our own rail. At the same time, a cartel
is in a much better position to conduect such a fight and drive competi-
tors out of business than is a single individual concern,

Now, those pre-war cartels were very successful. We have heard it
said, and believe it to be so, that if the German Government had been
less inclined to war and more patient, the German method of compe-
tition would have made Germany the commercial leader of the world by
this time. But, of course, the war came and Germany lost. She lost
territory, personnel, training, sand methods of government which were
effective in this case. It will take that country, and every other coun-
try in Europe, some time to reorganize and reestablish old connections
and bulld up their trade again.

But the cartel idea is not dead, and when it came up at Geneva the
conference said that there was no law which could comtrol an inter-
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national cartel; that no law could be made until cartels had demon-
strated their usefulness or lack of usefulness, their dangers or their
benefits. Ho national cartels were recognized as established facts and
international cartels were considerably encouraged. The league in gen-
eral terms said: “If a cartel does not raise prices internationally, if
it does not discriminate against nations by charging a high price for a
necessary commodity to be used in a further commodity, and thus drive
that nation out of the competitive field on the further commodity, the
cartel would be all right. That if it did not throw workmen out of
employment it was all right. That if it did not work them too hard it
was all right.” But the curious thing about it was that the interna-
tional cartels were discussed with the same arguments which we find
took place in our own Congress when we reread the debates on the
Sherman antitrust law—again showing that we have passed through
much that seems new to many other nations.

Although the league reached no concluslon about cartels, yet nothing
wis done to discourage them. Cartels were then and there in process
of formation. Last summer the * chemical ecartel” was formed in-
ternationally. I met people in May who were interested in it and
asked, “ Have you signed? I see that German chemical stocks are
rising.” They answered, *“ No; we have not signed; but conversations
are still going on.” Later the great “ chemical cartel " was formed.

The difficulty in forming cartels is that the initiators usually demand
the greater skare of the business. When the cartel divides the world's
business, for instance, it may be suggested that Germany shall have 50
per cent, France 22 per cent, Holland 16 per cent, and Luoxemburg 6
per cent, and so on. These percentages present great difficulties as to
who will share and how much each will get.

Cartels divide up the countries on the theory that if you control
production you can thus raise prices and prevent destructive competi-
tion. Back of the whole thing lies this idea: That the ecartels will
be better equipped to give successful combat to American indusiry.
The strength of the eartel lies in its centralized control and in its
ability to dump or to exercise the kind of competition which will force
its competitors out of a neutral market. 1 believe it is their underlying
hope that the increase in American exports may be checked, or in fact
radically decreased by the efforts of these organizations.

I was astonished to learn that national cartels are so general that
they cover almost all industries. International cartels are less so,
but T am told that when the World War broke out there were some
600, and they have increased rapidly ever since.

Which is the proper method of doing business? Of the two systems,
which will succeed? A concentrated body organized for international
trade, like a eartel, or a concentrated body like the great corporations
in the United States? Certainly the small fry must keep near the
shore; 1 do not think the world has as yet demonstrated which is the
best for humanity generally. That is a matter for discussion. It is
trust and antitrust, and I think we may dismiss that question because
we can not settle it here.

These international cartels have weakmesses, and that i{s the same
thing that I have illustrated in the workings of the League of Nations.
They are made up of human beings, and my observations confirmed
my feeling that Europeans, both as natlons and individunls, are not
more generous nor less unselfish or high-minded than the American
people. :

We know there is a very large class of people in the United States
who feel that anything our Government does is absolutely wrong. For
instance, if we send an ambassador to Mexico who asks Mexico to pro-
tect American business interests there, some one is bound to rise and
complain that it is not right; that we are trying to Interfere with
Mexican business and the Mexiean Government. If we do not send
an ambassador to look after these matters in Mexico, we are then
charged with being a neglectful Government, If we go Into Nicaragua
because we want to protect Americans there, many in this country at
once declare we are utterly wrong, are imperialistie, and have ulterior
motives. They charge we are creating ill will for our Government,
and that we ought to at once withdraw. If we try to do anything to
protect Americans in China because there is no strong government
in China and no one able to protect us there, some one jumps up and
says we are brutal and are helping others to rob China of its
independence.

THE TARIFF AND THE LEAGUE

Much of this unthinking criticism is directed at the American tariff.
How many thousands of people in the United States think the Ameri-
can tariff s wicked, that it is a menace to peace, that it prevents the
whole world from recovering from the war, and that we are ungenerous
and unkind to Europe! How many of these critics, either Americans
or Europeans, know that 60 per cent of all goods coming here are on
the free list; that our imports are double those of any previous time in
our history, and that more goods come in free to-day than the totsl of
all imports under any previous law? Well, I found this ignorant criti-
cism in Europe. I talked with a man from Finland who said: “ Ob,
Mr, Morrigon, I wish to speak to you about your American tariff. It
is hampering our development.,” [ asked: “In Finland?' 1 said:

“ The American people are very friendly to Finland and are proud of
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the fact that you have organized a government upon the American
model. That we are doing anything to upset the eommercial relations
between these two countries or do anything that is distasteful to
Finland is a surprise to me. Please be specific.” Now, gentlemen,
that is the key to the whole situation—Ilet the eritics be specific.
He gaid: “ It is your tariff on lumber and wood pulp.” I said: * Why,
I am astounded that should affect you, because both are on our free
list.”

Then I met a Canadian, who said, “ Your tariff is very, very bad."
I sald, * What makes you think so?"™ He said, * Lots of my friends in
the lumber business in Canada are almost bankrupt.” I said, * Wait a
minute, Lumber is on our free list.” He replied, * No; there is a duty
of $2 per thousand.” 8o I took my copy of our tarifft act, and after
reading it to him I said, * There is a duty on one kind of lumber, on
planed tongued-and-grooved boards, of $2 per thousand. And the reason
for that duty is because Canada charges us a duty of $2 per thousand
feet. There is a clause in our tariff bill which says we will put lumber
on the free list if the other nations permit our lumber to enter their
markets free. In the case of Canada, I know that an application has
been made to the Canadian Government to take that $2 per thousand
feet off of that particular class of lumber. BSo you understand the
moment your country takes off its tariff then our tariff falls. Your com-
plaint is not against the United States. Go to Ottawa and bave it cor-
rected there.” This is just another instance of foreign misunderstand-
ing of our tariff, g

In Europe they thofoughly believe that we have a tariff wall so high
as to prevent anything from coming over here, and that it is almost
impossible to export anything to us. None of them koow the fact, as
1 stated a moment ago, that 60 per cent of all imports coming into the
United States under our present tariff law are free, and that a tariff
is put upon those commeodities in which a large amount of labor is
used in production, so as to keep our own people working instead of
throwing our workmen and women out of employment and giving their
jobs to the workmen in Europe, So there is a very strong sentiment,
and it results in propaganda which is ever increasing. Indeed, much of
this propaganda emanates right In Geneva from certain American
organizations with altruistic ideals and supported by American phi-
lanthropy, who preach that our self-preservation by means of a tariff
is “a menace to world peace.” I have innumerable instances of that
sort of matter in my possession. All the European nations have
organized press bureaus which are sending alleged national opinions to
our press, and, strange to say, criticisms of America and our policy get
the headlines here in the States.

NATIONAL OPINIONS

And this brings me to this thought: These “ national opinions” seem
to come into our public prints as though they were the opinions of the
peoples of these foreign governments. The propaganda is like this:
“It is the consensus of opinion in Germany,” or “ English opinion is
as follows,” or “ France thinks so and go.” Who knows what France
thinks? Who knows what the consensus of opinion is in Germany?
Who knows what English public opinion i8¥ Do we think we know
because an Associated Press dispateh tells us this or that? There i=
no referendum. Somebody says, * France hates us.” Shall we believe
that? I think France loves us, and my opinion is as good as a re-
porter's, I think there is no lack of appreciation in France of the
fact that we went “over there.” They helped us in our struggle for
independence and we came to them when they needed us most. Do you
think the people of France hate us because of our tariff, of which
ninety-nine out of a hundred Frenchmen never even heard?

But the propagandists say that France made this last attempt to
raise duties against us because she wanfed to get even with us on
account of our protective tariff. You should know that all the Euro-
pean tariff walls are about as high as ours, and many exceed ours.
There is not nearly as much on their free list as you would sup-
pose.

Why should we accuse France of reprizal? How do we know what
“ France " thinks or why she acts? I was once told by a diplomat that
if one could tell to-night what the French Government will think to-
morrow morning he would surpass the greatest intellectual achieve-
ment of the century., Let us analyze this question of reprisal: Shall
we say that France ' thinks ™ this or that, and becaunse of the Amer-
ican tariff she prefers to buy goods elsewhere? Is the American tariff
as serlous a menace to France as the German border line? Germany
has been her hereditary enemy, and for generation after generation the
French and the Germans have distrusted each other. On the other
hand, can you tell me France has entirely forgotten our services to her
and the friendly relations which have always existed? Is it because
of our tariff or is it for some other reason she has made a reciproecity
treaty with Germany, her worst enemy, and tried to raise her tariff
against us? You may guess what an individual thinks, but no man
ean tell what a pation thinks. That is what I am coming to in this
whole question of international relationship. France may think one

thing or she may think another, but the individual in France who
is engaged in the grain business * thinks” that if he ean buy wheat
from the Argentine one ecent cheaper than he can in the United
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States, he is golng to buy in the Argentine. And if he can buy wheat
one cent cheaper in Russia than he can buy it in the Argentine or in
the United States he is going to buy it in Russia.

We must not expect the Individual business man to sacrifice his
profits simply because he *thinks™ what a wonderful, generous
country the United States is, or will say, “ How good it has been to
us; I for one appreciate it, and therefore I am going to make the
sacrifice.”

We can take it as axiomatic that the purchasers in all Huropean
nations are going to buy what they can within their own borders, and
if they must buy from other countries they will buy where they can
buy cheapest, and nowhere else. And if they find there is something
coming across their borders in serions competition with them, they will
devise some means to protect themselves; a tariff, or a classification,
or whatever may be necessary.

No matter what we do in America, whether we loan them money
to start their industries—as we have doné enormously, and thus helped
them to build up competition against us—or whether or not we set
aside a tariff duty, it is individual American initiative and ability that
is going to determine whether we get foreign trade or not; and it is our
competitive ability to produce at a lower cost and sell better goods or
cheaper goods that will get us the business. Let us not adopt as a com-
mereial prineiple the idea that we may expect gratitude in our business
relations with the people of another country. One of the great philoso-
phers put over his dressing table:

“ Never expect gratitude. If it comes it is as a gentle rain from
heaven, and it is as rare as a shower in the desert.”

Quite apropos of this is a recent statement in Le Temps, a leading
Paris paper, which refers to our “holier tham thou' attitude, and
adds: “At the feet of the Pharisees this attitude must be seriously
considered, for they are only too willing to walk over those who pros-
trate themselves before them,” and says further regarding America:
“ While waliting for a powerful war fleet under hasty construetion she
Is blocking all the seas in order to hold the Old World at her mercy.
Bhe is throttling it with chains of gold.”

This is a responsible French journal, and the information given is
news to us all. I do not believe you knew our country was half as
bad as this.

What we may do for the protection of American industry and the
maintenance of our cwn standard of living is our own affair, and we
can not look for gratitude whether we do or do not let down our tariff
walls.

CARTELS AND THE TARIFF

And that brings me back to the question of eartels: With unorgan-
ized industry in the United States and organized trusts abroad when
the opportunity occurs and there is any breach in our protective tariff
walls, they are coming through, That is one of the great hazards of un-
organized effort. Dersonally, I know of an instance before the war where
a certain manufacturing industry was started in this country that had
never been undertaken here before. At the end of one year the Ameri-
can manufacturer had demonstrated ability to produce the commodity
economically, and at the price of $110 a ton it furnished a small profit.
He was then visited by a representative of the forelgn cartel, who
said: “We want to be very friendly; we recognize the great ability
with which you have mastered this industry, and we want to cooperate
with you. Your price is $110 a ton. We will allow you 20 per cent
of the business in the United States, we will take 80 per cent for
ourselves, and will maintain that price.” The answer of the Ameriean
producer was: “ I will pnot enter into any such comblnation. It is
unlawful. I will go it alone and you can go, alone, to a certain very
warm clime.”

The foreign cartel immediately dropped the price to $60 a ton,
much lower than the cost of production in the United States, and
just before the war the price was dropped by the cartel to $52 a ton,
becanse the manufacturer in this country was not only persistent but
as a patriotic American as well, he kept on making it, even at a loss,
because he had a deep pocket.

That is the warfare you will have to meet from the cartels. The
strength of the eartel is in its unified effort; its ability to maintain
prices in countries which are in the cartel, and to utilize resources
thus acquired to drive competitors out of foreign markets in-
cluding the markets of our own United States, which is the envy of the
world.

A weakness of the cartel is also apparent: As soon as it becomes
international there is the natiomal feeling as well as the human egna-
tion—national pride, jealousy, and selfishness. I do not expect cartels
in their present form to last indefinitely, but I do expect the idea to
grow and superorganized aggregations to appear, and I think within a
very few years we will have cartels of such sound foundation that
they will be a distinet menace to American industry, It thercfore
behooves us, in view of the centralization in Europe, to remember that
the greatest market of the world is in the United States; that our
export business is from 7 to 10 per cent of the total volume of our
production, and, essential as our exports appear to be, we can not
afford to bring down our standard of living and throw labor out of
employment here just to get us an export trade. We must not break
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those things down which have made our prosperity, becanse with
wages paid here three or four or five times those paid in foreign
countries, without some means to equalize this difference in cost
we are in no position to defend ourselves.

I feel that the League of Nations may be useful; and on the
Continent where wages are nearly on a level, where economic condi-
tions are much the same and distances are shorter, perhaps there may
be an actunal breaking down of tariff walls there. Let us expect that,
and let them work out their own salvation. But let us not deceive
ourselves with the thought that we can make any nation grateful to
us by anything we do in this country. The individual merchant de-
cides the question of where to buy, and he will buy in the cheapest
market.

So let us maintain the United States as we have it. Let us keep our
high wage scale and our standard of living. Let us thus keep our
prosperity. Let us continue to rationalize our industries and in many
ficlds we shall be able to win the world's trade by giving better goods
for less money ; and at all times we can help Europe, because a pros-
perous America makes the best customer for all the nations of the
world.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration 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.

RECESS

Mr. CURTIS. Under the order heretofore entered, I move
that the Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock p. m.

The motion was agreed to: and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m.

EVENING SESSION
THE CALENDAR

The Senate reassembled at 8 o'clock p. m., on the expiration
of the recess.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The period of recess having
expired, under the unanimous-consent agreement previously
entered into the clerk will call the calendar for munobjected
bills.

Mr. McKELLAR. I wish to inquire where we are to begin?
We left off at Calendar No. 768 on the last call.

Mr. CURTIS. I think we should commence at the first bill
on the calendar.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
bill on the ealendar.

NAMING OF CERTAIN STATE AND FEDERAL HIGHWAYS

The bill (8. 1182) to provide for the naming of cerfain high-
ways through State and Federal cooperation, and for other
purposes, was considered as in Commitiee of the Whole and
was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby
authorized to cooperate with the highway departments of the several
States in selecting and assigning names to highways embraced in the
system of Federal-aid highways as designated and approved in accord-
ance with the provisions of section 6 of the Federal highway act of
November 9, 1921. (42 Stat. L. 212.) When the Secretary of Agri-
culture and the highway department of a State, acting under the pro-
visions of this act, shall name any such highway it thereafter shall
be unlawful for any person, firm, association, organization, or corpora-
tion to erect on or along the highway so named, or on or along any part
thereof, any sign, marker, or other device on which such highway is
referred to, either directly or indirectly, by any other name. Violation
of any provision of this act shall be a misdemeanor punishable on
conviction by a fine of not to exceed $50, or by imprisonment for not
more than 30 days, or by both such fine and imprisonment, in the
discretion of the court.

Mr., KING. Mr. President, I call the attention of the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin [Mr. BLAiNgE] to the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The attention of the Sen-
ator from Wisconsin is invited by the Senator from Utah to
Calendar No. 42,

Mr. EING. It is a bill which engaged the Senator's atien-
tion for some time. Is he satisfied with the bill?

Mr. BLAINE.- I have no objection to its passage.

Mr. KING. Then I have no objection.

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

LXIX—509

The clerk will call the first
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BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 2447) for the relief of the stockholders of the
First National Bank of Newton, Mass., was announced as next
in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 61) granting an increase of pension to Louise
A. Wood was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1939) granting pensions and increase of pensions
to widows and former widows of certain soldiers, sailors, and
marines of the Civil War, and for other purposes, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator from South Dakota
[Mr. Noreeck] is mot in the Chamber at the moment. An
amendment will be offered to the bill. I ask that it be
passed over for the present,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

BILLS INDEFINITELY POSTPONED

The bill (8. 132) to authorize the President to appoint
LeRoy K. Pemberton a first lieutenant, Officers’ Reserve Corps,
United States Army, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Over.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, as to this bill——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection has already been
made to the bilL

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I propose to make a suggestion, if I
may. I myself would ask that it be indefinitely postponed, as
it has been adversely reported, together with Calendar Nos.
176, 184, and 268, being Senate bills 2053, 141, and 133. I shall
introduce a bill at the next session for relief of the parties
named in the respective bills.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill
(8. 132) to authorize the President to appoint LeRoy K.
Pemberton a first lieutenant, Officers’ Reserve Corps, United
States Army, the bill (8. 2053) to establish a military record
for Daniel P. Tafe, the bill (8. 141) for the relief of Felix
Medler, and the bill (8. 133) for the relief of Kenneth B.
Turner, will be indefinitely postponed.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 2787) providing for the appointment of gov-
ernors of the non-Christian Provinees in the Philippine Islands
by the Governor General withount the consent of the Philippine
Senate, was announced as next in order.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 1) proposing an amendment
to the Constitution of the United States prohibiting war, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. BORAH. Over, 3

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does not the Senator wish
to deal with the adverse report at all?

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let the joint resolution go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

STANDARDS FOR HAMPERS, BASKETS, ETC.

The bill (8. 2148) to fix standards for hampers, round-stave
baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and vegetables, and for
other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr, BRUCH. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. Bavarp] is interested in the bill, and has offered an
amendment, but is not present now. Therefore I would like to
have the bill go over.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the Senator from Delaware is
now one of the strongest advocates of the bill, because I have
accepted his amendment.

Mr. BRUCE. I was not aware of that.
Mr. McNARY. I think the Senator will accept my state-
ment ?

Mr. BRUCE. Of course, I will.

The amendment was, on page 1, line 5, before the word
“three,” to insert the words “ five-eighths bushel,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the standard bampers and round-stave bas-
kets for fruits and vegetables shall be of the following capacities:
one-egighth bushel, one-fourth bushel, one-half byshel, five-eighths bushel,
threefourths bushel, 1 bushel, 114 bushels, 114 1 and 2 bushels,
which, respectively, shall be of the cubic content set forth in this sec-
tion. For the purposes of this act a bushel, standard dry measure, has
a capacity of 2,150.42 eubic inches.
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(a) The standard one-eighth bushel hamper or round-stave basket
shall contain 268.8 cubic inches.

(b) The standard one-fourth bushel hamper or round-stave basket
shall contain 537.6 cuble inches.

(¢) The standard one-half bushel hamper or round-stave basket shall
contain 1,075.21 cubie inches.

(d) The standard three-fourths bushel hamper or round-stave basket
shall contaln 1,612.8 cubic inches,

(@) The standard 1-bushel hamper or round-stave basket shall contain
2,150.42 cubic inches.

(f) The standard 114-bushel hamper or round-stave basket shall con-
tain 2,688 cubic inches,

(g) The standard 1%4-bushel hamper or round-stave basket shall

contain 3,225.63 cubic inches.
(h) The standard 2-bushel hamper or round-stave basket shall con-

tanin 4,300.84 cubie inches,

Spe. 2. That the standard splint baskets for fruits and vegetables
shall be the 4-quart basket, S-quart baskef, 12-quart basket, 16-gquart
bLasket, 24-quart basket, and 32-quart basket, standard dry measure.
For the purposes of this act a quart standard dry measure has a
capacity of 67.2 cuble inches.

{a) The 4-quart splint basket shall eontain 268.8 cuble inches,

(1) The S-quart splint basket shall contain 537.6 cubic inches.

(¢) The 12-quart splint basket shall contain 806.4 cubic Inches.

(d) The 18-quart splint basket shall contain 1,075.21 cubic inches.

(e) The 24-quart splint basket shall contain 1,612.8 cubic inches.

(f) The 82-quart splint basket shall contain 2,150.42 cubic Inches.

SEc. 3. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall in his regulations
under this act presceribe such tolerances as he may find necessary to
allow in the capacities for hampers, round stave baskets, and splint
baskets set forth in sections 1 and 2 of this act in order to provide
for remsonable varlations occurring in the course of manufacturing
and handling. If a cover be used upon any hamper or basket mentioned
in this act, it shall be securely fastened or nttached in such a manner,
subject to the regulations of the Secretary of Agriculture, as not to
reduce the capacity of such hamper or basket below that prescribed
therefor.

Sgc. 4. That no manufacturer shall manufacture hampers, round
stave baskets, or splint baskets for fruits and vegetables unless the
dimension specifications for such hampers, round stave ha‘skets, or
splint baskets shall have been submitted to and approved by the Bec-
retary of Agriculture, who is hereby directed to approve such specifica-
tions if he finds that hampers, round stave baskets, or splint baskets
for fruits and vegetables made In accordance therewith would not be
deceptive in appearance and would comply with the provisions of
sections 1 and 2 of this act.

Sge. 5. That it shall be unlawful to manufacture for sale or ship-
ment, to offer for sale, to sell, to offer for shipment, or to ship,
hampers, round stave baskets, or splint baskets for fruits or vegetables,
either filled or unfilled, or parts of such hampers, round stave baskets,
or splint baskets that do not comply with this act: Provided, That
this act shall not apply to Climax baskets, berry boxes, and till baskets
which=comply with the provisions of the act approved Auvgust 31, 1916,
entitled “An act to fix standards for Climax baskets for grapes and
other fruits and vegetables, and to fix standards for baskets and other
containers for small fraits, berries, and vegetables, and for other
purposes . (89 U. 8, Stat. L. 673), and the regulations thereunder.
Any individual, partnership, association, or corporation that violates
this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon convie-
tion thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $500: Provided
further, That no person shall be prosecuted under the provisions of
this act when he can establish a guaranty signed by the manufacturer,
wholesaler, shipper, or other party residing within the United States
from whom the hampers, round stave baskets, or splint baskets, as
defined in this act, were purchased, to the effect that said hampers,
round stave baskets, or splint baskets are correct, within the meaning
of this act. Sald guaranty, to afford protection, shall contain the
name and address of the party or parties making the sale of the
hampers, round stave baskets, or splint baskets to such person, and in
such case such party or parties making such sale shall be amenable
to the prosecution, fines, and other penalties which would attach in
due course under the provisions of this act to the person who made
the purchase.

Sge. G, That any hamper, round stave basket, or splint basket for
fruits or vegetables, whether filled or unfilled, or parts of such
hampers, round stave baskets, or splint baskets not complying with this
act, which shall be manufactured for sale or shipment, offered for sale,
sold, or shipped, may be proceeded against in any district court of the
United States within the district where the same shall be found and
may be. seized for confiscation by a process of libel for condemnation.
Upon request the person®entitled shall be permitted to retain or take
possession of the contents of such hampers or baskets, but in the ab-
sence of such request, or when the perishable nature of such contents
makes such action Immediately necessary, the same shall be disposed
of by destruction or sale, as the court or a judge thereof may direct.
It such hampers, round stave baskets, splint baskets, or parts thereof

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

MAy 8

be found.in such proceeding to be contrary to this act, the same shall
be disposed of by destruction, except that the court may by order
direct that such hampers, baskets, or parts thereof be returned to the
owner thereof or sold upon the payment of the costs of such proceed-
ings and the execution and delivery of a good and sufficient bond to
the effect that such hampers, baskets, or parts thereof shall not be
sold or used contrary to law. The proceeds of any sale under this
section, less legal costs and charges, shall be paid over to the person
entitled thereto. The proceedings in such seizure cases shall conform
as near as may be to the proceedings in admiralty, except that either
party may demand trial by jury of any issue of fact joined in such
case, and all such proceedings shall be at the suit and in the name of
the United States,

Spe. 7. That this act shall not prohibit the manufacture for sale or
shipment, offer for sale, sale, or shipment of hampers, round stave
baskets, splint baskets, or parts thereof, to any foreign country in
accordance with the specifieations of a foreign consignee or customer
not contrary to the law of such foreign country; nor shall this aet
prevent 1ihe manufacture or use of banana hampers of the shape and
character now in commercial use as shipping containers for bananas.

Sgc. 8. That it shall be the duty of each United States district at-
torney to whom satisfactory evidence of any violation of this act is
presented to cause appropriate proceedings to be commenced and prose-
cuted in the proper courts of the United States in his distriet for the
enforcement of the provisions of this act,

See. 9. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall preseribe such regu-
lations as he may find necessary for carrying into effect the provisions
of this act, and shall cause such examinations and tests to be made as
may be necessary in order to determine whether hampers, round stave
baskets, and splint baskets, or parts thereof, subject to this aect,
meet its requirements, and may take samples of such hampers, baskets,
or parts thereof, the cost of which samples, upon request, shall be
paid to the person entitled.

Brc. 10. That for earrying out the purposes of this act the Secre-
tary of Agrieulture is authorized to cooperate with State, county, and
municipal authorities, manufacturers, dealers, and shippers, to employ
such persons and means, and to pay such expenses, including rent,
printing publications, and the purchase of supplies and equipment in
the District of Columbia and elsewhere, as he shall find to be neces-
sary, and there are hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums as may
be necessary for such purposes.

Bec. 11, That sections 5 and 6 of this act shall become effective
at but not before the expiration of one year following the 1st day of
November, next, succeeding the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 2149) authorizing and directing the Secretary of
Agriculture to investigate all phases of crop insurance was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, does the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. MoNary] desire to take up the bill this evening?

Mr. McNARY. Conformable with the request of the Senator
from Utah, I shall ask that it go over at this time, because
I desire to collect some data which I shall present at some other
time to the Senate,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1414) for the prevention and removal of ob-
structions and burdens upon interstate commerce in cottonseed
oil by regulating transactions on future exchanges, and for
other purposes, wasg announced as next in order.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I have an understanding
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. MayrFiern] regarding the
bill. Therefore I ask that it may go over,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

CLASSIFICATION OF SERVICE POSTMASTERS
The bill (8. 1728) placing service postmasters in the classified
gervice was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS, Over.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

PRISON-MADE GOODS

The bill (8. 1940) to divest goods, wares, and merchandise
manufactured, produced, or mined by convicts or prisoners of
their interstate character in certain cases, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I wish to briefly state my ob-
jections to 8. 1940, entitled “A bill to divest goods, wares, and
merchandise manufactured, produced, or mined by convicts of
their interstate character in certain cases,” which has been
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favorably reported with an amendment by the Committee on
Interstate Commerce.

The report opens with a significant statement:

The penitentiary problem is & problem for the State, The factors
that enter into its adjustment are so many and so varied as to make
it essentially a State problem, and no Federal impediment should stand
in the way of any State which seeks to determine its own prison af-
fairs and the regulation of the sale of prison products.

Such impediment now exists, and it is only for the removal of the
impediment that this legislation is designed.

It goes on to state that the proposed legislation is supported
by three great elements of society—namely, the American Fed-
eration of Labor, the manufacturers, and the General Federa-
tion of Women s Clubs; discusses the * State use " and * State-
use plans”; mentions the opposition of prison contractors;
deplores uncontrollable abuses; and closes with the gracious
announcement, in the form of an amendment, that two years
have been given for the readjustment of present systems.

In speaking of the character of the bill the report says:

Briefly, the bill divests convict-made products of their interstite
character upon their arrival in the State of their destination and per-
mits the laws of that State to become operative with respect to the
gale and distribution of such products within the State. It is simply
an enabling act.

The bill does not prohibit the transportation of convict-made goods.
It does not force the enactment of any State legislation. It does not
alter or in any way interfere with any existing law in any State, nor
does it interfere with the management of any State penal institution,

I propose to show by a brief analysis of the bill that this is
not a proper subject for legislation by Congress; that its enact-
ment wounld be unconstitutional and void; and that the effect
of its passage, if legal, would be a far-reaching and unjustifiable
invasion of the rights of the sovereign States.

In defining the powers of Congress the Constitution of the
United States provides, among other things, that—

The Congress shall have power to regulate commerce with foreign
nations, and among the several States, and with the Indian tribes.
(U. 8, Counstitution, Art. I, sec. §, el. 3.)

It is now considered an elementary proposition of law that
this grant of express power to Congress was absolute and ex-
clusive in its nature and, therefore, I will not take the time of
the Senate to discuss it. The object of the provision as shown
by numerous constructions of the clause in decisions by the
Supreme Court of the United States was to place the regulation
of interstate commerce under the control of Congress to prevent
unfair discriminations against the commerce of one State by
another State, and to encourage and foster free and unrestricted
intercourse of trade among the several States.

However, we all know that laws are supposed to be founded
upon reason and are subject to common-sense interpretation.
It was held in the case of Stoutenburg v. Hennick (129 U. 8.
141) that Congress could not delegate to the District of Colum-
bia the power to regulate commerce between the Distriet and
the States; but, on the other hand, it was decided in the Inter-
state Commerce Commission cases that Congress had authority,
under its sovereign and exclusive power to regulate commerce,
to create a commission for the purpose of taking over certain
of its duties in reference to this subject.

It has also been generally accepted that it is within the
power of Congress to permit the exercise of the power to wegu-
late interstate commerce by the States in certain instances.
In this connection I might state that sections 4278 and 4279
of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relating to nitro-
glycerine and other explosives, are grants of power by Congress
directly to any State, Territory, District, city, or town to pro-
hibit the introduction of such substances into its limits for sale,
use, or consumption therein, and this principle is supported by
the opinion of the Supreme Court in Hx parte Jervey, 66
Federal, 960.

Following the decision in Leisy ». Hardin (135 U. 8. 100),
Congress provided in an act of August 8, 1890 (26 Stat. 313) :

That all fermented, distilled, or other intoxicating liquors or lguids
transported into any -State or Territory or remaining therein for use,
consumption, sale, or storage therein shall, upon arrival in such State
or Territory, be subject to the operation and effect of the laws of such
State or Territory enacted in the exercise of its police powers to the
same extent and in the same manner as though sueh liquids or liguors
had been produced in such State or Territory, and shall not be exempt
therefrom by reason of being introduced thereln in original packages
or othlierwise.

This act was held to be valid and constitutlonnl in In re
Rahrer (140 U. 8. 561), the court saying:
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Congress has not attempted to delegate the power to regulate com-
merce, or to exercise any power reserved to the States, or to grant a
power not possessed by the States, or to adopt State laws. It has
taken its own course and made its own regulation, applying to these
subjects of interstate commerce one common rule, whose uniformity
is not affected by variations in State laws in dealing with such property.

And goes on to further say:

No reason is percelved why, if Congress chooses to provide that
certain designated articies of interstate commerce shall be governed
by a rule which divests them of that character at an earlier period of
time than would otherwise be the case, it is not within its competency
to do so.

It is peculiarly interesting to note the striking similarity in
the wording of the above-quoted act and the language employed
by the court in construing the same with S. 1940, the bill
which we have under discussion, and which reads as follows:

That all goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured, produced, or
mined, wholly or in part, by convicts or prisoners, except paroled con-
victs or prisomers, or in any penal and/or reformatory imstitutions,
transported into any State or Territory of the United States and
remaining therein for use, consumption, sale, or storage, shall upon
arrival in such State or Territory be subject to the operation and effect
of the laws of such State or Territory to the same extent and in the
same manner as though such goods, wares, and merchandise had been
manufactured, produced, or mined in such State or Territory, and shall
not be exempt therefrom by reason of being introduced in the original
package or otherwise.

Section 2 provides that—
This act shall take effect two years after the date of its approval.

It is therefore apparent that upon the foregoing statements of
law the proponents of 8. 1940 base their claims for its validity.
This contention can mot be sustained for various and obvious
reasons.

In the first place, the business of manufacturing is not com-
merce. In Kid v. Pearson (128 U. 8. 20) the Supreme Court
of the United States says:

No distinction is more popular to the common mind or more clearly
expressed In economic or political literature than that between manu-
factures and commerce.

The legal definition of the term “ commerce™ as glven by the
Supreme Court in County of Mobile v. Kimball (102 U. 8. 671,
702), and reiterated in Kid v. Pearsom (supra), is as follows:

Commerce with foreign countries and among the States, strictly
considered, consiste in intercourse and traffic, including in these terms
navigation and the transportation and transit of persons and property,
as well as the purchase, sale, and exchange of commodities,

Compare this statement with the following declaration in the
same case:

Manufactore is transformation * * * the fashioning of raw ma-
terials into a change of ferm for use. The funetions of commerce are
different. The buying and selling and transportation incidental thereto
constitute commerce ; and the regulation of commerce in the constitu-
tional sense embraces the regulation, at least, of such transportation.

The distinetion is important and can not be overly empha-
sized, for it may clearly be seen that the power to regulate
commerce does not infer nor imply the power to regulate manu-
factures,

In fact, the absence of an express grant of power to Congress
to regulate manufactures plainly shows that this right was
wisely reserved to the people and the several States under the
tenth amendment to the Constitution.

Now, the obvious and proximate effect of the enactment into
law of the bill under discussion—S. 1940—whatever may be the
motives actuating its-advceates, wil be to permit certain States
to regulate and control the legitimate manufacture of whole-
some and useful articles in other States through the medium of
restrictions and embargoes on interstate commerce.

Unlike the instances of “explosives,” “intoxicating bever-
ages,” and other articles of like nature deemed by reason of
inherert qualities to be dangerous or injurious to the safety,
health, and good morals of a community, thereby falling within
the class of police power restrictions, 8. 1940 is not a measure
protesting against the character of the articles sought to be
affected thereby, but, on the other hand, and admittedly so,
objeats solely to the class of labor employed in the manufacture
of the goods. In other words, articles of the same kind are
proposed to be classified and discriminated against according
to the method of origin and not nature. Brooms made by con-
victs may not be sold, while brooms made by other than con-
victs may be sold, and likewise with other goods, wares, and
merchandise,
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In United States ». Knight Co. (156 U. 8. 1) the Supreme
Court has this to say:

Commerce succeeds to manufacture and is not a part of it. The
power to regulate commerce is the power to prescribe the rule by which
commerce shall be governed, and is a power independent of the power
to suppress monopoly,

Thereby holding that commerce was separate and distinet
from the business of manufacturing.

In International Paper Co. v. Massachusetts it was held that
the manufacture of paper is not commerce. (246 U. 8. 135.)

The mining of coal or ore is not interstate commerce, and the
Supreme Court of the United States has o held in United Mine
Workers v. Coronado Co. (2569 U. 8. 344) and the Oliver Iron Co.
v. Lord (262 U. 8. 172).

See also Crescent Oil Co. v. Mississippi (257 U. 8. 129).

How, then, if Congress has not the power to regulate manu-
factures, can it, by passing this bill, divest itself of nothing
and at the same time confer something upon the different
States? Congress has not this power to give; it has never had
this power to give, and surely no one will assert that any State
under our form of government has the right to regulate or con-
trol the manufactures, mining, and other industries of another
State. It is a simple proposition in arithmetic, Nothing sub-
tracted from nothing leaves naught, and naught added to naught
gives nothing.

It may be argued where, then, does the power rest? It cer-
tainly does not belong to Congress and the right abides in each
of the several States.

Onee an article is manufactured, mined, or produced and be-
comes the subject of interstate commerce, of course, the con-
stitutional power of Congress immediately attaches, as has
been pointed out, to prevent discriminations by the States.

The question is, Can Congress, by act, designate certain
articles as being subject to diseriminatory legislation by the
States because of the method of their production, and, at the
same time, allow other articles of the exact nature to enjoy the
privileges and immunities of interstate commerce? The answer
is “no,” for to admit the affirmative of this proposition would
give to Congress the right to regulate the manufactures, mining,
and other producing interests of the States and deprive them
of this valuable and necessary power.

The Supreme Court in United States ». Knight Co. (156 U. 8.
1) says:

It is vital that the independence of the commercial power and of
the police power, and the delimitation between them, however somelimes
preplexing, should always be recognized and observed.

There is another feature of this proposed legislation, and an
important one, to which I desire to call special attention. In
his admirable work, Watson on the Constitution, page 532,
he has this to say:

Closely akin to the guestion of regulating manufacturing Is the
question whether Congress can forbid the hauling of a commodity by
a carrier of interstate commerce which was manufactured in a State,
for instance, by women or children under a certain age, as has re-
cently been mmintained. This question is of far-reaching effect, and
if such power exists in Congress it would result in the most complete
invasion of the sovereignty of the States by the General Government
which has ever been accomplished under the Federal Constitution.

In Hammer ». Dagenhart (247 U. 8. 251) it was held that
the child labor law can not be sustained on the theory that Con-
gress has power to control interstate commerce in the shipment
of child-made goods in States where the evil of child labor has
been recognized by local legislation and the right to employ
child labor has been more rigorously restrained than in the
State of production.

See also Bailey ». Drexel Furniture Co. (259 U. 8. 20), in
which an act imposing a tax on child-labor-made goods was held
unconstitutional,

I hope that I have made my objections to 8. 1940 clear.

In the first place, I frankly believe that the proposed law
would be held unconstitutional and void by the Supreme Court
for the reasons which have been assigned.

In the second place, the bill is analogous to the proposed
child-labor legislation and constitutes an unwarranted and dan-
gerous invasion of the rights of the sovereign States.

In the third place, it seeks to do indirectly that which can
not be done directly and is intended to circumvent the Consti-
tution of the United States.

In the fourth place, Congress can not change the nature of
things by act. Frequently acts are passed to alter the records
and show that a man was not a deserter from the military or
naval forces, but the act of Congress does not alter the fact
that he was a deserter. Interstate commerce is interstate com-
merce and Congress can not alter that fact.
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In the fifth place, the enactment of this bill wouldl result in
much confusion and controversy between the States, One State
will lay an embargo against the goods of another and this will
result in reprisals. There is no saying where it would even-
tually lead to.

I therefore ask that the bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 1462) for the adoption of the Columbia Basin
reclamation project, and for other purposes, was annouficed as
next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1266) to create in the Bureau of Labor Statis-
tics of the Department of Labor a division of safety, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. KING. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. BayArp] is
interested in the measure and he is not here to-night. I ask
that the bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 2292) providing for the employment of certain
civilian assistants in the office of the Governor General of the
Philippine Islands, and fixing salaries of certain officials was
announced as next in order,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1831) to authorize the Secretary of War and the
Secretary of the Navy to class as secret certain material, appa-
ratus, or equipment for military and naval use, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. FESS. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 759) to give the Supreme Court of the United
States authority to make and publish rules in common-law
actions, was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

CHARLES R. BIES

The bill (8. 151) for the relief of Charles R. Sies, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Over.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I ask the Senator if he
will withhold the objection for a moment?

Mr. KING. I will.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. The House has passed a companion
bill which will be found on page 16 of the calendar. It was
reported favorably by the House committee, passed by the
House, and has been reported favorably by the Senate Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs. I hope that we may substitute the
House bill for the Senate bill and that the House bill may be
put upon its passage.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

Mr. KING. I have not seen the House bill, but I notice on
page 2 of the report on the Senate bill an adverse recommenia-
tion; that is, it is equivalent to that. I read from the report:

The bill (8. 151) is identical with the bill (8. 3033), Sixty-ninth
Congress, which was referred to the Burean of the Budget, and in
regard to which the Navy Department is informed that the proposed
legislation was in conflict with the financial program of the Presldent.

I ask the Senator to let the bill go over until Thursday cve-
ning, when I shall be very glad to cooperate with him.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE., May I ask the Senator if he will in
the meantime have the goodness to read the full report? I
think he will agree with me that it is a meritorious bill.

Mr. KING. I shall be glad to do that.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 2859) for the relief of Francis J. Young was
announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 2864) to establish the standard of weights and
measures for the following wheat-mill, rye-mill, and corn-mill
products, namely, flours, semolina, hominy, grits, and meals,
and all commercial feeding stuffs, and for other purposes, was
announced as next in order,

Mr. TYSON. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1093) to prevent the sale of cotton and grain
in future markets was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr, President, I see that the Senator from
Louisiana [Mr., Ranspern] has presented minority views. He
is absent just now, and on that account I ask that the bill may
g0 over.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The joint resclution (8. J. Res. 57) requesting the President
to immediately withdraw the armed forces of the United States
from Nicaragua, was announced as next in order, and as being
an adverse report.

Mr. ODDIE. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be
passed over,

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 99) to amend joint resolution
directing the Interstate Commerce Commission to take action
relative to adjustments in the rate structure of common car-
riers subject to the interstate commerce act, and the fixing of
rates and charges, was announced as next in order.

Mr. FESS. Over.

Mr. METCALF, I hope the Senator will not insist on the

objection,

Mr. FESS. It involves a controversy and I must ask that it
g0 over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

The bill (8. 2532) to provide for the designation of clerks
and employees of the Department of the Interior to serve as
registers and receivers in the land office in Alaska, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, President, will the Senator withhold
the objection for a moment?

Mr. La FOLLETTE. Certainly.

Mr., BINGHAM, I call attention to the bill that has been
asked for by the Secretary of the Interior, who says that—

It is believed that the enactment recommended will promote efficiency
in the public service and at the same time work In the direction of
economy.

I hope the Senator will not object.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the bill may go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8, 2679) to limit the period for which an officer
appeinted with the advice and consent of the Senate may hold
over after his term shall have expired was announced as next in
order. -

Mr. JONES. Over. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 728) to provide for the construction of works for
the protection and development of the lower Colorado River
Basin, for the approval eof the Colorado River compact, and for
other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. HAYDEN. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1263) to amend section 4 of the interstate com-
merce act was announced as next in order.

Mr. BLEASE. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The resolution (8. Res. 173) expressing it as the sense of the
Senate that Andrew W, Mellon should resign as Secretary of
the Treasury was announced as next in order.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed
over.

The bill (8. 1748) relating to the qualifications of jurors in
the Federal courts was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

LIMITATION OF JURISDICTION OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTS

The bill (8. 3151) to limit the jurisdiction of distriet courts
of the United States was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator objecting to
the bill withhold his objection long enough for me to have a
couple of amendments to the bill passed on, to which there will
be no objection and which will relieve most, if not all, of the
objections to the bill when they are examined later, After that
is done, then we can pass it over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the objecting Senator
withhold his objection?

Mr, BRUCE. Mr. President, I am bound to object to the
bill, I was not the only Senator who objected, however. There
were several who interposed an objection.

Mr. NORRIS. I do not intend to try to pass the bill to-night,

I understand it will lead to some debate, but I want to offer
two amendments to which there can be no possible objection,
and then 1 am going to ask that it go over,

Very well.

Mr. BRUCE.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a committee amend-
ment.

Mr. NORRIS. Instead of the committee amendment I am
zoing to offer another amendment. The reference in the com-
Imittee amendment is not quite right. It ought to be as fol-
OWS

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate should disagree
to the committee amendment first,

Mr. NORRIS. I want to offer it in lien of the commitfee
amendment,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That may be done.

Mr. NORRIS. Instead of the committee amendment insert
the following words:

United States Code, title 28, section 41, paragraph 1.

That makes the proper reference,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whaole, and the
amendment is agreed to.

Mr. NORRIS. I now offer another amendment to which
there will be no objection because it narrows down the effect
of the bill and will leave it so there will be no objection what-
ever, I believe. It affects the diverse citizenship jurisdiction
of the court. It takes away everything except that one.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I am bound to say I think it
will be a little premature to take up the amendments now to
limit the jurisdiction of district courts of the United States.
I am frank fo say that I have received more letters making
chjection to this bill than with reference to any other bill on
the calendar.

Mr. NORRIS. When this amendment is agreed to, if the
Senator will then examine the bill I feel as confident that he
will favor it as that I am in favor of it myself. I think it will
remove any possible objection except from one class of people.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, let me suggest to the Sena-
tor from Nebraska that he have his amendment printed and
lie on the table before the Senate acts upon it, in order that
it may be examined in connection with the bill.

Mr. NORRIS., Of course, I will do that. I will not offer it
at all if there is objection. I realize that it takes unanimous
consent, but in order that Senators may understand it, let me
say that the bill takes away certain jurisdiction of the Federal
courts. The amendment narrows down to one particular thing
the jurisdiction that it fakes away so that those who object to
the bill will find it less objectionable, of course, when the
amendment is agreed to. They can still object to the bill after
that. Of course, as soon as the amendment is agreed to, I will
ask that the bill go over. ~

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection the
amendment will be received, printed, and lie on the table, and
without objection the bill as already amended will go over.

Mr. NORRIS. Oh, no, Mr. President. I ask Senators to
withhold their objection to see if we can not adopt the amend-
ment. There can not possibly be any objection to it, because
those who object to the bill now taking away jurisdiction will
have less objection when a part of their objection is entirely
removed.

Mr._) COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
to me?

Mr. NORRIS. Certainly.

Mr. COPELAND. I think I may say to the Senator from
Maryland, because I brought up the objection to the bill in the
first place, that the bar association of my ecity is very much
opposed to it. However, I can see no objection to the adoption
of the amendment. That completes the bill, but it is still on
the calendar. It is not passed in any sense, but is still be-
fore us.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator tenders the amend-
ment, and now the Senator from New York indicates that by
the adoption of that amendment it would complete the bill
other than the final vote upon it. Some of us might want to
offer an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from
Nebraska. It does seem to me it would be better to have the
bill zo over and have the amendment printed and lie on the
table.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the
objection to be maintained on the part of the objecting Sen-
ators, and the order of the Chair already entered is that the
amendment will be received, printed, and lie on the table.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
to insert in the Recorp at this point a resolution and statement
of the committee on jurisprudence and law reform of the
American Bar Association in connection with the bill

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objeetion, it is so
ordered.
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The resolution and statement referred to are as follows:

RESOLUTIONS AND STATEMENT OF THE COMMITTEE ON JURISPRUDENCE AND
LAW REFORM OF THE AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION IN OPPOSITION TO
SENATE BILL 3151

To the Senate of the United Stales:

The within resolutions and statement in relation to Senate bill 3151
are transmitted to the Members of the Senate by direction of the com-
mittee on jurisprudence and law reform of the American Bar Association.

d Hexry W. Tarrt, Chairman,

ArriL, 27, 1028,

Resolution of the executive committee of the American Bar Association,
adopted at a meeting on April 24, 1928, in Washington, D. C,

Whereas there have been introduced in the present Congress of the
United States certain bills which, in the judgment of the executive
committee, are inconsistent with the advancement of the science of
jurisprudence and the promotion of the administration of justice and
uniformity of legislation and of judicial decision throughout the Nation,
as defined by the coustitution of the American Bar Association; and

Whereas the executive committee is of opinion that it is the duty
of the association, acting through its proper committees, to oppose the
passage of all bills intended to diminish the powers and to limit the
jurisdiction of the Federal courts: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the committez on jurisprudence and law reform be,
and it hereby is, authorized in the name of the association to oppose
the passage of any bills intended to diminish the powers and to limit
the jurisdiction of the Federal courts,

Resolution of the committee on jurisprudence and law reform of the
American Bar Association, adopted at a meeting held in Washington,
D. C., on April 26, 1928
Pursuant to the authority conferred by the preambles and resolution

of the executive committee of the American Bar Association, adopted

at its meeting on April 24, 1928, authorizing the committee on jurispru-
dence and law reform In the name of the association to oppose the
passage of any bills intended to diminish the powers and to limit the
jurisdiction of the Federal courts, the said committee on jurisprudence
and law reform unanimously adopted the following resolutions:
Resolved, That the committee on jurisprudence and law reform of
the American Bar Association, in behalf of said association and in
its name, opposes the passage of Senate bill 3151, by whiech it is sought
to deprive the United States district courts of the larger part of their
jurisdiction in common-law and equity cases, conferred upon them by

paragraph (1) of section 24 of the Judicial Code (sec. 41, U, 8, C.),

being the most important part of the jurisdiction conferred by that

section ang that most frequently exercised ;
Resolved further, That the reasons for the committee’s opposition to

Senate bill 3151 are set forth in a statement hereto annexed;
Resolved further, That the chairman of the committee be authorized

o cause the sald preambles and resolutions, together with the saild

statement, to be printed in convenient form and sent to each Member

of the United Btates Senate.

STATEMEXT OF THE COMMITTEE ON JURISPRUDENCE AND LAw REFORM OF
THE AMERICAN BiAr AssociaTioN 18 OPPOSITION To SENATE Binn 3151

Senate bill 3151, introduced by Senator Norris and favorably reported
to the Senate Judiciary Committee, seeks to amend paragraph (1) of
section 24 of the Judicial Code (sec. 41, U. 8. C.) by taking from the
United States distriet courts jurisdiction at common law or equity in the
rollowing cases, viz:

1. Where the suit is between citizens of the same State claiming lands
under grants of different States;

2. Where the matter in controversy excecds $3,000, exclusive of inter-
ests and costs; and

(a) Arises under the Constitution or laws of the United States or
treaties made or which shall be made under their authority ;

(b) Is hetween citizens of different States; or

(¢) Is between citizens of a State and foreign States, citizens or
subjects.

As a result of the proposed amendment litigants would be forced in
all of the above cases to resort to State courts having jurisdiction.

By the judlciary act of September 24, 1789, establishing the judicial
courts of the United States, the Federal courts were given jurisdiction
in all cases specified above, except those of citizens of the same State
claiming lands under grants of dilferent States and those relating to
controversies arising under the Constitution, laws, or treatles of the
United States. In the Jatter cases jurisdiction was conferred by the
act of March 31, 1875,

A

During the fiscal years of 1927 there were commenced in the dis-
trict courts of the United States, exclusive of admiralty and bankruptcy
cases, 19,340 private suits, On June 30, 1027, there were there pending
in that court undetermined 29,870 of suits of that character (Rept.
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of the Attorney General, 1927, p. 81). Most of these suits are of a
kind in which the distriet courts would not have jurisdiction if the
Senate bill 3151 should become law.

In the annotated copy of the United States Code, under section 41
(Judicial Code, sec. 24), there are over 400 pages of annotations to
paragraph (1), most of which relate to litigation of which the district
court would be deprived if the bill objected to were passed. Under all
of the rest of the 28 paragraphs of that section dealing with other
heads of jurisdiction tbere are only 200 pages of annotations.

The annotated copy of the code also shows that under the first para-
graph of section 41 (Judiclal Code, sec. 24) 955 subjects have been
dealt with by the courls—the number of decisions upon each subject
varying—while under all the other paragraphs of the section the sub-
jeets, excluding admiralty, number only 194, The pecuniary importance
of the business of the district courts is indicated by the fact that in the
yvear 1927 judgments were rendered for the plaintiffs for an aggre-
gate of $02,310,602.85 and for the defendants of $4,913,158.58,

I1f the Norris bill should become law, the greater portion of the liti-
gation indicated by the above figures would be withdeawn from the
IPederal courts, and there would probably be no further need for the
present judicial establishment. S8peclal courts wonld be able to deal
with admiralty and patent causes, while governinent causes would be
committed to special tribunals—the first step toward a system, alien to
Anglo-Baxon ideas of civil liberty, of having one kind of law and pro-
cedure governing the rights of individuals among themselves and an-
other controlling rights growing out of their relations to the. Govern-
ment. The benefits of the harmonious and consistent body of law
built up in the Federal courts during a period of 140 years would thus
be largely lost and the systems of 48 States substituted, often Inhar-
monious and inconsistent.

B

There has been bullt up by the Federal courts during a period of 140
years, and especially during the last 40 or 50 years, which have been
marked by an unprecedented development in agriculture, industry, and
transportation, a great body of Federal jurisprudence. The decisions
relating to Interstate commerce and to due process of law under the
fifth and fourth amendments of the Constitution alone constitute a
body of law of vast importance to the growth and prosperity of the
conntry. Federal jurisprudence relating to these and other matters
owes little to the decisions of State courts, while the Federal courts
are constantly contributing to its development. Indeed, the interpre-
tation of the Federal Constitution and statutes has become so associnted
in the minds of the American public with the Federal courts that to
transfer it to the State courts would give a rude shock to the bench, the
bar, and the business interests of the country, because it would seem
to be a sinister attack upon one of our institutions heretofore regarded
as the keystone of the constitutional system.

Apart from considerations based on this historical background there
is something essentially unfalr and contrary to the spirit of our
national. system of government in forcing a litigant claiming that a
State statute is void under the Federal Constitution to resort in every
case to the courts of the very State which has enacted the legislation
and pr bly in resp to a sentiment prevailing among its citizens.
Aud the prejudice such a litigant would naturally suffer under such
circumstances will be enhanced where the claim of unconstitutionality
depends upon issues of fact which must be settled under the rules of
evidence and procedure of the State court, often quite different from
those prevailing in the Federal courts. The settlement by the trial
court of matters resting in its diseretion, the settlement of findings of
fact, the making up of the record on appeal, and the limitations upon
the power of the highest State appellate court to review the findings
or conclusions of the trial court—all of these matters may, and not
infrequently do, combine to present in the SBupreme Court a case in
quite a different aspeet from that which would result from the uniform
methods and procedure prevailing in the Federal courts; and they
might conceivably defeat a ltigant in fairly presenting a question of
constitutionality to the Supreme Court,

A striking illustration of what might have happened if the Norris bill
had been law is afforded by the case of Pierce v, Society of Sisters (the
Oregon school case, 268 U. 8. 510), where an injunction was granted
by the district court to restrain the enforcement of a State statute—
an initiative measure adopted by the people—requiring parents to send
their children to the public schools. The district court held that the
statute was in vielation of the fourteenth amendment, as it was an
unreasonable interference with the liberty of parents in bringing up
their children. It was charged among other things that the object of
the law was to destroy parochial schools, and it was argued in support
of the law that the voters might have been alarmed * at the rising tide
of religious suspiclon,” Here is a typical case where a plaintiff, forced
to bring a suit in a State court, would be seriously handicapped in an
atmosphere of hostile public opinion based on religious prejudice and
where the supporters of the State law would avail of every procedural
expedient to prevent their opponents from securing a review in. the
Supreme Court.

Many other cases will occur to an experienced lawyer. We mention
a few by way of illustration,
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In Truax ¢, Raich (239 U. 8. 23) a suit was brought to restrain the
officers of the State of Arizona from enforeing what was alleged to be
an unconstitutional statute. The suit was heard before three judges
under the provisions of section 266 of the Judicial Code (U. 8. C. 380).
The statute was adopted under the initiative provision of the constitu-
tion of the State and presumably reflected the prevailing sentiment of
the people of the State. It was assailed and held to be unconstitutional
as being repugnant to the fourteenth amendment in that it denied
to aliens equal protection of the laws, by restricting the nuomber of
them who could be employed in a business to 20 per cent of the entire
number of employees. The plaintiff was a cook in a restaurant, de-
pendent on his employment for his livelihood, but being an alien was
excluded by the terms of the statute. Obviously, he fared better in
the Federal court than he wounld have in a Btate court.

Contracts for the future delivery of cotton, involving immense sums
of money, are made in Illinols, New York, Loulsiana, and other States.
Bevernl States, notably Georgla, have passed laws declaring that such
contracts are gambling contracts. On the other hand, the eourts of
New York and Louisiana, and the Supreme Court of the United States,
take the opposite view. If, therefore, a resident of Georgia incurs an
indebtedness to a New York, Louisiana, or Illinois resident upon a
transaction in cotton futures, and the latter is forced to go to Georgia
to collect it, the couarts of that State will reject his claim, and he can
only collect by resorting to the Federal court.

In ease of the insolvency of great rallroad or industrial eorporations
having property and operating in a number of States, with different
receivers, complications arise even in the Federal courts, as they did in
the Northern Pacific receiverships. But the difficulties would be infi-
nitely greater if such corporations were forced to have thelr affairs
liguidated in the courts of a dozen States, Neither Congress nor the
Supreme Court could grant relief, and the confusion thus created would
involve enormous waste of values and great delay in the resumption of
normal business, which would in turn affect the welfare of hundreds of
thousands of employees dependent for thelir livelihood upon a resumption
of the business of the bankrupt concerns, In some jurisdictions aneil-
lary reccivers decline to transmit assets to the receivers in another
jurisdiction until creditors in their own loealities are fully paid; and
the tendency to take this attitude is greater in the State courts than in
the Federal courts.

c

Human nature has not changed since Justice Story, speaking for the

Supreme Court in Martin v. Huonter (1 Wheat. 304), said that the
Constitution had presumed that—
“ State attachments, State prejudices, State jealousies, and State in-
terests might sometimes obstruct or control, or be supposed to obstruct
or control, the regular administration of justice. Hence, in controver-
sies between States; between citizens of different States; between citi-
zens claiming grants under different States; between a State and its
eitizens or foreigners; and between citizens and foreigners, it enables
the parties, under the authority of Congress, to have controversies
heard, tried, and determined before the national tribunals.”

It will be observed that the opinion of Justice Story is not predicated
alone upon the actual existence of “ attachments, prejudices, jealousies,
and interest " but upon the supposition that they exist; and that sdppo-
gition continues unchanged.

It was to avoid diserimination based on such conditions as these that
Federal courts were authorized by the Constitution, and lawyers as
well as laymen who have given attention to the subject will agree that
the following expression is as troe now as it ever was, viz:

“The exercise of this jurisdiction [i. e., Federal] tends to promote
confidence and commercial intercourse between the citizens of the several
States of the Union by furnishing them a comparatively impartial
tribunal wherein to adjudicate and enforece the controverted and un-
satisfied claims growing out of such intercourse.” (Judge Deady,
Goldsmith v. Peters, 86 Fed. RRep. 484, 487 ; afi’d. 147 U. 8. 150.)

A man would be blind to conditions in different parts of this country
who did not realize that attachments, prejudices, and jealousies and
differing social, economie, and political views continue to influence (if
sometimes unconsciously) lawyers, judges, and jurymen, when they
are called upon to adjudicate upon the rights of citizens from distant
Btates. It is not necessary to charge an unjust point of view in fellow
Americans living in different parts of the country. But that marked
differences of outlook and opinion exist which influence both legislation
and judicial proceedings, especlally when the interests of nonresidents
are involved, is undeniable,

The commissioners on wmmiform State laws, appointed by governors
of the several States, have been attempting to bring about uniformity
in the laws of the several Btates, and have been successful in certain
subjects of legislation; but in many cases where local traditions, pre-
possessions, and prejudices have resulted in prevailing views on eco-
nomie, social, or industrial conditions the States have refused to be
influenced by the desirability of uniformity. Some States indulge them-
selves freely in experimental legislation, which is a reflection of domi-
nant local sentiment. Such legislative tendencies do not afford much
assurance that a person from a distant brought into a State court
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will always obtain the same kind of justice as that available to him in
a Federal district court,

In contrast with the nncertainties created by the varying conditions
existing in the State courts, the necessity for uniformity in the decisions
and procedure of the district courts, creates in the judges a sensg of
judicial responsibifity and an esprit de corps which can never exist
in the judges of 48 State courts beyond the influence of a unified
administration of Federal jurisprudence. This was anticipated by the
framers of the Constitution as was pointed out by Chief Justice Taney
in Ableman v. Booth, 21 Howard 506. He said:

“But the supremacy thus conferred on this Government could not
peacefully be maintained, unless it was clothed with judicial power,
equally paramount in authority to carry it into execution; for If left
to the courts of justice of the several States, conflicting decisions
would unavoidably take place, and the local tribunals could hardly
be expected to be always free from the local influences of which we
have spoken, And the Constitution and laws and treaties of the
United States, and the powers granted to the Federal Government,
would soon receive different interpretations in different States, and the
Government of the United States would soon become one thing in one
Btate and another thing in another.”

Federal district judges, appointed by the President and confirmed
by the Senate, have the same salary and hold office during good
behavior, They frequently sit in States and districts far remaoved
from their home districts. They are generally men of high character
and wide experience, and have made a study of our Federal system.
State judges, on the other hand, sit only in their home States and,
frequently, only in their own counties; their terms of office and salaries
vary ; some are elected, some appointed, and some are subject to recall,
Uniformity in their experience, capacity, legal learning, or judicial
temperament is not to be expected,

D

The development of the sparsely settled portions of this country has
been made possible by the investment of capital' by security holders
residing not alone in the more populous centers, such as Boston, New
York, Philadelphia, Chicago, and San Francisco, but, and especially since
the war, in every part of the country. Investments have been made,
not alone in the securities of the great systems of railroads, but in
industrial projects having plants, works, and mines in States other
than those where the security holders themselves reside. Billions of
both Eastern and Western capital bave also been invested in Western
banks, trust companies, mortgage companles, and have been loaned
on farm mortgages, livestoek, cotton, and ecrops of all kinds. When
nonresident Investors learn that they must in an émergency depend on
the State courts to protect their interests the comfidence which has
for generations been based opon the gecurity afforded by the right to
resort to the Federal courts will be seriously impaired; and a serious
blow will be directed at the financial structure which has been built
up in a long course of years. And this blow will be reficcted not alone
in the contraction of investments and loans, but in the increase in the
rates of interest, especially on farm mortgages.

1. The report of the Judiclary Committee recommending the passage
of the Norris bill lays stress upon the jurisdictional limitation as to
ameunt Involved. That amount was originally $3500 and has been
changed by statute from time to tii.:. There iz ample power in Con-
gress to change it again. The subject is irrelevant to a discussion of
the highly important matter of emasculating the long-established juris-
diction vested in the Federal courts,

2. Another argument used by the committee in its report is embodied
in the statement that a nonresident *is given a choice that the resi-
dent does mot have ™ ; that Is, for example, that a resident of New York
can go into the State of Pennsylvania and there sue in either the State
court or the Federal court., But it is equally true that a resident of
Pennsylvania can go into the State of New York, and he there has the
choice as to which tribunal he will resort to. In other words, any so-
called privilege is reciprocal,

3. The committee also says that “ It is a practice becoming more or
less common in many States for corporations to be incorporated in one
State while they do business in another, and it is believed that this
often occurs simply for the purpose of being able to have the choice
of two tribunals in ease of litigation."

If there are such cases, they do not occur with such frequency as to
Jjustify the drastic change proposed by the bill. In most cases the
choice of a State in which to incorporate is dependent upon much more
important considerations than the creation of a diversity of citizen-
ship. What generally determines the place of incorporation is the taxa-

tion system of a Htate, the stock and bond structure permissible under
its laws, and the general liberality, workability, and fairness of its
corporation laws. Furthermore, in the case of railroad lines rupning
through a dozen States, it is necessary that one of the States shall
be selected as the place of incorporation, and it follows that the cor-
poration can not avoid being a nonresident in all of the other 11
States. And the same is the case with a great industrial eorporation
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like the United States Steel Corporation, which was incorporated in
the State of New Jersey, but bas plants and mines in probably a dozen
other States, in which it or its subsidiary companies could resort to
the Federal courts. Y

4, The commiitee asserts that corporations can * make litigation so
expensive that their antagonists in the lawsults frequently submit to
unjust and unreasonable demands rather than go to the expense of
litigating their rights In the United States courts.”

Under the present practice an appeal may be taken to the circuit
court of appeals, and thence to the Supreme Court, and in some cases
(as in snits provided for in see. 266) directly to that tribunal. The
expense of this process would generally be far less than would be in-
volved in the State courts, where, after a trial in the court at nisi
prius, an appeal would perhaps lie to an intermediate appellate tri-
bunal, thence to the highest court of the State, and thence by a writ
of error to the Supreme Court of the United States—a circuitous and
expensive process,

F

In view of the foregoing considerations and the opposition which has
been manifested to the provisions of Senate bill 3151, it would seem
suitable that the bill be recommitted to the Judiciary Committee, in
order that hearings may be had.

The bill (S, 1794) establishing additional land offices in the
States of Montana, Oregon, Idaho, and South Dakota was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I shall not object to the bill, but
I shall be very glad to have the Senator explain it.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, if the bill is before the Senate,
I want to be heard.

Mr. BRUCE, I feel bound to object to the biil, though very
reluctantly.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator refer to
G634, the bill to limit the jurisdiction of district courts of the
United States?

Mr. BRUCE. Yes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That has gone over under
objection maintained by the Senator.

Mr. BRUCE. I saw the Senator from Nebraska on his feet.

Mr. NORRIS., Yes; I am about to speak on the bill, although
another bill is technically before the Senate. I am entitled to
five minutes on the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
is recognized.

Mr. NORRIS. I want to call Senators’ attention to just
what the biil does. Senators are objecting to it because they
have received objections from attorneys. The bill, as introduced
and as reported by the Judiciary Committee, took away from
the district courts of the United States certain matters of juris-
dietion. Among a number of things that it deprived the courts
of jurisdiction over was jurisdiction of cases arising by reason
of diverse citizenship, The objection comes, I conceive, mostly
from that ground, but there are other objections, because it in-
cludes other things of which it deprives the courts of juris-
dietion.

All my amendment would do would be to restore the bill to
such form as to relieve it of all points except that one, o that
anyone objecting to the bill certainly can not object to the
amendment because it narrows its scope. I realize the objection
would have still been made, but I wanted to put it in such shape
that it would be confined to one thing alone. If the amend-
ment was agreed to, the only thing it would apply to would b
to diverse citizenship, and the oniy thing that it would elimi-
nate from the law would be the following words:

I= between citizens of different States,

I want Senators to know just exactly what the bill does, and
then they can understand what is attempted by the bill. I am
not expecting the bill to pass to-night; but I wanted to have it
so thoroughly understood that there would not be any further
controversy, at least, as to what the bill did.

These are the words that this bill would take out of the
present statute:

1s between citizens of different States,

That is all. Those words would be eliminated and the statute
would be just the same as it is now. The amendment would
narrow it down to those words; and I can not possibly see how
anyone who objects to the bill would possibly object to the
amendment, because it makes it nearer the present law than
it is now.

Mr, DALE. Mr, President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.

Mr. DALE, May I ask the
question?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes.

The Senator from Nebraska

The Senator from Vermont.
Senator from Nebraska a
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Mr. DALE. In connection with that bill, if an insurance com-
pany had a great many cases, as they do have in all the States
of the Union, would they not be excluded from the Federal
;{Jurti and be compelled to bring their cases in each separate

fate?

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; an insurance company incorporated in
the State of Vermont, which took out a policy in the State of
Nebraska, under the laws of Nebraska, and did business in
Nebraska, would have to go into the Nebraska courts to settle
its controversies. That is what would happen. There is not
anybody that I know of that objects to the bill except insur-
ance companies, railroad companies, and large corporations who
want to go into a State and do business under its laws, but
refuse to go into its courts.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont
having yielded the floor, and the time of the Senator from
Nebraska having already expire

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I ask that the colloquy we
have had to-night be printed at one place in the Recorp. The
other day the Senator from Nebraska and I had a running col-
loguy all the afternoon, and I think I have had a hundred let-
ters with reference to it. This is an important matter., I in-
clude in my request that the amendment suggested by the Sena-
tor from Nebraska be printed in the Reconp, so that all the in-
formation may be there for the benefit of our various constitu-
ents, because we shall have hundreds of letters about this
matter.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The amendment proposed by Mr. Norris is as follows:

On page 1, line 4, after the figures “41" and the comma,
insert *title 28,” and on the same page, line 8, after the word
“sue,"” strike out the period and insert a comma and the fol-
lowing words:

or between citizens of the same State claiming lands under grants from
different States; or where the matter in controversy exceeds, exclusive
of interest and cosig, the sum or value of $3,000, and (a) arises under
the Constitution or laws of the United States, or treaties made, or which
shall be made, under their authority, or (b) is between citizens of a
State and foreign States, citizens, or subjects. No district ecourt shall
have cognizance of any suit (except upon foreign bills of exchange) to
recover upon any promissory note or other chose in action in favor of
any assignee, or of any subsequent holder if such instrument be payable
to bearer and be not made by any corporation, unless such suit might
have been prosecuted In such court to recover upon said note or other
chose in action if no assignment had been made, The foregoing provi-
sion as to the sum or value of the matter in controversy shall not be
construed to apply to any of the cases mentioned in the succeeding
paragraphs of this section.

Mr. BRUCH. Mr. President, I simply want to ask the Sen-
ator a question. As I understand, this does away with the
jurisdiction of the district courts based on diversity of citizen-
ship.

Mr. NORRIS. That is all it does.

Mr. BRUCHE. Then, that makes i,
objectionable.

Mr. NORRIS. Exactly. I am not trying to controvert that.
I want to confine it to that. The amendment does not affect
that. That is still left. I expect that the Senator will oppose
it, and a good many other Senators who will be moved by those
who like to go into a State and do business under the laws of
that State, but who will not submit themselyves to the courts of
that State, who want to drag the eitizens of the State into the
Federal court and make their litigation expensive, and thus
wear them out, even though they may have a good defense,
with expensive litigation.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
next bill on the calendar.

ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICES IN MONTANA, ORBGON, IDAHO, AND SOUTH
DAKOTA

The bill (8. 1794) establishing additional land offices in the
States of Montana, Oregon, Idaho, and South Dakota was an-
nounced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
April 13 and amended.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. Curring]
proposed an amendment to this bill yesterday. He had it
printed. It is lying on the table. During his absence I pro-
pose that amendment on his behalf.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, after line 17, it is proposed to
insert the following new section:

The

to me, insuperably

The clerk will restate the

This bill was considered on

The amendment will be
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Sec., 8. That an additional land district is hertby created in the
Btate of New Mexico to embrace lands described as follows:

Beginning at the southeast corner of the State of New Mexico and
rouning thence north on the east line of said State to the base line
of the public-land survey in said State; thence west on said line to the
range line between ranges 8 and 9 east; thence south on said range
line to the first standard parallel south; thence west on eaid line to
the range line between ranges 8 and 9 east; thence south on said
line to the second standard parallel south; thence west on said line
to the range line between ranges 8 and 9 east; thence south on said
line to the third standard parallel south; thence east on said line to
the range line between ranges 8 and 9 east; thence south on said line
to the south line of the State of New Mexico; thence east on said
line to the point of beginning, and that Roswell, within said district,
is hereby designated as the site for the land office thereof.

On page 4, line 5, after * Idaho,” insert “ New Mexico.”

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I should like to inquire if this
bill is restoring land offices that have heretofore been abolished
by the department as not necessary?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That, I may say, is the purpose of
the bill.

Mr. JONES. Do tliese amendments contemplate restoring all
those that are abolished?

Mr, WALSH of Montana, No. In my State there were 10,
and every one of them was abolished but 2, and the bill contem-
plates the restoration of 4 of them.

Mr. JONES. Making six in all?

Ar. WALSH of Montana. Six instead of 10.

Mr. JONES. 1 think this bill should go over.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. This bill has heretofore passed the
Senate, and was discussed at some considerable length. A very
grievous wrong was done, in the judgment of every member
of the committee which had this matter under consideration, by
this sweeping law. The result is that homesteaders in the State
of Montana are obliged now to travel a distance of 500 miles in
order to do business at the land office, a distance greater than
from this city to the city of Boston.

Mr. JONES. If this were confined to the State of Montana,
I do not think I should object to it. I know something about
the distances out in our country. We have one land office in
the State of Washington, and people travel about 350 miles
where they have to travel ; but, aceording to the department, it
is not necessary for them to go to the place where the land
office is.

As I.said to the Senator, if this were confined to the State
of Montana, which T know is a State of very great size, I do
not think I shonld objeet to it; but it seems to be covering and
really providing for the restoration of a great many of these
offices that the department, after very careful investigation,
found were not necessary, and their abolition was in the in-
terest of economy. It is their contention that it does not affect
the efficiency of the service.

I want to say, further, that we objected very strenuously in
our State to the abolition of all the offices except one. I have
not had a single complaint from my State, however, since the
offices were reduced to one—mnot one. Apparently, the service
is going on just as satisfactorily as before.

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

Mr. JONES. Yes; I yield fo the Senator.

Mr. ODDIE. Just a word on this matter. One of the most
important land offices in the United States, located in Nevada,
was abolished, and it is included in this bill.

Mr. JONES. I yield the floor.

Mr. BRATTON obtained the floor.

Mr. ODDIE, Will the Sepator from New Mexico yield for
just one second?

Mr. BRATTON. I yield.

Mr. ODDIE. One of the most important land offices in the
country was in the State of Nevada. It was abolished by the
department. The department made a serious and blundering
error in abolishing that office. It was an uneconomic, a ridicu-
lous, and unbusinesslike piece of business to abelish it. It has
caused serious loss and inconvenience to a large number of
our citizens, and nothing was gained by it.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, in view of the fact that the
Senator is speaking in my time, and I am under the five-minute
rule, I shall ask him to speak in his own time.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I beg the Senator’s pardon. I
was not conscious of the fact that he had the floor first.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, my colleague [Mr. Curring]
has just come into the Chamber. If I may have his attention
for a moment, I shall state for his information that on his be-
nalf I have just proposed the amendment reestablishing the
land office formerly located at Roswell, N. Mex., and was about
to explain for the information of the Senator from Washington
that this office was discontinued by the department some time
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ago. I am told by my colleague that a representative of the
department has made a careful survey of conditions, and ree-
ommends this amendment in-the strongest language, People
in the State of my colleague and myself necessarily travel im-
mense distances to transact their business with the land office.
0il has been discovered in the southeastern part of the State,
where much Government land is situated. Under the present
situation many persons interested have to travel to the office
sitnated at Las Cruces, which is a distance in some cases of I
should say 200 to 250 miles. The department recommends a
restoration of the office formerly located at Roswell. My col-
league so informed me to-day. This is my colleague’s amend-
ment. I offered it during his absence.

Lrl'i'. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, if I may =say a
wo

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. I agree with the statement of the
Secretary of the Interior that the expense of administration of
these lands can be reduced by the abolition of these offices.
That is true enough ; but the effect is to turn over the cost and
expense of it to the homesteader who takes up the land, instead
of its being borne by the General Government. That is the
operation of this thing. As a matter of fact, it does not save
one dollar to anybody.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mon-
tana yield to the Senator from South Dakota?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I do.

Mr. NORBECK. I call the attention of the Senator from
Montana to the fact that some of these offices were self-support-
ing and putting a revenue in the Treasury, when they were
abolished. S

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Undoubtedly.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the
Washington maintain his objection?

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I recognize the situation in
Montana. I doubt the wisdom of establishing six offices there,
especially in view of the experience in the State of Washing-
ton; but I know that the Senator knows the condition there
even better than I do, and I know that he would not ask for
the establishment of these offices if he did not think it was for
the benefit of the settlers.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. We have abolished four now.

Mr. JONES. Yes; I know. Six is quite a good many. I
will withdraw my objection under the circumstances, though
I doubt the wisdom of it very much,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if we are going to have an addi-
tional number added to this bill, I shall object to its being con-
sidered.

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? I
desire to offer an amendment.

Mr. METCALF. I object to the consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon will be
received, printed, and lie on the table.

HOWARD UNIVERSITY

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, in connection with Order of
Business 680, House bill 279, I ask unanimous consent to insert
in the Recorp the minority views of the House Committee in
reference to this bill. In addition thereto, I should like to eall
attention to Claflin College at Orangeburg, Allen University,
and Benedict College at Columbia, and South Carolina State
Normal, Industrial and Agricultural College, all of the State of
South Carolina; and I object to the consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the mi-
nority views of the House committee will be printed in the
RECORD.

The matter referred to is as follows:

MixorITY VIEWS

The one object of this bill is to give authority of law by which the
Congress may continue to appropriate money from the Federal Treas-
ury for the purpose of Improving and maintaining Howard University
for negroes, in the city of Washington.

THE BITUATION, PAST AND PRESENT

For nearly a half century the Congress has been annually appro-
priating to this institution in amounts ranging from $£10,000 to more
than $£300,000. These appropriations have been pure gratuities. How-
ard is in no sense a Government institution. Again, all these ap-
propriations have been illegal for the reason that no law authorizing
them has ever been passed. In committee hearings January 27, 1926,
Mr. CramTO¥, of Michigan, says, * We are not authorized to report
items of appropriations that are not authorized by law.” There is

Senator from
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no need, however, for any argument to prove that all the §5,000,000
which the Congress has in the past years appropriated to this insti-
tution has been appropriated illegally. The present bill is an admission
of that fact. Furthermore, when a point of order has been made
against this item in the Interior Department appropriation bill, the
Chairman has always sustained the point, and no proponent of the
bill has ever guestioned his decision.
THE QUESTION NOW INVOLVED

This bill simply proposes that we now legalize this policy which has
been pursnoed regardless of law for so many years. Thus we would
fasten this university upon the Federal Government for permanent
support, and establish finally the governmental policy of sustaining one
university for one race by Federal funds, while the hundreds and thou-
sands of schools for that race and all other races are left to State,
county, or municipal support, or to private philanthropy. Suoch a
policy is unfair, unwise, and unjust, There are many other large col-
leges or universities for the education of the Negro race—Tuskegee
of Alabama, Hampton of Virginia, Wilberforce of Ohio, Fiske of Ten-
nessee, Southern and Straight of Louislana, Clark and Spellman of
Georgin, and many others. These are meeting the demands for the edu-
cation of the Negro race in pretty well all sections of the country and
are supported without Federal aid. Is it right that the friends and con-
stituents of these institutions should now be taxed for the Federal
funds to constantly enlarge and maintain this one university for one
race in one locality? It is not a question of negro education, nor a
question of the needs of education in any way. It is the question of
permanently establishing this unsound paternalistic governmental policy.

THE NEED DOES NOT JUSTIFY IT

Throughout the North most of the colleges are open to students of
both races. In the South every State maintains one or more institu.

tions for higher education of negroes, and every State has a number

of negro colleges maintained by church or private philanthropy. A
Washington newspaper hag just published a statement that there are
500 {institutions for negro education above the high-school grades.
In almost every Southern State there comes nearer being college room
for all the negro pupils that are really prepared to enter college than
for all of the white pupils that are thus prepared.

THE INCREABING DEMANDS OF HOWARD

In the committee hearings on January 27, 1926, Doctor Scott, secre-
tary and treasurer of Howard, said:

“ In addition to the $197,500 authorized by the last Congress for a
gymnasium, armory, and athletic field, other dormitories for young
men and young women must be provided to meet the needs of the
rapidly growing student body. Adequate bulldings must also be erected
for schools of medicine, law, and religion. There is need for an ad-
ministration building, so that the space now occupled hy these offices
may be released for classrooms for the collegiate department.”

In the same hearings Doctor Durkee, then president of Howard,
speaks of the $870,000 appropriated by Congress for a new medical
building. Meantime we have been called on for $150,000 for a new
dormitory, and the pending Interior bill calls for $180,000 for a new
chemistry building. From the above quotation from Doctor Beott
it would seem that these demands for new buildings are to continue
and doubtless to enlarge indefinitely. The question now before the
Congress is, Shall we by passing this bill commit the Government
permanently to this program?

Are we to go on for ever appropriating Federal funds for the erection
of new and costly buildings to meet the growing demands of this insti-
tution? No doubt it is fine for Howard to have all these good build-
ings and some $200,000 more each year for running expenses. Yet
almost every Member of the Congress has in his own State or district
gome struggling college which is just as much in need of funds and
bulldings, Many a struggling college in our own districts, dependent
on church or private philanthropy, would feel greatly enriched to re-
celve just one gift as large as one of the annual amounts that this
Congress is asked to give to Howard University. The demand of
Howard for this year is $300,000. Hardly a Member of the House but
can think of some worthy struggling college back in his home State that
would be relieved of an unspeakable burden, and immensely promoted
in usefulness by one gift of that amount. Then ghall we go on from
year to year making these large donations to one university for negroes
in the city of Washington while the constituents of our home schools
pay the taxes and struggle on in poverty with their own institutions?
Some Members of this House have expressed a hesitaney as to their
vote on this bill becanse of the answer they may have to make to their
negro voters back home. It might be well for some to consider the
answer to be made to their white constituents wheo are struggling so
hard to maintain institutions for the education of their own young
people.

The plea is made that Howard is a necessity for the purpose of
preparing physicians, dentists, etc., for the service of the Negro race.
In a very large part of the South that is not a necessity, because the
white physicians and dentists do practice for the mnegroes, and the
negroes seem to prefer them. But finally, if Howard must be sup-
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ported for any reason, we submit that it should be done with District
funds, just as other cities all over the Nation give large funds for
great institutions of learning because of the advantages material and
otherwise which such an institution brings to the town in which it is
located. '

B. G. LowrEy,

M. C. TARVER,

Itexp L. De ROUEN.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Senator will with-
hold his objection, I wish that the Senate might find it in its
heart to pass this bill. We have been beating the devil around
the stump for a long time with these appropriations for How-
ard University.

Here is an establishment which is dedicated to the purpose
of educating colored students. Here is a place where they
have the facilities for those who are seeking education to go,
with their own people in it; and we have always found ways
of making the appropriation. If this bill were to pass, we conld
then, in an orderly and proper way, without subterfuge, make
the appropriations which we are bound to make anyway.

I wish the Senator might find it in his heart to consent to
the passage of this bill.

Mr. BLEASH. Mr. President, if you will give the negro eol-
leges in South Carolina the same amount of money I will agree
to it. Otherwise I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, just a word. Has the
Senator introduced a resolution or offered an amendment to
the bill?

d Mr, BLEASE., Noj; but when the bill comes up I am going to
o it,

Mr. COPELAND. Let me suggest to the Senator that he
present the amendment that he has in mind. I am not sure but
that, so far as I am concerned, I should be glad to support the
amendment, .

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I do not think there is a State
in the American Union that has the same or better facilities for
educating the colored people than South Carolina has. We pay
a 3-mill constitutional tax for their free school education.
Every man pays that tax. We have some of the very best col-
ored institutions in this country.

One of them is maintained entirely by the State of South
Carolina, with an appropriation of over $100,000 each year.
If every State will do that there will be no necessity for the
Government to have to pay for this institution. If you will
give to the State colleges for colored people of my State what
we are asked to give to this Distriet of Columbia institution,
I have no objection; but I shall never consent for my State to
pay a 3-mill constitutional tax to educate these people, to
which I do not object, and keep up these other institutions by
State appropriations, and then sit here and vote to give away
the money of my people to other States that do not do anything
to try to help their colored people. We are educating ours.
We are taking care of them, and we are keeping them in their
places by that education.

As the Senator suggests, I will offer an amendment, and it
will get two votes, probably—mine and his.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President——

Mr. KING. I call for the regular order.

Mr. BLEASE. I object to the consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de-
manded. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent that Senate Re-
port No. 672 may be printed as a part of the Recorp.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so
ordered,

The report (No. 672) submitted by Mr. Couvzexs, from the
Committee on Education and Labor, ¢n April 2, 1928, is as
follows :

{Report to accompany H. R. 279)

Your Committee on Education and Labor, to which was referred
H. R. 279, a bill to amend section 8 of an act entitled “An act to
incorporate the Howard University, in the District of Columbia,”
approved March 2, 1867, by authorizing Federal appropriations to aid
in the construction, development, improvement, and maintenance of
sald university, having considered said bill reports favorably thereon
with the recommendation that the bill do pass without amendment.

A bill similar to H. R. 279 was reported “favorably by the Committee
on Education and Labor in the last session of Congress.

Howard University was incorporated under the act of March 2, 1867.
The first Federal appropriation for its aid was granted March 3, 1879,
Since that date the Federal Government has made annual appropria-
tions to assist the university. However, since the establishment of the
Budget system items recommended by the Budget and approved by the
Committee on Appropriations of the House have been subject to a point
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of order and invarlably have been stricken out on the ground that
guch appropriations are not authorized by existing law. This bill
would relieve that situation. Even after the items are stricken out in
the House the Senate invariably reinserted them in the bill and they
were approved in conference.

The university has an attendance of about 2,000 students, who are
required to pay tuition and provide their own living expenses. The
university has been thoroughly investigated by the college rating board
of the Maryland and Middle States district and is rated in class A,

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (H, R. 8298) authorizing acquisition of a site for
the farmers' produce market, and for other purposes, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. BRUCE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 10885) to amend sections 23 and 24 of the
general leasing aet approved February 25, 1920 (41 Stat L.,
437), was announced as next in order,

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

MAY GORDON RODES AND OTHERS

The bill (S. 126) for the relief of May Gordon Rodes and
Sara Louise Rodes, heirs at law of Tyree Rodes, deceased, was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator who
objected to the immediate consideration of this bill will with-
hold his objection for one moment. It will be observed that
it is in behalf of the widow and daughter of the deceased; and
it was through his genius and his patented rights that our
Government during the Great War was saved something over
$17,000,000,

It is true that the testimony, as the record shows, claimed
upon the one side that a just allowance would be on the basis
of $1 per thousand of lumber sawed through or by the patented
method of the deceased, whereas others testified that the value
would be, perhaps, considerably less; wherefore the committee,
which held long and patient hearinss, reached the conclusion
that instead of $141,000, as claimed according to one side of
the controversy, the claim should be allowed for $35,750.

I am saying this in the hope that as between now and the
coming on of this case again, Senators who have objected to
it may read the report prepared by the subcommittee, written
by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Sterwer], and then agree that
this just claim, as I think it is, should be recognized, and this
bill passed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the
next bill on the. calendar.

BILLS, ETC., PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 2505) granting increase of pension under the
general law to soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and
Navy, and their dependents, for disability incurred in service in
line of duty, and authorizing that the records of the War and
Navy Departments be accepted as to incurrence of a disability
in service in line of duty, was announced as next in order.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I am not going to ask that
this bill be taken up to-night, because it calls for guite a little
explanation, and there are several changes to be made in it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 25) to declare the 11th day
of November, celebrated and known as Armistice Day, a legal
holiday, was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be
passed over.

The bill (8. 1729) extending the classified civil service to in-
clude postmasters of the third class, and for other purposes, was
announced as next in order. 7

SEVERAL SEwaTomrs, Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passad over‘

MEDICAL RELIEF TO RETIRED OFFICERS AND MEN OF COAST GUARD

The bill (H. R. 11022) to extend medical and hospital relief
to retired officers and enlisted men of the United States Coast
Guard was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. JONES. Who objected?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The junior Senator from
Utah.

Mr. JONES.
a wmoment ?

Mr. KING. Yes.

Mr. JONES. 1 think if I read a brief extract from the report

Will the Senator withhold his objection for just

he will withdraw his objection.
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The Secretary of the Treasury says this:

The officers and enlisted men of the Coast Guard while on active duty
receive medical attention and hospitalization from the Public Health
Bervice. However, as soon as an officer or enlisted man is retired from
active Outy, either because of physieal disability in line of duty or inci-
dent to service, or after having served the Government faithfully and
honorably for the greater portion of his life, the Public Health Bervice
is at present without the necessary legislative authority to extend him,
in his retired status, the facilities of the marine hospitals or out-
patient offices under the jurisdiction of that service. The bill, if en-
acted into law, will permit the extension to these retired officers and
enlisted men of a privilege to which they are justly entitled, a right
analogous fo that accorded to retired officers and enlisted men of the
Navy at naval hospitals and dispensaries. There is a pressing need for
this proposed legislation, and the department urges its passage as a
meritorious measure,

I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection.

Mr. KING. I will state what has been my objection to this
bill. It will be the opening wedge, as I see it, and give the
same advantages to every employee of the Government. If the
Coast Guard can be differentiated from all other employees of
the Government and put in the same category with officers of
the Army and the Navy and the Marines, there might be some
excuse for it.

Mr, JONES. The Senator knows that when there is a war
the Coast Guard gees into the Navy.

Mr. KING. That is true; yet I can see but little difference
between the Coast Guard employees and those engaged in the
Customs Service, because most of the work of the Coast Guard
relates to the enforcement of prohibition or the prevention of
smuggling. The activities are rather those of civil-service em-
ployees of the Government,

Mr. JONES. No; before the acts to which the Senator has
referred were passed we had the Coast Guard, and its work
was largely in rescuing people in danger, especially at sea. It
is a very dangerous cccupation. Now, under the law, when we
get into war, it automatically goes into the Navy.

Mr. KING. Yes; I know that.

Mr. JONES. It seems to me the Senator will be justified
in withholding his objection to this bill. It has passed the
House and is very strongly recommended by the Secretary.

Mr. KING. Is there a unanimous report?

Mr. JONES. There is a unanimous report.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator maintain
his objection?

Mr. KING. I withdraw the objection.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill, which had been reported from the Committee on
Commerce with an amendment, on page 1, line 3, after the word
“and,” to insert the word *retired,” so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter refired officers and retired enlisted
men of the United Btates Coast Guard shall be entitled to medical
treatment at marine hospitals and out-patient offices of the Public
Health Bervice.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed for a third read-
ing, and the bill to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to extend medi-
cal and hospital . relief to retired officers and retired enlisted
men of the United States Coast Guard.”

BILL PASSED OVER

The biil (8. 742) t6 provide for the establishment, operation,
and maintenanee of foreign trade zones in ports of entry of the
“ited- Siaces ty expedite and encourage foreign commerce, and
for'other p 3, was announced as next in order.
Mr. KING. Let that go over.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

PUBLIC PBINT!;R AND DEPUTY PUBLIC PRINTER

The bill (H. R. 6669) fixing the salary of the Public Printer
and of the Deputy Public Printer, was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole,

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the passage of this act the

salary of the Public Printer shall be §10,000 per annum and the salary
of the Deputy Public Printer shall be $7,500 per annum,

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

The bill (H.R.6152) for the relief of Cromwell L. Barsley
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Commitiee on Military
Affairs with an amendment, on page 2, line 2, to strike out the
words, “be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this
act,”” and to insert, * accrue or be allowed on account of the
passage of this act,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws conferring
rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers,
Cromwell L. Barsley, who was a member of Company D, Fifth Regi-
ment United States Volunteers, and Thirty-fourth Regiment TUnited
States Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, Nineteenth Regiment In-
fantry, United States Army, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the United
States as a private of Company I, Nineteenth Regiment Infantry,
United States Army, on the 23d day of December, 1907 : Provided,
That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall acerue or be
allowed on account of the passage of this act,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would like to have an explana-
tion in regard to this bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator reporting the
bill is not at the preseat time in the Chamber.

Mr. KING. Let it be passed over temporarily.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will go over.

Mr., STEPHENS rose.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I hope the Senator from Utah
will not object to the bill. Was the Senator from Mississippi
about to make an explanation?

Mr. STEPHENS. I was about to respond to the Senator
from Utah.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I was just about to state that
in the report of the major general with respeet to this bill,
really the report of the Secretary of War, I find that there was
a court-martial in the case of this soldier, and he was dis-
honorably discharged from the service. If there are any
reasons why he should be restored, I should be glad to with-
hold the objection.

Mr, REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, this soldier en-
listed in 1889, and served loyally and faithfully in the Philip-
pine campaign, He came back and reenlisted, and was sen-
tenced to dishonorable discharge for the erime of stealing two
turkeys.

Mr. STEPHENS. One turkey.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I myself never stole two tur-
keys, but I do not believe that is an essentially heinous crime
that ought to offset the service of one who served with dis-
tinetion in actual hostilities. The committee was unanimous in
its belief that the sentence of dishonorable discharge was too
severe. Surely, after this delay, the Senate would not be
going too far to recognize the honorable service and overlook
that offense.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I think the Senator has over-
looked one little circumstance connected with the action of the
committee in this case. It is true that this bill was reported
favorably by the committee, but it was reported with an amend-
ment, The committee was willing, in other words, that the
sentence of dishonorable discharge should be canceled, but
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Brease], who is a
member of the committee, informs me that the committee was
unanimous in thinking that this soldier should not be allowed
any back pay, pension, or pecuniary compensation of any sort.

The effect of the amendment is just that. In other words,
the committee took the view that because of this soldier hav-
ing been sentenced to imprisonment for nine months, and hav-
inz been dishonorably discharged from the Army, as a matter
of grace, as a matter of clemency, if his object is simply to
have the record of his dishonorable discharge canceled, that
should be done, but it was wholly unwilling that he should be
allowed any back pay or any pension or any pecuniary compen-
sation of any kind.

Mr. BORAH. Do I understand that the committee canceled
the order of dishonorable discharge?

Mr. BRUCE. Yes; the bill does with this amendment.

Mr, BORAH, Did they find that the man was not amenable
to punishment?

Mr. BRUCE. Oh, no. In view of his age, in view of the
fact that he had been a soldier for some two years, and had
been twice honorably discharged, the committee was willing,
if the object of the man was really to establish his moral
reputation, as well as it could be reestablished under the cir-
cumstances, that the Dbill should effect a cancellation of the
sentence of discharge; but they thought that the man having
been formally convicted of theft by a court-martial, and hay-
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ing been sentenced to imprisonment for nine months, and hav-
ing served a term of imprisonment of six months, and having
been dishonorably discharged from the Army, he shounld not
be placed upon the same footing as an irreproachable soldier,

Mr. BORAH. If I had my way about it, I would give him his
money.

Mr. BRUCE. That may be, but while the Senator——

Mr. SWANSON. I call for the regular order. This case was
discussed for half an hour at the last call of the calendar,

Mr. BRUCE. I agree entirely with the committee. I am per-
feetly willing that this sentence of dishonorable discharge should
be canceled, if that will afford any relief.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia
demands the regular order, which is the amendment proposed
by the committee.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, the Senator
from Virginia will not object to the bill passing as it stands?

Mr. SWANSON. I am not objecting to its passage. This
bill was discussed for half an hour, and interrupted the calendar.
We will have Thursday night for bills of this kind, bills which
are to be debated, and I will not consent to this bill taking up
this entire session when it ought to come up on Thursday. I
call for the regular order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia
objects, and the bill will be passed over.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. If we will all agree to sit down
without further discussion, will not the Senator withdraw his
objection?

Mr. SWANSON. Yes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia
withdraws his objection on condition that no further discussion
ensne, The question is on the committee amendment,

Mr. BRUCE. I simply ask——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unanimous-consent
agreement is violated, and the regular order will take place.

Mr. BLACK. May I make a request of the Senator from
Virginia? Suppose we vote on this bill—

Mr. SWANSON. I have no objection to voting.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Just a moment. We are not
going to enter into unanimous-consent agreements to do some-
thing, and then have them violated within the next 30 secunds,
as long as the present occupant of the chair is in the chair.

Mr. SWANSON. I have no objection to voting. All I ask is
the regular order. Let a Senator say whether he objects or
does not object to the consideration of the bill,

Mr. BRUCE. I have no objection at all to the amendment
being disposed of, and to the bill being brought to a vote.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When a bill comes up, a
Senator is entitled to five minutes, if it comes up without ob-
Jjection,

Mr. SWANSON.
not an hour,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Question!

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment proposed by the committee.

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I inguire if this man's offense
consisted only of stealing two turkeys; is that all?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. That is all.

Mr. NEELY. What is the personnel of the committee that
decided that he should have been dishonorably discharged for
stealing two turkeys?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The committee did not decide
it; the court-martial decided it. The committee is trying to
give him a position on the records of the Army substantially
equal to an honorable discharge. He deserves it for service in
the Spanish War and the Philippine campaign, and we who
now disenss it are in substance denying him that relief.

Mr. BRUCE. He was in the Army for only about two years.
There is no evidence that he was a brave soldier and, as far as
I know, no evidence that he was ever in action.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This time is being charged
to the Senator from West Virginia,

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President:

Mr, OURTIS. 1 ask that the bill go over,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 1995) placing certain employees of the Bureau of
Prohibition in the classified eivil service, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

NATIONAL GUARD STATE STAFF OFFICERS

The bill (H. R. 239) to amend section 110 of the national
defense act by repealing and striking therefrom certain provi-
sions prescribing additional qualifications for National Guard

I am willing to give the five minutes, but




1928

State staff officers, and for other purposes, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, that bill has been
agreed upon by the adjutants general of the National Guard.
It simply puts the staff officers of the guard on the same basis
as the staff officers of the Regular Army. It allows them the
same privileges and fixes the same qualifications as are fixed
for staff officers of the Regulars. 1 hope there will be no
objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator maintain
his objection?

Mr. KING. I have no objection.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
gider the bill, which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc,, That the following provisions, to wit, * nor to any
State, Territory, or District, or officer or enlisted man in the National
Guard thereof, unless and until such State, Territory, or District pro-
vides by law that staff officers, Including officers of the finance, inspec-
tion, quartermaster, and medical departments hereafter appointed shall
have had previous military experience and shall hold their positions
until they shall have reached the age of 64 years, unless retired prior
to that time by reason of resignation, disability, or for causes to be
determined by a court-martial legally convened for that purpose, and
that vacancies among sald officers ghall be filled by appointment from
the militia of such State, Territory, or District,” contained in the last
paragraph of section 110 of the national defense act as amended by the
act approved September 22, 1922 (42 Btat. L. 1036), be, and the same
are hereby, repealed and strickem therefrom, so that said paragraph
when go amended will read as follows:

“ Except as otherwise epecifically provided herein no money appro-
priated under the provisions of this or the last preceding section shall
be paid to any person not on the active list, nor to any person over
G4 years of age, mor to any person who shall fail to qualify as to
fitness for military service under such regulations as the Becretary of
War shall prescribe."

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

PRACTICE OF HEALING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (8. 3936) to regulate the practice of the healing art
to protect the public health in the District of Columbia, was
announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask who objected to
this bill?

Mr. NORRIS. I thought the Senator from New York ob-
ected. <
i Mr. COPELAND. No; I did not objeet. Does anyone ob-
ject?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thought some
Senator objected.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will not the Senator explain the
bill?

Mr. COPELAND. This bill has occupied the attention of the
committee on the Distriet of Columbia for two years, and after
great tribulation we have an agreement with all the various
systems and cults of practice in this eity. The bill provides
that every applicant shall apply to a commission, and then go
before a basic science committee for an examination in the
fundamentals of medicine. Then, if gualified by that basic
science committee, the applicant goes before a committee of his
own school of practice; and then, if he passes, he gets a license
to practice in the District of Columbia.

Mr, CARAWAY. I would like fo ask a question as to the
nature of this examination by the basic science committee.

Mr. COPELAND. They examine in anatomy, bacteriology,
chemistry—the fundamental subjects.

Mr. CARAWAY. If they want to practice the healing art,
they must pass that examination whether they are going to be
chiropractors or

Mr. COPELAND. Yes.

Mr. CARAWAY. Are dentists included?

Mr. COPELAND. No; it relates only to practitioners of some
branch of medicine.

Mr. CARAWAY. How about undertakers?

Mr. COPELAND. Undertakers are exempt.

Mr. CARAWAY. They ought not to be.

Mr. BRUCE. May I call the attention of the Senator from
New York to the fact that I have offered two amendments to
this bill relating to chiropractors? The chiropractors of Mary-
land and other States in the Union think that this bill pre-
scribes no proper standard at all for the qualifications of chiro-
practic, The chiropractors in the city of Washington accept the
bill as it stands; but, so far as I know, it is not the case with
the members of that profession anywhere else in the United
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States. I have offered amendments calenlated to create real
standards of professional proficiency, and with those amend-
ments I have no objection to the bill.

" CROMWELL L. BARSLEY

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I endeavored a few moments
ago to get the floor with reference to the bill of the young man
who was charged with stealing the turkeys. I think it is not
right that that bill should be further held up. This young man
served between five and six years as an honorable soldier. He
served in the Philippine Islands. He was arrested and charged
with the erime of stealing two turkeys from his own company.
If every soldier who ever stole a turkey had served nine months
in prison and been dishonorably discharged, and had that held
up against him for the remainder of his life, there would not
be many of them left to serve in the Army.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr, President——

Mr, BLACK. I yield.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
gelf, was he not?

Mr. BLACK. I was a soldier for about two years.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Did the Senator ever know of a
soldier who wounld not steal anything to eat when he was
hungry?

Mr. BLACK. If he did not, he would be a very unusual
soldier.

Mr, BRUCE. I have never had any coneception that stand-
ards of conduct in the Army were so low.

Mr. NEELY addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, To whom does the Senator
yield?

Mr. BLACK. I do not yield at all. This turkey matter has
been a subject of talk here on this floor, and we have talked
about it until one would think the man had committed bur-
glary and grand larceny and murder and robbery and every
other erime in the decalogue. As a matter of fact, I am opposed
to the committee amendment, although I am a member of the
committee. I do not believe that we should deprive this man,
after all these years, of anything that might be coming to him
in the way of pension or compensation. I think we ought to
go back and take up this bill. I think if we do not, we ought
to have some more discussion of it. Is it such an awful thing
for a soldier to steal a turkey that we have to hold up our
hands in holy horror for the remainder of his life—and
stealing a turkey from his own company? It was probably
just a question whether he would steal it or the company cook
would steal it. It was a furkey that belonged to his own com-
pany, and here we take the time of the Senate from time to
time and objeet and object to giving a man that which he
ought to have when he served between five and six years
honorably in the Army as a soldier, fought for this country,
risked his life, and now we hold up this price of a turkey and
say it is so great and that we have not time to pass on his
case, and that we will not give him that which he ought to have
after all these years have passed by.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland
is now speaking on Calendar No. 768, to regulate the practice
of the healing art in the District of Columbia.

Mr. BLACK. That is what I spoke on, Mr. President.

Mr, BRUCE. Mr. President, I want to say that the very
mild view that the Senator from Alabama takes of theft reminds
me of a thing that happened in my boyhood in southside,
Virginia. A colored man came back from church, and some-
body asked him what sort of a sermon had been delivered.
He said, A very good sermon, except a reference to chicken
stealing brought a sort of coolness over the meeting.” The
Senator seems to take the same lenient view of theft that the
old colored acquaintance of mine did.

Who is to be the judge of what constitutes crime on the part
of a soldier, pray? To what tribunal is that guestion left by
the law? It is left to the superior officers of the soldier.

In this case it was a court-martial, and that court-martial
determined that under all the circumstances of the case, many
of which, of course, can not well be brought to our attention,
that soldier had been guilty of a heinous offense, and the
sentence of the court-martial was that he should be imprisoned
for nine months and that he should be dishonorably discharged
from the Army. That was the result. No matter what effort
may be made to belittle the importance of this offense, that’
was the eonclusion reached by that court-martial in the deliber-
ate discharge of its duty.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator yield?

Mr. BRUCE. If the Senator is speaking on another bill, and
not speaking in my time——

The Senator was a soldier him-
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator must be speak-
ing in the time of the Senator from Maryland.

Mr. BRUCH. I am sorry, I can not yield.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland
declines to yield.

Mr. BRUCE. I am compelled to decline to yield.

Mr, SHORTRIDGE. 1 want to ask a question.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland
declines to yield.

Mr. BRUCE, There is no evidence, so far as I know, that the
soldier had ever been in action,

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I want to ask a question.

i']i‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator declines to
yield.

Mr. BRUCHE. There is no evidence that this soldier was a
scldier of exemplary character in any respect. It is fair to
infer that in all probability he had a very poor general reputa-
tion, because we can almost see that by reading between the
lines. But, be that as it may, the fact was that the court-
martial came to the conelusion that he had been guilty of theft,
and that he had been guilty of theft under circumstances suffi-
ciently heinous to justify them in sentencing him te prison for
nine months and having him discharged dishonorably from the
Army.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
from Maryland has expired.

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr, President, I am not going to take
much time. I merely desire to say:

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

Mr. STEPHENS. 1 yield.

Mr. SWANSON. I ask unanimous consent that next Thurs-
day, when we meet for the consideration of contested bills, the
first bill that shall be taken up promptly at 8 o'clock and dis-
posed of by 8.20, granting 10 minutes to each side, shall be this
turkey bill, [Laughter.] I ask unanimous consent for that
purpose.

Mr. BRATTON and Mr. JONES. I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. President, I am going to say just a
word or two.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Missis-
gippi yield to me?

Mr. STEPHENS.

Mr. CURTIS. We have a unanimous-consent agreement to
take up the calendar under Rule VIII Thursday night. When
this bill is reached that night, if there is objection, a motion
can be made to proceed to its consideration.

Mr. STEPHENS. Pardon me just'a moment, anyway.

Mr. CURTIS. 1 do hope that Senators will let us complete
the call of the ecalendar for unobjected bills to-night. If we
put in all our time discussing one or two bills there will be no
others passed. I think Senators ought to let the bill go over
because there is objection to it.

Mr. STEPHENS. I am going to say just a word or two.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missis-
sippi has the floor.

Mr. BRUCE. I object. If we are going to discuss the bill
under Rule VIII Thursday night, I object to discussing it now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missis-
sippi has the fioor in his own right and it can not be denied
him.

Mr, STEPHENS. Mr. President, before I say what I rose
to say, I desire to state in answer to the Senator from Kansas
that I have been here five years and I have never objected to
the consideration of any Senator’s bill. I have not occupied
much of the time of the Senate on private hills or other bills.

I rose to say, in answer to the Senator from Maryland [Mr,
Bruck], when he spoke of the character of that man, that if the
Senator weounld go down to the city of Vicksburg, where that
poor fellow, weak and feeble aud almost unable to walk the
streets of the city, now lives, he would find that the best peo-
ple of that community are the friends of this man.

He wounld find that Cromwell L. Barsley stands as high in
his own community as the Senator from Maryland does in his.
I rose, Mr. President, merely to repudiate the statement or the
charge or suggestion that this is a man of peor reputation, a
man of bad character. I hope we will discuss the matter fur-
ther at another time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over.

PRACTICE OF HEALING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will restate Order
of Business No. TGS,

The Cripr CrLeErk. A bill (8. 3936) to regulate the prac-
tice of the healing art to protect the public health in the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

Mr. DILL. Let the bill go over.

The time of the Senator

I yield.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, did I understand the Sen-
ator from Maryland [Mr. Brucg] to object to the bill?

Mr. BRUCE. I have no objection if the amendment is
adopted. So far as I know there is no objection to it.

Mr. DILL. I objected.

Mr. COPELAND. Will not the Senator let us consider it?

Mr. DILIL. Not to-night.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

BILLS FPABSED OVER

The bill (8. 1215) for the relief of Helen F. Griffin was
announced as next in order,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported from
the Commiftee on Claims adversely. Without objection the bill
will be indefinitely postponed.

The bill (8. 1552) for the relief of Thomas J. Roff was an-
nounced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Dbill was reported from
the Committee on Claims adversely. Without objection the bill
will be indefinitely posiponed.

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, I regret to state to the Chair
that I should like to have the bill (8. 1215) for the relief of
Helen F. Griffin remain on the calendar for further considera-
tion,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill
will remain on the calendar and will be passed over.

Mr. DENEEN. 1 make a similar request with respect to
the bill (8. 1552) for the relief of Thomas J. Roff.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill
will remain on the calendar and will be passed over.

The bill (8. 2001) to amend the national prohibition aet, as
amended and supplemented, was announced as next in order.

Mr. BRUCE. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over,

LIABILITY IN BREACHES OF FIDUCIARY OBLIGATIONS

The bill (H. R. 6844) concerning liability for participation
in breaches of fiduciary obligations and to make uniform the
law with reference thereto was considered as in Committee of
the Whole, and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the following provisions coneerning liability
for participation in breaches of fiduciary obligations, and to make
uniform the law with reference thereto, shall be in force in the District
of Columbia, namely :

“ 8perion 1. Definition of terms: (1) In this act unless the context
or subject matter otherwise requires:

“*Bank ' includes any person or assoclation of persons, whether incor-
porated or not, carrying on the business of banking.

¢ Piduciary ' includes a trustee under any trust, expressed, implied,
resulting or construective, executor, administrator, guardian, conservator,
curator, recelver, trustee in bankruptey, assignee for the benefit of cred-
itors, partner, agent, officer of a corporation, public or private, public .
officer, or any other person acting in a fiduciary capacity for any person,
trust, or estate.

“*Person ' includes a corporation, partnership, or other association,
or two or more persons having a joint or common interest.

“* Principal’ includes any person to whom a fiduciary as such owes
an ohligation.

*(2) A thing is done ‘in good faith' within the meaning of this act
when it is in fact done honestly, whether it be done negligently or not.

“Brc. 2. Application of payments made to fiduciaries: A person who
in good faith pays or transfers to a flduciary any money or other
property which the fiduciary as snch is aunthorized to receive, is not
responsible for the proper application thereof by the flduciary; and
any right or title acquired fromn the fidueiary in consideration of such
payment or transfer is not invalld in consequence of a misapplication
by the fiduciary.

“ 8re, 3. Registration of transfer of securities held by fiduciaries:
If a fiduciary in whose name are registered any shares of stock, bonds,
or other securities of any corporation, public or private, or company or
other association or of any trust, transfers the same, such corporation or
company or other association, or any of the managers of the trust, or
its or their transfer agent, is not bound to inquire whether the fidu-
ciary is committing a breach of his obligation as fiduelary in making the
transfer, or to see to the performance of the fiduciary obligation, apnd
is liable for registering such transfer only where registration of the
transfer is made with aetual knowledge that the fiduciary is commit-
ting a breach of his obligation as fiduciary in making the transfer, or
with knowledge of such facts that the nction in registering the transfer
amounts to bad faith.

“8Ec. 4. Transfer of negotiable instrument by fiduciary: If any
negotiable instroment payable or indorsed to a fiduciary as such is
indorsed by the fiduciary, or if any negotiable Instrument payable or
indorsed to his principal is indorsed by a fiduciary empowered to indorse
such instrument on behalf of his prineipal, the indorsee is not bolnd to
inquire whether the fduciary is committing a breach of his obligation
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as fiduciary in indorsing or delivering the instrument, and is not charge-
able with notice that the fiduciary is committing a breach of his obliga-
tion as fiduciary unless he takes the instrument with actual knowledge
of such breach or with knowledge of such facts that his action in taking
the instrument amonnts to bad faith. If, however, such instrument is
transferred by the fiduciary in payment of or as security for a personal
debt of the fiduciary to the actual knowledge of the creditor, or is
transferred in any transaction known by the transferee to be for the
personal benefit of the fiduciary, the creditor or other transferee is
liable to the principal if the fiduciary in fact commits a breach of his
obligation as fiduciary in trapsferring the instrument.

“8rc. 5. Check drawn by fidueiary payable to third person: If a
check or other bill of exchange is drawn by a fduciary as such, or in
the name of his principal by a fiduciary empowered to draw such
instrument in the name of his principal, the payee is not bound to
inguire whether the fiduciary is committing a breach of his obligation
as fiduciary in drawing or delivering the instrument, and is not charge-
able with notice that the fiduciary iz committing a breach of his obli-
gation as fiduciary unless he takes the instrument with actual knowl-
edge of such breach or with knowledge of such facts that his action in
taking the instrument amounts to bad faith. If, however, such instru-
ment is payable to a personal creditor of the fiduciary and delivered to
the creditor in payment of or as security for a personal debt.of the
fiduciary to the actpal knowledge of the creditor, or is drawn and
delivered in any transaction known by the payee to be for the personal
benefit of the fiduclary, the ereditor or other payee is lable to the
principal if the fiduciary in fact commits a breach of his obligation as
fiduciary in drawing or delivering the instrument,

“ 8ge, 6. Check drawn by and payable to fiduciary: If a check or
other bill of exchange is drawn by a fiduciary as such or in the name
of his principal by a fiduciary empowered to draw such instrument in
the name of his prineipal, payable to the fiduciary personally, or pay-
able to a third person and by him transferred to the fiduciary, and
is thereafter transferred by the fiduelary, whether in payment of a
personal debt of the flduciary or otherwise, the transferee is not
bound to inguire whether the fiduciary i8 committing a breach of
his obligation as fiduclary in transferring the instrument, and is not
chargeable with notice that the fiduciary is committing a breach of his
obligation as fiduciary unless he takes the instrument with actual
knowledge of such breach or with knowledge of such facts that his
action in taking the instrument amounts fo bad faith.

“ gge, 7. Deposit in name of fiduciary as such: If a deposit is made
in a bank to the credit of a fiduciary as such, the bank is authorized
io pay the amount of the deposit or any part thereof upon the check
of the fiduciary, signed with the name in which such deposit is en-
tered, without being liable to the principal, unless the bank pays the
check with actual knowledge that the fiduciary is committing a breach
of his obligation as fiduciary in drawing the check or with knowledge
of such facts that its action in paying the check amounts to bad faith.
If, however, such a check is payable to the drawee bank and is de-
livered to it in payment of or as security for a personal debt of the
fiduciary to it, the bank is liable to the prineipal if the fiduciary in
fact commits a breach of his obligation as fiduciary in drawing or
delivering the check.

“ 8ec, 8. Deposit in name of prinecipal: If a check is drawn upon
the account of his principal in a bank by a fiduciary who is empowered
to draw checks upon his principal's aceount, the bank is authorized
to pay such check without being liable to the principal, unless the
bank pays the check with actnal knowledge that the fiduciary is
committing a breach of his obligation as fiduciary in drawing such
check, or with konowledge of such facts that its action in paying the
cheek amounts to bad faith. If, hewever, such a check is payable
to the drawee bank and is delivered to it in payment of or as slecurify
for a personal debt of the fiduciary to it, the bank is liable to the
prineipal if the fiduciary in fact commits a breach of his obligation
as fduclary in drawing or delivering the check.

“8gc, 9. Deposit in fiduciary’s personal account: If a fduciary
makes a deposit in a bank to his personal credit of checks drawn by
hinr upon an account in his own name as fiduciary, or of checks pay-
able to him as fidueiary, or of checks drawn by him upon an sceount
in the name of his principal if he is empowered to draw checks thereon,
or of checks payable to his principal and indorsed by him, if he is
empowered to indorse such checks, or if he otherwise makes a deposit
of funds held by bhim as fiduciary, the bank receiving such deposit is
not bound to inquire whether the fiduciary is committing thereby a
breach of his obligation as fiduciary; and the bank is authorized to
pay the amount of the deposit or any part thereof upon the personal
check of the fidueinry without being liable to the prineipal, unless the
bank receives the deposit or pays the check with actual knowledge that
the fiduciary ig committing a breach of his obligation as fiduciary in
making such deposit or in drawing such check, or with knowledge of
such facts that its sction in receiving the deposit or paying the check
amouniz to bad faith,

“ 8pe. 10, Deposit in names of two or more trustees: When a deposit
is made in a bank in the namre of two or more persons as trustees
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and a check is drawn upon the trust account by any trustee or trustees
authorized by the other trustee or trustees to draw checks upon the
trust account, neither the payee nor other holder nor the bank is bound
to inquire whether it is & breach of trust to authorize such trustee or
trustees to draw checks upon the trust account, and is not liable unless
the circumstances be such that the action of the payee or other holder
or the bank amounts to bad faith.

“Hrc, 11. Act not retroactive: The provisions of this act shall not
apply to transactions taking place prior to the time when it takes effect.

“Bec. 12. Cases not provided for in act: In any case not provided
for, in this act the rules of law and equity, including the law merchant
and those rules of law and equity relating to trusts, agency, negotiable
instruments, and banking, shall continue to apply.

“8ec. 13. Uniformity of interpretation: This act shall be so inter-
preted and construed as to effectuate its general purpose to make uni-
fornr the law of those States which enact it.

“ Segc, 14, Short title: This act may be cited as the uniform fidu-
ciaries act. )

“ 8gc. 15. Inconsistent laws repealed: All aets or parts of acts in-
consistent with this act are hereby repealed.

“BEc. 16. Time of taking effect: This act shall take effect upon the
date of its passage.”

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

PAYMENT OF BANK DEPOSITS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (H, R. 6856) relating to the payment or delivery by
banks or other persons or institutions in the Distriet of Colum-
bia of deposits of money and property held in the names of two
or more persons, and for other purposes, was considered as in
Committee of the Whole, and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That when a deposit shall have been made or
shall hereafter be made in, or any collection item shall have been
placed or shall hereafter be placed with, any bank, trust company,
savings bank, building association, or other banking institution in-
cluding national banks, transacting business in the District of Columbia,
or when any shares of stock shall have been issued or shall hereafter
be issued by any building association, transacting business in the
District of Columbia, in the names of two or more persons, ineluding
husband and wife, payable to either, or payable to either or the survivor
or' survivors, such deposit, or in any part thereof, or any interest or
dividend thereon, and such ecollection item or its proceeds, or any
interest or dividend thereon, or such shares of stock Issued by a
building association or any interest or dividend thereon, may be paid
or delivered to either of said persons whether the other or others be
living or not: and the receipt or acquittance of the person to whom
such payment or delivery is made shall be a valid, sufficient, and com-.
plete release and discharge of the bank, trust company, savings bank,
building association, or other banking institution, including national
banks, for any payment or delivery so made.

Sec. 2. That when a safety deposit box or vault shall have been
hired or shall hereafter be hired from any bank, trust company, sav-
ings bank, building assocliation, or other banking institution, imcluding
national banks, or any other corporation, transacting business in the
Distriet of Columbia, in the names of two or more persons, including
husband and wife, with the right of access being given to either,
or with access to either or the survivor or survivors of said persons,
or property Is held for safe-keeping by any such bank, trust company,
savings bank, building assoclation or other corporation or banking
institution, including national banks, for two or more persons, inciuding
husband and wife, with the right of delivery being given to elther,
or with the right of delivery to either or the survivor or survivors of
gaid persons, any one or more of such persons, whether the other or
others be living or not, shall have the right of access to such safety
deposit box or vault and to remove the contents thereof, or any part
of such contents, or to have delivered to him or them, the property
g0 held for safe-keeping, or any part thereof, and in case of such
removal or delivery the said bank, trust company, savings bank, build-
ing association, or other corporation or banking inmstitution, ineluding
national banks, shall be exempt from any liability for permitting such
access or removal or for the delivery to such person or persons.

Sec. 3. Whenever a writ of attachment shall be served on any bank,
trust company, savings bank, or other banking institution, including
national banks, or on any other corporation, association, or person as
garnishee, and such garnishee holds a credit or property for two or
more persons, including the person whose credit or property is sought
to be attached, or holds a credit or property for any person as agent or
trustee or in any other representative capacity without designation of
the principal or beneficiary, such eredit or property shall not be sub-
ject to withdrawal by any person, but shall be held by the garnishee
until the attachment shall have been dismissed or otherwise disposed
of by the court. If the credit or property iIs condemned, payment or
delivery thereof as ordered by the court shall be a complete discharge
of the garnished from all liability to any person in respect of said
credit or property. The provisions of this section shall not be com-
strued to apply to a credit or property of a partnership.
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BURVEY FOR NICARAGUAN CANAL

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 117) authorizing an inves-
tigation and survey for a Nicaraguan canal was announced as
next in order,

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
passed over.

Mr. EDGH. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold his
objection just a moment? I want to make a brief statement.

Mr. KING. I am familiar with it, and I am opposed to the
proposition entirely.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Regular order!

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de-
manded.

Mr. EDGE. I still think the Senator should be courteous
enough to allow me to make a statement,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New
Jersey is speaking on the next bill, Calendar 791, Senate bill
2097, the regular order having been demanded.

Mr. EDGE. I am not averse to speaking on it if I am allowed
to make the statement which I would like to make.

Calendar 785, Senate Joint Resolution 117, is a joint resolu-
tion which, in my judgment, is very important and should be
disposed of at this session. It does not commit the Govern-
ment to any constructive engineering work in the slightest
degree. It simply provides for the accumulation of informa-
tion which must necessarily be accumulated either this year or
next year or some cther year before we can consider what
ig definitely known to be a proposition we must consider, to
wit, the enlargement of the Panama Canal or the building of
another canal.

Just why any Member of the Senate or Congress would
object to securing the information, which is absolutely essential,
iz beyond my understanding. We are not committing ourselves
to the building of any canal. We are simply endeavoring to
find out what is necessary from an engineering standpoint if we
meet the commercial obligation which the enlarged business of
the Panama Canal suggests we must meet.

It is information that sooner or later we must procure. Just
why we should not permit the engineering board of the War
Department to attempt to bring down to date a survey which
was made some 25 years ago, and give us the information neces-
sary to decide as business men whether we will enlarge the
Panama Canal or whether we will build another canal, I re-
peat, is beyond my understanding. p

I can not understand why we should be denied that informa-
tion. We must get it and ean get it in only one way, and that
is to investigate. We do not commit ourselves to a single
constructive act. We simply say to the War Department, * Use
vour Corps of IEngineers, investigate the Panama Canal, investi-
gate the possibility of a Niearaguan canal for which we have
spent $3,000,000 to have the privilege of using if we want it,
and report back to Congress whether either of them is advis-
able from a professional engineering standpoint.” That is all
the resolution provides. I can not understand why Congress
would not want to get the information. We can not get it in
any other possible manner.

I wish to announce that on Thursday night I shall move to
bring this measure before the Senate for consideration.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator
from New Jersey a question?

Mr. EDGE. Certainly.

Mr. McKELLAR. 1 will not be here Thursday night. I am
leaving the city to-night. As I understand it, the Senator is
willing to present my amendments and accept them so far as
he can.

Mr. EDGE. I am entirely prepared to accept the amend-
ments which have been presented by the Senator from Tennes-
see, which add to the resolution the authority that the Presi-
dent may negotiate with the countries of Costa Rica, Honduras,
and Salvador in order to provide, if necessary, for certain
private rights in order that if Congress decides to build a
ecanal it can be done, and if Congress desires to do it we will
then be in possession of the necessary information.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator
from New Jersey has expired.

The bill (8. 2097) to provide for the protection of municipal
watersheds within the national forests was announced as next
in order.

Mr. KING.

The joint resolution will be

TLet the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.
Mr. BLAINE. Mr., President, I desire to ask the Senator
from New Jersey a question.
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Mr. EDGE. I shall be glad to answer if T may be permitted
to do so.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
tor from Wisconsin,

Mr. BLAINE. I shall ask the question, and then grant the
Senater from New Jersey the balance of my time in which to
answer.

Mr. EDGE. I thank the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. BLAINE. How many additional marines will it be neces-
sary to send to Nicaragua to protect the Americans who go
down there to make the survey?

Mr. EDGE. I am very glad to have the three and one-half
minutes to answer that question, if I may be permitted to do
so without being called to order.

In my judgment, if the Government of the United States takes
advantage of the Bryan-Chamorro treaty, for which we pnaid
$3,000,000 in order to have a right of way across Nicaragua,
and proceed in a businesslike way to get the information neces-
sary, to ascertain whether the construction of a canal is feasi-
ble, is practical, or is advisable, it will be a type of diplomacy
that perhaps will result very similarly to the type of diplomacy
resulting when we constructed or completed the construetion
of the Panama Canal.

We have not had any difficulty with Colombia or I’anama
since we started and completed the Panama Canal. We seem
to have a community of understanding and interest with Colom-
bia and Panama. If we consider the construction, which is
all the resolution contemplates, or the possibility of building a
Niearaguan canal, with Costa Riea, Honduras, and Salvador
all interested in it and all interested in having it done, in my
judgment, we will find a type of common sense and practical
diplomacy which will solve a great many of our political prob-
lems that we have been worrying about a great deal here in the
last few weeks.

Mr. BLAINE. I desire to ask the Senator from New Jersey
to give me back, out of the time which I gave him, sufficient time
to ask him another question,

Mr. EDGE. I am glad to do so.

Mr. BLAINE. 1 assume the statement the Senator has just
made is correct, that if the proper kind of diplomacy were
employed in Nicaragua there would be no necessity for sending
marines,

Mr. EDGE. I am not discussing the marines. I am discuss-
ing a practical, common sense, commercial proposition. We will
find the gituation in a very few years to be that the Panama
Canal will not take care of our commeree and traffic. We must
either increase the facilities of the Panama Canal or build
another eanal, which in ordinary common sense is g pretty good
thing to do anyway.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of the Senator
from Wisconsin has expired.

Mr. EDGE. I would like to have another Senator give me a
moment. Will the Senator from Tennessee ask me a question
and give me a moment?

Mr. SWANSON, I object. I demand the regular order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de-
manded. The clerk will state the next bill on the calendar.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 3458) to create the reserve division of the War
Department, and for other purposes, was announced as next
in order,

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, the objections
that have been made to the biH come from the inclusion of the
reserve officers’ training corps and citizens' military training
eamps.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the bill go over,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8, 1624) to authorize the payment of additional com-
pensation to the assistants to the engineer commissioner of the
District of Columbia was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1625) to fix the salaries of the members of the
Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia was
announced as next in order.

Mr., KING. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 1945) to amend the act entitled “An act to pro-
vide that the United States shall aid the States in the construc-
tion of rural post roads, and for other purposes, approved July
11, 1916, and for other purposes,” was announced as next in
order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

It is in the time of the Sena-
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The bill (8. 3554) to authorize the Public Health Service and
the National Academy of Sciences to investigate the means and
methods for affffording Federal aid in discovering a cure for
eancer, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] asked me
to request that the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

UPPER MISSISSIPPI GAME REFUGE

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 200) to amend section 10 of
the act entitled “An act to establish the upper Mississippi River
wild life and fish refuge,” approved June 7, 1924, was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. BLAINE, Mr, President, I desire to offer an amend-
ment. I will ask that the amendment be read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be
reported.

The CHrer CrLErg. Amend by adding a new paragraph on
page 2, after line 3, as follows:

Provided, however, That the Secretary of Agriculture shall not grant
any exclusive privilege to any person for the trapping or taking of fur-
bearing animals on dny of the land purchased hereunder, nor shall he
grant any privilege of trapping or taking of fur-bearing animals until
tie person to whom such privilege is granted shall first have complied
with the laws relating to trapping of the State wherein the land is
situated.

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not
press the amendment, not that there is anything wrong with
it. I have had a letter from the Agricultural Department, to
whom the amendment was referred, in which they state it is
in line with their policy, But I am hopeful the amendment will
not be agreed to, because the bill has to go back to the House,
and I do not think they will take it in any other form than
that in which they sent it here. 1 have not the letter with me;
but if the Senator will withdraw the amendment, I will have
the letter printed in the ReEcorp to-morrow.

Mr., BLAINE. I understand the Senator from South Dakota
to say that the Department of Agriculture states in the letter
to which he refers that the department has no objection to the
policy proposed by the amendment, and that in the future
the department will adhere to the policy proposéd by the amend-
ment, but that the department fears that if the amendment is
pressed at this time and adopted, the Senate amendment going
to the House for concurrence might defeat the legislation, and
that it becomes important to them to have the additional right,
as conferred by the measure under consideration, in order to in-
crease the acreage of the Mississippi River wild life and fish
refuges. 1 appreciate that such a letter has not the effeet of
law, but I assume and believe the department will in good faith
hereafter refrain from issuing special privileges to special in-
dividuals, If the Senator will insert the letter in the Recorp,
1 wish it might be placed immediately following the discussion
on the amendment which I have offered, so that there will be
a continuity as to the bill, the amendment, and my remarks
for future reference. Under those circumstances I shall be glad
to comply with the request of the Senator from South Dakota.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Wisconsin
withdraws his amendment, and without objection the joint reso-
lution will be placed on its passage.

The joint resolution was considered as in Committee of the
Whole, and was read, as fellows:

Resolred, ete., That section 10 of the act entitled “An act to
establish the upper Mississippi River wild life and fish refuge,” approved
June 7, 1924 (43 Stat. L. 650), as amended by joint resolution of
March 4, 1925 (43 Stat. L. 1354), be, and the same is hereby, amended
by substituting in lien of the proviso therein contained the following:
Provided, That the Secretary of Agriculture shall not pay for any land
or land and water a price which shall exceed an average cost of $10
per acre: Provided further, That this provision shall not apply to any
land or land and water heretofore acquired or contracted for under the
provisions of this act.”

Mr. NORBECK. I ask to have printed in the Recorp a letter
from Seeretary Jardine in suppori of the joint resolution.

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed
in the Recorn, as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
Washington, D, 0., May 7, 1928,
Hon. PETER NORBECK,
United States Senate,

DpAR SENATOR: Reference is made to your letter of May 4, trans-
mitting copy of Senator BLANE'S proposed amendment to H. J, Res, 200,
amending section 10 of the act entitled “An act to establish the upper
Mississippl River wild life and fish refuge,” approved June 7, 1924.
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Senator Bramne's amendment, proposed as a new paragraph, page 2,
after line 3, is understood to read as follows :

“ Provided, however, That the Secretary of Agriculture shall not
grant any excluslve privilege to any person for the trapping or taking
of fur-bearing animals on any of the land purchased hereunder, nor
shall he grant any privilege of trapping or taking of fur-bearing ani-
mals until the person to whom such privilege is granted shall first have
complied with the laws relating to trapping of the State wherein the
land Is situated.”

We have no objection to this amendment in itself, as it contains noth-
ing whatever that counters with what will be our poliey in the adminis-
tration of the upper Mississippi River wild life and fish refuge, but
would appreciate it if the Senator would not press his amendment, as
it would mean that the resolution would have to be referred back to
the House and there might be some delay that would prevent favorable
action on the resolution so near the end of the session, and it is
extremely urgent that this resolution be approved by the Congress in
order to enable us to proceed advantageously with our land-acquisition
program, -

You are, I think, already familiar with the reasons why it is so
urgent that the average price limit be raised from $3 to $10 per acre.
We have now reached the point in our purchase work where, unless the
ayerage limit is raised, our purchase work must practically come to an
end, as the most of the lands within the lower-priced ranges have been
purchased or are under purchase agreement,

Sincerely,
W. M. Jarpixg, Secrefary,

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

LATIN-AMERICAN HIGHWAY MATTERS

The bill (8. 1718) to authorize the President to detail engi-
neers of the Bureau of I'ublic Roads of the Department of
Agriculture to assist the governments of the Latin-American
Republics in highway matters, was announced as next in order,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would like to have an expluna-
tion of the bill

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Prirps]
asked me to request that the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

J. C. PEIXOTTO

The bill (8. 1433) for the relief of J. C. Peixotto was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacted, ®tc., That the United States Employees’ Compensation
Commission shall be, and it is hereby, authorized and directed to waive
the statute of limitations in the application filed by J. C. Peixotto, a
former employee in the medical and utilities division of the War
Department at Fort McPherson, Ga., the provision of an act entitled
“An act to provide compensation for employees of the United States
suffering injuries while in the performance of their duties, and for
other purposes,” approved September 7, 1918, in order that be may
receive the same consideration as though he had applied within the
specified time required by law.

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

MARKETING OF PERISHABLE AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS

The bill (8.1294) to suppress unfair and fraudulent practices
in the marketing of perishable agricultural commodities in
interstate and foreign commerce was announced as next in
order.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I am sorry to object to
this bill, I will say to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BorAmu],
but a number of my constituents arve not in sympathy with the
bill and I want to find out what is the ground of their objection.
I do not intend to be disagreeable about it and keep it forever
from being considered, but I would like to have it go over until
I ean do that.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I simply desire fo say that the
amendments which have been proposed by those who are not
favorable to the bill as it stands are now in process of being
agreed upon and I presume we will make time by permitting
the bill to go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 1762) granting consent to the city and county
of San Francisco, State of California, its successors and assigns,
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Bay of
San Francisco from Rincon Hill to a peoint near the South
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Mole of 8an Antonio Estuary, in the county of Alameda, in said
State, was announced as next in order,

Mr. ODDIE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 391) to regulate the use of the Capitol Build-
ing and Grounds was announced as next in order,

Mr. DILL. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

LAKE CHAMPLAIN BRIDGE

The bill (H. R. 10643) authorizing the Gulf Coast Properties
(Ine.), its successors and assigns, to construet, maintain, and
operate a bridge across Lake Champlain at or near Rouses
Point, N. Y., was announced as next in order.

Mr. DALE. Mr. President, I should like to call the atten-
tion of the Senator from New York to this bill. There are some
matters connected with it that were under consideration.

Mr, WAGNER. Mr. President, is this the so-called bridge
bill?

Mr. DALE. Yes.

Mr. WAGNER. I am gunite content to be recorded in the
negative, withont offering any further opposition.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to
consider the bill.

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

PENSIONS AND INCREASBE OF PENSIONS

The bill (H. R. 10159) granting pensions and increase of pen-
sions to widows and former widows of certain soldiers, sailors,
and marines of the Civil War, and for other purposes, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pensions
with amendments,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator from
South Dakota whether this is a House bill or a Senate bill?

Mr. NORBECK. This is the House bill. It passed the House
carrying a rate of $40 a month, made no change in the marriage
date, but limited it to those who had reached the age of 75
years.

Mr. KING. Very well

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., The amendmenis proposed
by the committee will be stated.

The first amendment of the Committee on Iensions was, on
page 2, line 1, before the word “ years,” to strike out “ 75" and
insert “72."

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 5, after the words
“rate of,” to strike out “ $40” and insert * $50.”

Mr. NORBECK. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah and
I have an agreement that the rate of $50 will be cut to $40, to
conform to the House bill. I therefore suggest that that amend-
ment be rejected.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendments were, on page 2, line 12, before the
word “ month,” to strike out “ next,” and in the same line, after
the word *“month,” to insert “ next.”

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr, JONES. Mr. President, may I ask the Senater a ques-
tion? Did the committee give consideration to the proposal to
change the marriage date?

Mr. NORBECK. Yes. I will say that the present marriage
date is approximately 40 years after the close of the war. For
20 years or 23 years the question of changing the date has
been before the committee regularly; and every committee, as
far as 1 know, has held consistently to the idea that it should
not be changed. There are bills introduced at every session
to bring it up to date. It has been contended by some that a
woman who married a soldier 60 years after the war ended
should be given a pension of $50 a month; but the committee
does not agree to that.

Mr. JONES. That is not the contention generally. Of
course, these widows might desire a pension of $£50 a month,
but there are mighty few of them who get it under the law as
it is now. It is contended by many, however, that those who
marry a soldier who may be 75 or 80 years of age—that
happens sometimes, and I think very properly—to take ecare of
him, to look after him, are entitled to some consideration. I
wanted to find out whether or not the committee had given
that proposition careful consideration, and had come to the
conclusion not to make the change.

Mr. NORBECK. I think the committee was unanimous

against those changes.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator a question. The senior Senator from TUtah [Mr.
Smoor] stated on the floor of the SBenate the other day that

the widow of one of the Presidents of the United States was
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not paid any pension because she married him after he was
President of the United States. Are we paying pensions to

| widows of soldiers who married these soldiers after the war?

Mr. NORBECEK. Yes; but we are holding down the limit.

Mr. BLEASE. Then I object to the bill, Mr. President.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. NORBECK, I desire to give notice of my intention to
move to take up this bill on Thursday evening.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (S.2475) to create a prosperity reserve and to
stabilize industry and employment by the expansion of publie
works during periods of unemployment and industrial depres-
sion was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. BMr. President, that bill will take some time.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3845) to prohibit predictions with respect to
cotton or grain prices in any report, bulletin, or other publica-
tion issued by any department or other establishment in the
executive branch of the Government, was announced as next
in order.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 11074) to promote the agriculture of the
United States by expanding in the foreign field the service now
rendered by the United States Department of Agriculture in
acquiring and diffusing useful information regarding agricul-
ture, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

EMPLOYMENT OF MINORS WITHIN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (H. R. 6685) to regulate the employment of minors
within the Distriet of Columbia was announced as next in order.

Mr. FLETCHER. Let that go over.

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, was objection raised to House
bill 66857

Mr. KING. Yes; the Senator from Florida [Mr. FLErcHER]
objected.

Mr. CAPPER. I wish the Senator would withhold his objec-
tion until I can state, just in a minute or two, that there is no
measure on this calendar affecting the District of Columbia for
which there is more universal support than this measure, known
as the child labor bill. Every civie organization in the city, the
District Commissioners, the Board of Public Welfare, the Board
of Education, the Central Labor Union, all the commercial and
trade organizations in the city, were represented at the hearing
before the Committee on the District of Columbia, and urged the
passage of this measure,

The present child labor law is much below the standards of
all the States. It was passed over 20 years ago. In that time
there have been very great changes in the child-labor legisla-
tion of the country, and the District of Columbia is out of line
with the progressive legislation of all the States.

I hope, therefore, that the Senator who offered the objection
will withdraw it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Florida maintain his objection?

Mr. FLETCHER. I do, Mr. President,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

Mr. FLETCHER. I should like an opportunity to look into
the bill. My understanding was that we had a very good child
labor law in the District of Columbia.

Mr. CAPPER. We have not, Mr. President.

Mr. McNARY. I call for the regumlar order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is de
manded. The Secretary will state the next bill on the calendar.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 814) to rearrange and reconstruct the Senate
wing of the Capitol was announced as next in order,

Mr. COPELAND. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3089) to increase the efficiency of the Military
Establishment, and for other purposes, was announced as next
in order.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

WILLIAM H. CHAMBLISS

The bill (8. 2274) for the relief of William H. Chambliss was
annovnced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, will not the Senator withhold
his objection for a moment?

Mr. KING. I will withhold it.

Mr. EDGE. This is the first time this bill has been reached.
The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Brack] is the chairman of
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the subcommittee of the Claims Committee which considered it.
The bill is simply proposing a compromise settlement for a
captain in the merchant marine who unguestionably, and with-
out any voice raised against his claim, is entitled to payment
for having been held up by the Shipping Board for 10 or 12
years with his license to act as a master or captain, and not
being permitted to take out a ship. Having accumulated back
salary, as I recall, in the neighborhood of $30,000 or $40,000,
after careful review and investigation of the circumstances, the
committee made a unanimous report to pay him $10,000.

I should be very glad if the Senator from Alabama, who has
given a great deal of time to this matter as the chairman of
the subeommittee, would give any further explanation that the
Senator from Utah might desire.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I have read the report very care-
fully. There are probably some appealing reasons for some
relief.” There is a contradiction of testimony. A full examina-
tion was made by the Shipping Board after this beneficiary
refurned to the United States, and they supported the view that
he was properly refused permission to return with his ship.

Conecede for the moment that he was improperly discharged.
He was discharged ; and there is no reason why he should have
remained inactive all these years upon the theory that he was
still in the employ of the Government.

1 shall be perfeetly willing, when we can have some little
time, to discuss the bill. We have not time now.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the
bill will be passed over,

RILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 4174) to establish a woman's burean in the
Metropolitan police department of the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold
his objection just a moment? Can we take up this bill at some
other time when we can discuss the matter? What is the
attitude of the Senator about it?

Mr. KING. Undoubtedly, before we adjourn, it will be
taken up.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

PUBLIC LANDS IN ARKANSAS

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 114) duthorizing assess-
ments by levee, drainage, and road districts upon unreserved
public lands in the St. Francis levee district, State of Arkansas,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read,
as follows:

Whereas in the improvement by reclamation and otherwise of swamp
lands in the State of Arkansas by the Bt. Francis levee district and by
drainage and road districts, great benefits have accrued to lands now
owned, or formerly owned, by the United States; and

Whereas under the laws of Arkansas, improvements by all such dis-
tricts are paid for from the proceeds of special assessments levied on the
basis of the benefits accruing to the lands affected, and it has been the
practice of the various districts to levy such special assessments upon
entered public lands of the United States and to collect such assessments
from each entryman when he becomes entitled to n final certificate for
the lands; and

Whereas this long-established and equitable practice has been chal-
lenged by litigation, and decisions have been rendered invalidating all
assessments for benefits accruing to public lands before issuance of final
certificate therefor, for the reason that the United States had not
given its consent to such assessments upon its lands; and

Whereas the result of the inability of the districts to collect such
asscssments is to confer the benefit upon owners who have made no
compensation therefor, and to place a correspondingly greater burden
opon the owners of lands who have paid the assessments, thus unjustly
compelling the latter to bear the expense of Improving the public lands
for the benefit of those who later receive them from the United States:
Therefore be it

Resolved, ete., That all unentered, unreserved public lands, and all
entered lands for which no final certificates have been issued, within
the boundaries of the St. Francis levee district, State of Arkansas, shall
after the approval of this act be subject to inclusion in and assessments
by the 8t. Francis levee district and dralnage and road districts, such
assessments to be made, and to be enforced as a lien, in the same
manner as provided in the case of drainage assessments and enforcement
of liens therefor by drainage districts upon certain public lands, in the
act entitled “An act avthorizing loeal drainage districts to drain certain
public lands In the State of Arkansas, counties of Mississippi and Poin-
sett, and subjecting said lands to taxation,” approved January 17,
1920,

S8kc. 2. The United States consents to any assessments made prior
to the approval of this act by the St. Francis levee district and drain-
age and road distriets, upon any unreserved publiec lands within- the
boundaries of the St. Francis levee district (whether or not entered at
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the time the assessment was made and whether or not final certificatea
or patents therefor had been issued prior to the approval of this act),
if such assessments were made in conformity with the constitution and
laws of the State of Arkansas as in force at the time. In the case of
lands still beneficially owned by the United States, such assessments
shall constitute a lien upon such lands, to be enforced in the same
manner as liens for assessments authorized by section 1.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

CLARENCE CLEGHORN

The bill (H. R. 5981) for the relief of Clarence Cleghorn was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

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

LOUISE M. CAMBOURT

The bill (8. 363) for the relief of Louise M. Cambouri was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims
with amendments.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I see that this claim was allowed
by the Accounting Office. Was a further examination made,
and the validity of the claim established?

Mr. HOWELL. It was; and the Comptroller General ad-
vises that the bill should be paid.

Mr. KING. I have no objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
committee will be stated.

The amendments were, on page 1, line 5, after the words
“sum of,"” to insert “$251.26," and at the top of page 2 to
insert a new section, as follows:

SEc. 2. That no part of the amount appropriated in this bill in
excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received
by any agent or agents, attoruey or attorneys on account of services
rendered or advances made in connection with said claim. Any person
or persons violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction, shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000,

So as to make the bill read :

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized
and directed to pay to Lounise M, Cambouri, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $251.26, in full satis-
faction of all claims against the United Btates on account of services
rendered in the translation and verification of letters and documonts
for the United States Veterans' Bureau, prior to the cancellation of a
contract dated May 13, 1928, claim for payment having been disallowed
by the General Accounting Office on April 20, 1927, -

SEc. 2. That no part of the amount appropriated in this bill in
excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received
by any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys on account of services
rendered or advances made in connection with sald claim. Any person
or persons violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and, upon conviction, shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

The amendments were agreed to.

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

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

BILL PASSED OVER

The amendments of the

The bill (8. 1749) providing for the development of hydro-
electric energy at Great Falls for the benefit of the United
States Government and the District of Columbia was announced
as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Let this bill be passed over.

EDWARD I, GALLAGHER, ADMINISTRATOR

The bill (8. 456) to carry out the findings of the Court of
Claims in the case of Edward I. Gallagher, of New York, admin-
istrator of the estate of Charles Gallagher, deceased, was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows:

Be it enaected, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay,out of any money in the Treas-
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Edward I. Gallagher, administrator
of the estate of Charles Gallagher, deceased, of New York, the sum of
$23,887.03, being the amount found due by the Court of Claims for loss
and destruction of his schooner Nimrod and cargo, during the Civil War
while he was under military orders, within military lines, and exec:iting
military commands, as reported to Congress in Senate Document No,
06, Fifty-eighth Congress, third session, Congressional Report No, 101303,
| filed in the Senate December 5, 1004,
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

EDWARD A. BLAIR

The bill (8. 1633) for the relief of Edward A. Blair was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows:

Be it enacled, etc., That the President is authorized to appoint
Edward A. Blair a second lieatenant of the United States Marine Corps
and to retire him and place him upon the retired list of the Marine
Corps with the retired pay and emoluments of that grade.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

Mr. KING subsequently said: Mr. President, what became of
Senate bill 16337

The PRESIDENT pro fempore, It was passed.

Mr. KING. 1 ask unanimous consent to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed, and have it put back on the cal-
endar. I want to look info it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and the vote is reconsidered. The bill will be
passed over.

AMENDMENT TO COPYRIGHT LAW

The bill (H. R. 6104) to amend sections 57 and 61 of the act
entitled “An act to amend and consolidate the acts respecting
copyright,” approved March 4, 1909, was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Patents
with an amendment, on page 2, line 16, after the word * regu-
lations,” to insert “as,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That sections 57 and 61 of the act entitled “An
act to amend and consolidate the acts respecting copyright,” approved
March 4, 1909 (sec. 57 and sec. 61, title 17, U, 8. C.), be, and the
same are hereby, amended so as to read as follows:

“ Sec. 57. That the said printed current catalogues as they are issued
ghall be promptly distributed by the copyright office to the collectors of
customs of the United States and to the postmasters of all exchange
offices of receipt of foreign mails, in accordance with revised lists of
such collectors of customs and postmasters prepared by the Secretary
of the Treasury and the Postmaster General, and they shall also be
furnished in whole or in part to all parties desiring them at a price
to be determined by the register of copyrights for each part of the
catalogue, not exceeding $10 for the complete yearly catalogue of copy-
right entries. The consolidated catalogues and indexes shall also be
supplied to all persons ordering them at such prices as may be deter-
mined to be reasonable, and all subseriptions for the catalogues shall
be received by the Superintendent of Public Documents, who sghall for-
ward the said publications; and the moneys thus received shall be paid
into the Treasury of the United States and accounted for under such
laws and Treasury regulations as shall be In foree at the time.

“8gpe, 61, That the register of copyrights ghall receive, and the per-
sons to whom the gervices designated are rendered shall pay, the
following fees: For the registration of any work subject to copyright,
deposited under the provisions of this act, $2, which sum is to include
a certificate of registration under seal: Provided, That in the case of
any unpublished work registered under the provisions of section 11, the
fee for registration with certificate shall be $1, and in the case of a
published photograph the fee shall be $1 where a certificate is not
desired. For every additional certificate of registration made, $1. For
recording and eertifying any instrument of writing for the assignment
of copyright, or any such license specified in section 1, subsection (e), or
for any copy of such assignment or license, duly certified, $2 for each
copyright office record-book page or additional fraction thereof over one-
half page. For recording the notice of user or acguiescence specified
in section 1, subsection (e), $1 for each notice of not more than five
titles. For comparing any copy of an assignment with the record of
such document in the copyright office and certifying the same under
seal, $2. For recording the renewal of copyright provided for in see-
tions 23 and 24, $1. For recording the transfer of the proprietorship
of copyrighted articles, 10 cents for each title of a book or other article,
in addition to the fee prescribed for recording the instrument of assign-
ment. For any reguested search of copyright office records, indexes, or
deposits, $1 for each hour of time consumed in making such search:
Provided, That only one registration at one fee shall be required in
the case of several volumes of the same book deposited at the same
time."”

Sgc, 2. This act shall go into effect on July 1, 1928,

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.
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BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 3874) authorizing appropriations of funds for
construction of a highway from Red Lodge, Mont., to the
boundary of the Yellowstone National Park near Cooke City,
Mont., was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Let that go over. X

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

APPOINTMENT OF MIDSHIPMEN BY VICE PRESIDENT

The bill (8. 2802) to provide for the appointment of five
midshipmen each year at large by the Viece President of the
United States was considered as in Committee of the Whaole,

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Naval
Affairs, with amendments.

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 5, after the word
“law,” to strike out “five.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. KING. Mpyr. President, I desire to ask the chairman of
the Naval Affairs Committee if it is deemed necessary, in view
of the recent bill passed authorizing further appointmenis of
cadets at Annapolis, to provide for further appointments.

Mr. HALE. I do not think it is exactly necessary, Mr. Presi-
dent; but the committee felt that the Vice President, who has
the right to appoint cadets to West Point, should have the same
right at the Naval Academy. We have simply given him the
same right that any Senator would have.

Mr. KING. The point I am making is whether or not we
are overloading the officers, both of the Army and the Navy,
by appeinting too many to Annapolis and to West Point.

Mr. HALE. I do not think so.
Mr. KING. It seemed to me that we were.
Mr. HALE. I do not think it will overload us at all.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator from
Maine whether a Senator has power now to appoint more than
three appointees to West Point and the Naval Academy?

Mr. HALE. At the present time only three, Mr. President;
but the appropriation bill for the coming year authorizes four.

Mr. BRUCE. Then he will have power to appeint four
after this year?

Mr. HALE. Yes.

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I think we all received notices
that we have the power to appoint the extra one now.

Mr. NEELY. No: upon the passage of the bill,

Mr. DILL. The bill has already passed.

Mr. HALE. Under the law as it at present exisfs, we have a
right to appoint five ; but appropriations are only madea sufficient
to take care of three at the present time. The appropriation
bill for the coming year provides for four.

Mr, DILL. But the Bureau of Navigation less than 10 days
ago sent out notices stating that the exira appointee might be
named to take the examination on June 13.

Mr. HALE. They probably thought the bill would go through
before that time.

Mr. DILL. I know that I received such a notice.

Mr. HALE. They were simply anticipating. Of course, they
will have to call that off if the appropriation bill does not go
through.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator from Maine a question.

Mr. McNARY. I call for the regular order.

Mr. BARKLEY. I notice that this bill provides that the
Vice President may appoint five midshipmen each year. Inas-
much as the four-year term for graduation at Annapolis would
apply to these midshipmen as well as those appointed by the
Senators and Representatives, that would give the Vice Presi-
dent 20 midshipmen in the Naval Academy. Is that what is
intended?

Mr. HALE, The bill gives the Vice President the same power
to appoint midshipmen that Senators now have.

Mr. BARKELEY. But that is not what this bill says.
he shall have the right to appoint five for each year.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the
Senator from Kentucky that there are other amendments to
come which cover that point.

Mr. McNARY. I call for the regular order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are other amendments
not yet agreed to.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I call for the regular order.

Mr. JONES. 1 desire to ask the Senator from Maine if this
is the situation—that under the general law now the Vice Presi-
dent appoints a certain number to West Point?

Mr. HALE. He does, now.

Mr. JONES. And he never has had the right to appoint to
the Naval Academy?

Mr. HALE. He has not,

It says
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Mr. JONES. This simply extends that right to him?

Mr. HALE. It does.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The remaining amendments
proposed by the commitiee will be stated.

The next amendment was, in line 5, after the word *ap-
pointed,” to strike out * each year.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 6, after the words “ United
States,” to insert *equivalent in number to those allowed for
each United States Senator.”

The amendment was agreed to.

As amended the bill is as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter there shall be allowed at the United
States Naval Academy, in addition to those allowed by existing law,
midshipmen appointed at large by the Vice President of the United
States, equivalent in number to those allowed for each United States
Senator.

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

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to provide for
the appointment of midshipmen at large by the Viee President
of the United States.”

APPRAISAL OF CERTAIN GOVERNMENT PROPERTY

The bill (H. R. 5746) to authorize the appraisal of certain
Government property and for other purposes was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

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

SALARIES OF PUBLIC PRINTER AND DEPUTY PUBLIC PRINTER

Mr, KING. Mr. President, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr.
Harrison] was unavoidably detained. He has telephoned me
asking that I request that Order of Business No. 737, House bill
6669, be put back on the calendar.

Mr. BINGHAM. What is that bill?

Mr. KING. Order of Business No. 737, House bill 6669.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a bill fixing the salary
of the Public Printer and of the Deputy Public Printer. What
is the Senator's request?

Mr. KING. I ask unanimous consent that it be restored to
the calendar as not having been passed. I ask unanimous con-
sent to reconsider its passage.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah asks
unanimous consent to reconsider the vote whereby the bill was
passed, and that it be restored to its place on the calendar. Is
there objeetion?

Mr. BINGHAM. I object, Mr. President,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made.

DUTY OF NAVAL OFFICERS ON AIRSHIPS

The bill (H. R. 5465) to amend section 1571 of the Revised
Statutes to permit officers of the Navy to count duty on air-
ships as sea duty was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

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

DUTY OF NAVAL OFFICERS AS FLEET AND SQUADRON ENGINEERS

The bill (H., R. 5631) to amend the provisions contained in
the act approved August 29, 1916, relating to the assignment to
duty of certain officers of the United States Navy as fleet and
squadron engineers was considered as in Committee of the
‘Whole.

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

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION PASSED OVER

The concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res. 11) to investigate
the problem of the control of aircraft for seacoast defense was
announced as next in order.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, may we have a brief explana-
tion of this concurrent resolution?

Mr. HALE. I have just had word that the War Department
would like to have the concurrent resolution go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution
will be passed over.

DATE OF PRECEDENCE OF CERTAIN STAFF NAVAL OFFICERS

The bill (H. R. 21) to provide for date of precedence of cer-
tain officers of the staff corps of the Navy was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

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

Mr. KING subsequently sald: Mr. President, 1 desire to ask
the Senator from Maine if House bill 21 is the bill known as
the running mate bill, to which there was so much objection
a year or two ago?
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Mr. HALE. No; this has nothing to do with that matter,
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Merearr] reported the
bill. He will explain it.

Mr. KING, It is the bill with respect to taking precedence,
and so forth. If it is the so-called running mate bill that was
under consideration when I was a member of the Naval Affairs
Committee, I want to object to it.

Mr. HALKE. The bill simply seeks to correct the date of pre-
cedence in the Navy of two officers who were originally ap-
pointed ensigns in the line of the Navy upon graduation from
Annapolis.

Mr. KING. I have no objection.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is already passed.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, the bill provides
that any officer transferred to the Navy staff shall take preced-
ence of the officer of the line immediately above him at the time
of the transfer, which officer shall be assigned as his running
mate for promotion purposes.

Mr. HALE. There are only two officers involved in this,
As I explained, under existing law at the time of transfer when
these two officers transferred from the line to the staff corps
they were given precedence in accordance with their rank and
with their date of emtrance into the staff corps; thereby losing
the precedence they took upon the date of their commission in
the line upon graduation from Annapolis. By this bill they
will be restored to and placed in the same position for pay pur-
poses based on promotion as the other members of their class
of the Naval Academy, the class of 1923.

These are the only two officers involved, as since the time of
their transfer from the line to the staff legislation has been
enacted—the aect of June 10, 1926—whereby hereafter when a
line officer is transferred to a staff corps he sghall retain the rank
and date of commission held by him at the time of such transfer.,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. This simply gives these officers
the same privilege as all officers enjoy by law.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 11134) to anthorize appropriations for constue-
tion at military posts, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, in behalf of the
senior Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] I ask that that bill go
over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

SETTLEMENT OF ACCOUNTS IN THE NAVAL SERVICE

The bill (H. R. 10276) providing for sundry matters affecting
the naval service was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, this is an act, according to the
title, providing for sundry matters affecting the naval service.
That does not give very much information. I would like to
have some brief explanation as to what the bill provides for.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The attention of the chair-
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs is invited to the inquiry.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, Captains Smith and Hutehins in
their accounts have had certain small sums disallowed by the

-General Accounting Office in the audit of their accounts; the

small sums represented alleged losses in the accounts because
of fluctuation of exchange while they were serving as naval
attachés at Pekin, China. Both these officers were following the
instructions of the Navy Department then in effect, and the
alleged loss was the direct result of such procedure. That takes
care of two.

Mr. JONES. That is all right.

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

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 4179) to amend the corrupt practices act by
extending the same to candidates for nomination and election
to the offices of Representative and Senator in the Congress of
the United States, and for other purposes, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. STEPHENS.
some discussion.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

EXTENDING PROVISIONS OF REVISED STATUTES TO HAWAIT AND ALASKA
The bill (8. 2069) to extend the provisions of section 1814 of
the Revised Statutes fo the Territories of Hawaii and Alaska

was announced as next in order.
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would like to be advised of the

object of this bill.
Mr, President, the only object of that bill

I think that is a matter that will bear

Mr. BINGHAM.

is to permit the Territories of Hawaii and Alaska to have the
same privilege which the States now have of paying for two
statues to go into Statuary Hall

The bill was introduced at
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the request of the Legislature of Hawaii, and it is unanimously
reported by the committee,

Mr. KING. Very well.

Mr. FLETCHER. There are some amendments to it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There seems to be some
confusion with reference to the amendments. The bill was re-
ported in the first instance by the Committee on Territories
and Insular Affairs with amendments, and then was sent to
the Committee on the Library, which now reports it with amend-
ments, but the print of the bill at the desk seems to contain
no amendments whatever.

Mr. JONES. I want to ask the Senator whether or not the
committee took into consideration the fact that possibly at
some time in the future these Territories might become States,
and in the meantime the Territories would put two statues in
Statuary Hall, and the States would have no privilege of
doing so. The Senator may think that is rather remote.

Mr. BINGHAM. The time is so remote and the event so
unlikely to happen, and the desire of the Territories, being that
their distinguished men should be recognized in this way, the
committee saw no objection. The amendment which the Com-
mittee on Territories put in was changing the reference to sec-
tion 1814 of the Revised Statutes to the section of the Code,
but it later appears that the Code is not the law yet, nor will
it be for four or five years, and therefore that amendment was
not pressed.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, it does seem to me that this
hasty method of filling up Statuary Hall is not wise. We put

a great many statues there in a few years, and nobody will
know why they were put there. X

I think one of the most striking things I remember reading
was about Themistocles, the greatest of the Greeks, a genius in
war and peace. Athens never erected a monument to him, and
somebody asked him onece why Athens did not erect a monument
to him. He said, “I would rather have people ask that ques-
tion, than ask why they did erect & monument to me.”

As to half the monuments in Statuary Hall, people may ask,
A Why did they put those monuments there?’ In the cases of
most of the old States it took 20 or 30 or 40 or 50 years before
they had the privilege of filling the places to which they were
entitled. It is not wise to hurry this matter on behalf of the
Territories, and I object.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 3770) authorizing the Federal Power Commission
to issue permits and licenses on Fort Apache and White Moun-
tain Indian Reservations, was announced as next in order.

Mr. CURTIS. The Senator from Colorade [Mr, PHirps]
asked that this go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. |

The bill (8. 2330) authorizing reconstruction and improve-
ment of a public road in Wind River Indian Reservation, Wyo.,
was announced as next in order,

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

FEDERAL BUILDING IN HARTFORD, CONN.

The bill (8. 4035) authorizing conveyance to the ecity of
Hartford, Conn., of title to site and building of the present
Federal building in that city was considered as in Committee
of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in consideration of the fact that the site of
the present Federal building at Hartford, Conn., was originally donated
to the United Btates for Federal uses, the Secretary of the Treasury
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to convey by quitclaim
deed to the city of Hartford, Conn., title to said site and the Federal
building thereon, upon completion and occupancy of the new Federal
building anthorized to be constructed in said city.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

FORT DEFIANCE HISTORICAL MUSEUM

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 82) providing for the erection
of a public historical museum on the site of Fort Defiance,
Defiance, Ohio, was considered as in Committee of the Whole,
and was read, as follows:

Whereas on the 8th day of August, 1794, Gen. Anthony Wayne, a gal-
lant and distinguished soldier of the Revolutionary and Indian Wars,
erected a fort at the confluence of the Maumee and Auglaize Rivers,
known as Fort Deflance ; and

Whereas the original site of old Fort Deflance i8 now preserved
as a public park of 3 acres, wherein the State of Ohio has expended
$26,000 to construct a concrete retaining wall, and a further appropria-
tion by the Btate of Ohlg is available for landscaping and beautification
of site; and
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Whereas the site is ome of national as well as local significance:
Therefore be it

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed
(1) with the approval of the proper official of the State of Ohio, to
select a site in the public park maintained by the State of Ohio on the
site of Fort Deflance, at Defiance, Ohio, and (2) to construct thereon, as
a memorial to Gen. Anthony Wayne, a public musemm suvitable for
housing a colleetion of historical relics which is already available: but
such musenm shall not be constructed until the State of Ohio has made
adequate provision for its care and maintenance, and the Secretary of
War may, in his discretion, suspend all construction under this act until
the State of Ohio has made available a sum equal to that hereinafter
authorized to be appropriated, to be used in the construction of such
museum.,

Sec, 2, The plans for such museum shall be subject to the approval
of the National Commission of Fine Arts.

Spc. 3. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated the sum of
$50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out the pro-
vizlons of this act.

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.

MAJ. GEN. WILLIAM 0. GORGAS MONUMENT

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 92) to provide for a monu-
ment to Maj. Gen. William Crawford Gorgas, late Surgeon Gen-
eral of the United States Army, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

The joint resolution had been reported from the Committee
on the Library with an amendment, to strike out all after the
enacting clause and to insert:

That the Director of Public Bulldings and Public Parks of the
National Capital is authorized and directed to select a site on public
grounds of the United States in the District of Columbia, and to con-
tract for the erection thereon, at a cost not to exceed $50,000, of a
monument to Maj. Gen. Willinm Crawford Gorgas, late Surgeon General
of the United States Army, commemorative of the services rendered
by him to humanity. The site chosen and the design of such monument
shall be approved by the National Commission of Fine Arts and the
Joint Committee on the Library.

See. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated the sum of
$50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out the
provisions of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT, LIBRARY OF CONGRESS

The bill (H. R. 10544) to abolish the office of administrative
assistant and disbursing officer in the Library of Congress and
to reassign the duties thereof, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

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

ETHNOLOGICAL RESEARCHES

The bill (8. 1855) to provide for cooperation by the Smith-
sonian Institution with State, educational, and scientific organi-
zations in the United States for continuing ethnological re-
searches on the American Indians, was considered as in Com-
mittee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution
is hereby authorized to cooperate with any State, educational institu-
tion, or scientific organization in the TUnited States for continuing
ethnological researches among the American Indians and the excavu-
tion and preservation of archaological remains,

Bec. 2. That there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of
$20,000, which shall be available until expended for the above pur-
poses : Provided, That at such time as the Smithsonian Institution is
satisfied that any State, educational institution, or scientific organiza-
tion in any of the United Btates is prepared to contribute to such
investigation and when in its judgment such investigation shall appear
meritorious, the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution may direct
that an amount from this sum equal to that contributed by such State,
educational institution, or sclentific organization, not to exceed $2,000,
to be expended from such sum in any one State during any ecalendar
year, be made available for cooperative investigation: Provided fur-
ther, That all such cooperative work and division of the result thercof
shall be under the direction of the Secretary of the Smithsonian
Institution.

McEELLAR. Mr. President, in referemce to this bill,
it should be indefinitely postponed.

Substantially the same bill
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has already been passed.
from Ohio to that faet.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
will be indefinitely postponed.

DISTRIOT JUDGE, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

The bill (8. 4183) authorizing filling of a vaeancy occurring
in the office of district judge for the northern district of Illinois
created by the act entitled “An act for the appointment of an
additional cirenit judge for the fourth judiecial eireuit, for the
appointment of additional distriet judges for certain districts,
providing for an annual conference of certain judges, and for
other purposes,” approved September 14, 1922, was considered
as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That a vacancy occurring at any time in the
office of district judge for the northern judicial distriet of Illinois
created by the act entitled “An act for the appointment of an addi-
tional eircuit judge for the fourth judicial ecircuit, for the appoint-
ment of additional district judges for certain districts, providing for
an annunal conference of certain judges, and for other purposes,”
approved September 14, 1922, is authorized to be filled.

The bill was reporfed to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

I call the attention of the Senator

Without objection, the bill

TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE, KENTUCKY

The bill (8. 4059) authorizing the State Highway Commission,
Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construet, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Tennessee River, at or near the mouth of
Clarks River, was considered as in Committee of the Whole
and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc.,, That the consent of Congress is hereby granted
to the State Highway Commission, Commonwealth of Kentucky, to
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto
across the Tennessee River, at a point suitable to the interests of
navigation, at or near where Clarks River empties into the Tennessee
River, in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act
to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved
March 23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained
in this act.

Sec. 2. If tolls are charged for the use of such bridge, the rates of
toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay the
reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge
and its approaches under economical management, and to provide a
sinking fund sufficient to amortize the cost of the bridge and its
approaches, including reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon
as possible under reasonable charges, but within a period of not to
exceed 20 years from the completion thereof. After a sinking fund
sufficient for such amortization shall have been so provided, such bridge
shall thereafter be maintained and operated free of tolls, or the rates
of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to
exceed the amount necessary for the proper maintenance, repair, and
operation of the bridge and its approaches under economical manage-
ment. An accurate record of the costs of the bridge and its approaches,
the expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the same,
and of the daily tolls collected, shall be kept and shall be available
for the information of all persons interested.

Bec. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

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

CUMBERLAND RIVER BRIDGE, KENTUCKY

The bill (8. 4060) authorizing the State Highway Commission,
Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across the Cumberland River, at or near Canton, Ky.,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the consent of Congress iz hereby granted
to the State Highway Commission, Commonwealth of Kentucky, to
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across
the Cumberland River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation,
at or near the town of Canton, Ky., in accordance with the provisions
of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges over
navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject to the condi-
tions and limitations contained in this act.

Sgc. 2. If tolis are charged for the use of. such bridge the rates
of toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay the
reazonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge
and its approaches under ect ical mana t, and to provide a
sinking fund sufficient to amortize the cost of the bridge and its ap-
proaches, including reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon as
possible under r ble charges, but within a period of not to
exceed 20 years from the completion thereof. After a sinking fund
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sufficlent for such amortization shall have been so provided, such
bridge shall thereafter be maintained and operated free of tolls, or the
rates. of toll shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide a fund of
not to exceed the amount necessary for the proper maintenance, repair,
and operation of the bridge and its approaches under economfeal man-
agement, An accurate record of the costs of the bridge and its ap-
proaches, the expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating
the same, and of the daily tolls ecollected shall be kept and shall be
available for the Information of all persons interested.

Sec. 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

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

ILLINOIS RIVER BRIDGE, ILLINOIS

The bill (S.403%) authorizing the Calhoun Bridge Co., an
Illinois corporation, its successors and assigns, to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Illinois River, at or
near Grafton, IlL, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce
with an amendment, on page 2, line 10, to strike out * pedes-
trains,” and to insert the word * pedestrians,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That in order to promote interstate commerce,
improve the Postal Service, and provide for military and other purposes,
the Calhoun Bridge Co., an Illinois corporation, its successors and
assigns, be, and is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Illinois River, at a point
sunitable to the interests of navigation, at or mear Grafton, Ill., in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the act entitlel “An act to regulate
the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March
23, 1906, and subject to the conditions and limitations contained in
this act.

Spc. 2. The Calhoun Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, is
authorized to construct, maintain, and operate such bridge and the
necessary approaches thereto as a railroad bridge for the passage of
railway trailns or street cars, or both, or as a highway bridge for the
passage of pedestrians, animals, and vehicles, adapted to travel on pub-
lic highways, or as & combined railroad and highway bridge for all
such purposes; and there is hereby conferred upon the said Calhoun
Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, all such rights and powers to
enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and use
real estate and other property needed for the location, construction,
operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches as are
possessed by railroad corporations for railroad purposes or by bridge
corporations for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate
or other property is situated, upon making just compensation therefor,
to be ascertained and paid according to the laws of such Btate, and the
proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation
or expropriation of property for public purposes in such State.

Sgc, 3. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Secretary of War, if the same is constructed as a highway bridge only,
either the State of Illinols, any political subdivision thereof, within or
adjoining which any part of such bridge is located, or any two or more
of them jointly, may at any time acguire and take over all right, title,
and interest in such bridge and its approaches, and any interest in real
property necessary therefor, by purchase or by condemnation, in accord-
ance with the laws of such State governing the acquisition of private
property for public purposes by condemnation or expropriation. If at
any time after the expiration of 20 years after the completion of such
bridge the same is acquired by condemnation or expropriation, the
amount of damages or compensation to be allowed shall not include
good will, going value, or prospective revenues or profits, but shall be
limited to the sum of (1) the actual cost of constructing guch bridge
and its approaches, less a reasonable deduction for actual depreciation
in value; (2) the actual cost of acquiring such interest in real prop-
erty ; (8) actual financing and promotion cost, not to exceed 10 per
cent of the sum of the cost of constructing the bridge and its ap-
proaches and acquiring such interests in real property; and (4) actual
expenditures for necessary Improvements.

Sec. 4. If such bridge shall at any time be taken over or acquired by
the State of Illinois or by any municipality or other political subdi-
vision or public agency thereof, under the provisions of section 3 of
this act, and if tolls are charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll
shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the
reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge and
its approaches under economical management, and to provide a sinking
fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor, including reason-
able interest and financing cost, as soon as possible under reasonable
charges, but within a period of not to exceed 20 years from the date
of acquiring the same. After a sinking fund sufficient for such amor-
tization shall have been so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be
maintained and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll shall there-
after be go adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount
necegssary for the proper maintenance, repalr, and operation of the
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bridge and its approaches nunder economical management. An accurate
record of the amount paid for acquiring the bridge and its approaches,
the actual expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the
same, and of the daily tolls collected, shall be kept and shall be avall-
able for the information of all persons interested.

_8Eec. 5. If such bridge is constructed as a combined raflroad bridge
for the passage of railway trains or street ears, and a bighway bridge
for the passage of pedestrians, animalg, and vehicles, then the right of
purchase and condemnation conferred by this act shall apply to a right
of way thereover for the passage without cost of persons, animals, and
vehicles adapted to travel on public highways; and if the right of
purchase or condemnation shall be exercised as to such right of way
over the bridge, then the measure of damages or compensation to be
allowed or paid for such right of way shall be a sum equal to the
difference between the actual fair cash value of such bridge determined
in accordance with the provisions of section 3 of this act, and what its
actual fair cash value so determined would have been if such bridge
had been constructed as a railroad bridge only. If the right of purchase
or condemnation conferred by this act shall be exercised as to the right
of way over such bridge, then that part of the bridge which shall be
purchasged or condemned and shall be thereafter actually used for the
passage of pedestrians, animals, or vehicles, shall be maintained, oper-
ated, and kept in repair by the purchaser thereof.

8ec. 6. The Calhoun Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, shall,
within 90 days after the completion of such bridge, file with the Secre-
tary of War and with the highway department of the State of Illinois
a sworn itemized statement showing the actual original cost of con-
gtructing the bridge and its approaches, the actual cost of acquiring
any interest in real property necessary therefor, and the actunal financing
and promotion costs. The Secretary of War may, and at the request of
the highway department of the State of Illinois shall, at any time
within three years after the completion of such bridge, investigate such
costs and determine the accuraecy and the reasonableness of the costs
alleged in the statement of costs so filed, and shall make a finding of
the actual and reasonable costs of construction, financing, and promoting
such bridge. For the purpose of such investigation the said Calhoun
Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, shall make available all of its
records in connection with the econstruction, finaneing, and promotion
thereof. The findings of the Secretary of War as to the reasonable
costs of the construction, financing, and promotion of the bridge shall
be conclusive for the purposes mentioned in seetion 3 of this act, subject
only to review in a court of equity for fraud or gross mistake.

Smc. 7. The Calhoun Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, is hereby
authorized and empowered to fix and charge just and reasonable tolls
for the passage of such bridge of pedestrians, animals, and vehicles
adapted to travel on public highways, and the rates so fixed shall be
the legal rates until the Secretary of War shall prescribe other rates of
toll as provided in the act of March 23, 1906; and if said bridge is
constructed as a railroad bridge, or a joint railroad and highway bridge,
as provided in this act, the said Calhoun Bridge Co., its successors and
asgigns, is hereby authorized to fix by coniract with any person or cor-
poration desiring the use of the same for the passage of railway trains
or street cars, or for placing water or gas pipe lines or telephone or
telegraph or electric light or power lines, or for any other such pur-
poses, the terms, conditions, and rates of toll for such use; but in the
absence of such contract, the terms, conditions, and rates of toll for
such use shall be determined by the Becretary of War as provided in
gaid act of March 23, 1906.

" SEc. 8. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the rights,
powers, and privileges conferred by this aet is hereby granted to the
Calhoun Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, and any corporation to
which or any person to whom such rights, powers, and privileges may
be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall acquire the same by
mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby authorized and empowered
to exercise the same as fully as though conferred herein directly upon
guch corporation or person.

SEc. 9. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

FRENCH BROAD RIVEE BRIDGE, TENNEBSEE

The bill (8. 4045) granting the consent of Congress to the
Highway Department of the State of Tennessee to construct a
bridge across the French Broad River on the Newport-Asheville
(N. C.) road in Cocke County, Tenn., was considered as in
Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce
with amendments, on page 2, line 3, to strike out after the
numerals “1906 " and the comma the remainder of the para-
graph, so as to read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted
to the highway department of the State of Tennessee, and its suc-
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cessors and assigns, to construct, malntain, and operate a bridge
and approaches thereto across the French Broad River, at a point
suitable to the interests of navigation, on the Newport-Asheville (N. C.)
road near the town of Del Rio, in Cocke County, in the State of
Tennessee, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An
act to regulate the coostruction of bridges over navigable waters,"
approved March 23, 1906.

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting the
consent of Congress to the Highway Department of the State of
Tennessee to construct a bridge across the French Broad River
on the Newport-Asheville (N. C.) road near the town of Del
Rio, in Cocke County, Tenn.”

TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE, KENTUCKY

The bill (8. 4062) authorizing the State Highway Commission,
Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Egners
Ferry, Ky., was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce
with an amendment, on page 1, line 7, to strike out the word
“Hgners” and ingert in lien thereof the word “ Eggners,” so
as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the consent of Congress is hereby granted to
the State highway commission, Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across the Ten-
nessee River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or
near Eggners Ferry, in accordance with the provisions of an act entitled
“An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,”
approved March 23, 1806, and subject to the conditions and limitations
contained in this act,

8Sec. 2. If tolls are charged for the use of such bridge, the rates of
toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay the reason-
able cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge and its
approaches under economical management, and to provide a sinking
fund’ sufficient to amortize the cost of the bridge and its approaches,
including reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon as possible
under reasonable charges, but within a period of not to exceed 20 years
from the completion thereof. After a sinking fund sufficient for such
amortization shall have been so provided, such bridge shall thereafter be
maintained and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll gshall thereafter
be so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount neces-
sary for the proper maintenance, repair, and operation of the bridge and
its approaches under economical management. An accurate record of
the costs of the bridge and its approaches, the expenditures for main-
taining, repairing, and operating the same, and of the dally tolls col-
lected shall be kept and shall be available for the information of all
persons interested.

Sec, 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly
reserved.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing
the State Highway Commission, Commonwealth of Kentucky,
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ten-
nessee River at or near Hggners Ferry, Ky.”

TELEPHONE LINE WESTERN NAVAJO INDIAN RESERVATION

The bill (8. 3779) to authorize the construction of a tele-
phone line from Flagstaff to Kayenta on the Western Navajo
Indian Reservation, Ariz., was considered as in Committee of
the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian Af-
fairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 3, to strike out
“$40,000” and insert in lien thereof * $35,000,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That $35,000 is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
for the reconstruction of the telephone line from Flagstaff to the
Western Navajo Indian Agency at Tuba City, and for the construction
of a continuation of said telephone line from Tuba City to the Marsh
Pass Indian Boarding School at Eayenta, Ariz.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

The bill (8. 2738) for the relief of C. R. Olberg was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs, with an amendment, on page 1, line 11, to strike out
“ January 26 and insert * September 30, 1926,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, ele., That the Comptroller General of the United States
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to credit the accounts of
David Buddrus, cashier and special disbursing agent, Five Civilized
Tribes, in the amount of $494, and to credit the accounts of C. R.
Olberg, assistant chief irrigation engineer and special disbursing agent,
Indian Service, in the amount of $1,253, both amounts representing per
diem allowances in lien of subsistence paid to C. R. Olberg during the
period March 5, 1924, to September 30, 1926, while on duty at SBacaton,
Ariz., and Los Angeles, Calif,

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendment was concurred in.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
BRIDGE AND RCAD, HOOPA VALLEY RESERVATION, CALIF.

The bill (H. R. 441) to authorize an appropriation to pay
half the cost of a bridge and road on the Hoopa Valley Reserva-
tion, Calif., was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

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

CUMBERLAND RIVER BRIDGE, KENTUCKY

The bill (8. 4061) authorizing the State Highway Commission,
Commonwealth of Kentucky, to construct, maintain, and oper-
ate a bridge across the Cumberland River at or near Smithland,
Ky.. was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was
read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted
to the State highway commission, Commonwealth of Kentucky, to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto across
the Cumberland River, at a point suitable to the interests of naviga-
tion, at or near the ecity of Smithland, Ky., in accordance with the pro-
visions of an act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of
bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject
to the conditions and limitations contained in this act =

Spe. 2. If tolls are charged for the use of such bridge, the rates of
toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay the
reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge and
its approaches under economical management, and to provide a sink-
ing fund sufficient to amortize the cost of the Dbridge and its ap-
proaches, including reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon as
possible under reasonable charges, but within a period of not to exceed
20 years from the completion thereof. After a sinking fund sufficient
for such amortization shall have been so provided, such bridge shall
thereafter be maintained and operated free of tolls, or the rates of toll
ghall thereafter be 8o adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed
the amount necessary for the proper malintenance, repair, and opera-
tion of the bridge and its approaches under economical management.
An accurate record of the costs of the bridge and its approaches, the
expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the same, and
of the daily tolls collected, shall be kept and shall be available for the
information of all persons interested.

8gc. 8. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expreasly reserved.

The bill was reporied to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

EDMUND ¥. HUBBARD

The bill (I R. 10139) for the relief of Edmund F. Hubbard
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

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

PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONSB

The bill (H. R. 12381) granting pensions and increase of
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army
and Navy, etc., and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors
was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Pensions
with amendments.

The first amendment of the Committee on Pengions was, on
page 2, after line 18, to strike out:

The name of James F. Conner, late of the Ninety-ninth Company,
United States Coast Artillery Corps, Philippine insurrection, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.
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':z.‘he next amendment was, on page 4, after line 13, to strike
out:

The name of David Gregory, late of Company G, Thirteenth Regi-
ment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top of page 5, to strike ount:

The name of John F. Kilbride, late of the Sanitary Detachment, First
Regiment New York Cavalry, National Guard, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 16, to strike
out:

The name of George F. Wigging, late of the United States Navy, war ,
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 22, after the words
“rate of,” to strike out “ $20" and insert * $12," so as to read:

The name of Carl Johan Anderson, late of the United States Navy,
war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 6, after line 15, to strike
out:.

The name of Mary A, Clarke, widow of James Clarence Clarke, late
of the Coast Signal Service, United States Navy, war with Spain, and
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 17, to strike
out:

The name of John H. Doremus, late of Company D, Second Regiment
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $125 per month in lien of that he is now reeeiving,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 21; to strike
out:

The name of Thomas A, McEntire, alias Thomas Ingalls, late of Com-
panies A and G, Second Regiment United States Infantry, Indian wars,
and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment wasg, at the top of page 8, to strike
out:

The name of Joseph I, Keane, late of Troop A, Eighth Regiment
United States Cavalry, Indian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 3, after the words
“rate of” to strike out “$30” and insert “$12”; so as to
read:

The name of Willlanr H. Clarke, late of the United States Navy,
war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 14, to strike
out:

The name of Annie McNamara, widow of Robert C. McNamara, late
major, Fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, war with
Spain, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien
of that she is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 18, to strike
out:

The name of John B. Maddox, late of the Sixth Battery, Iowa Volun-
teer Light Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $15 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 6, to strike
out:

The name of James C. Hicks, late of the Sixty-eighth Company,
United States Coast Artillery Corps, Regular Establishment, and pay
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now
receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 9, after the words
“ rate of,” to strike out “ $40 " and insert “ $20,” so as to read:

The name of John Garvey, late of the United States Navy, war with
Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 18, line 13, after the
words “rate of,” te strike out *$20" and insert “$12," so
as to read:

The name of Joseph D. Combs, late of Capt. F. C. Sells's com-
pany, and Capt, Jim Commings's Oregon Volunteer Infantry, In-
dian wars, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 20, after the
words “rate of,” to strike cut “$100"” and insert * §75,” so
as to read:

The name of Terese B. Hall, widow of Gen., William P. Hall,
late of the United States Army, Regular Establishment, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $75 per month in lieu of that she is now
receiving,

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 13, to strike
out:

The name of Herman Green, late of the Sixth Battery, United States
Field Artillery, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate
of $12 per month,

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 19, after the
words “rate of ” to strike out “§12” and insert “$20"; so as
to read:

The name of Harry F. Palmer, late of the United States Navy, war
with Spain, and pay him a pension at the rate of §£20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 19, after line 23, to strike
out:

The name of James Shaw, late of the United States Navy, Regular
Establishment, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in
leu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 20, line 7, after the words
“rate of,” to strike out * $30” and insert’ * $20,” so as to read:

The name of William D. Warren, late of Company G, First Regiment
"Perritorial, United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Bpain, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 1s
now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 5, to strike
out:

The name of Clark Brown, late of Company I, Third Regiment Georgia
Yolunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month in lHeu of that he is now receiving.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 22, to insert:

The name of David J. Menard, jr., late seaman of the United States
Navy, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month.

The name of Lawrence Waterhouse, late of Troop B, Seventh Regi-
ment United States Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §40
per month in lieu of that he is mow receiving, said increase to date
from February 17, 1927,

The name of Sarah I. Booth, dependent mother of Albert Booth, late
of Battery K, Third Regiment United States Artillery, Company G,
Thirty-seventh Regiment United States Infantry, and pay her a
pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of John Rose, late of Battery F, Second Regiment United
States Artillery, and later of the Twenty-second Company of the
Recruiting Service, and pay him a pension at the rate of §25 per month
in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The name of Harry L. Dean, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12
per month.

The name of John T. Kiernan, late of Company L, Fourth Regiment
United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the
rate of $20 per month,

The name of Charles G. Bostwick, alias Carlos G. Bostwick, late of
Company I, Second Regiment United States Infantiry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of §12 per month.

The name of Joseph Burrig, late of Cempany G, Fourth Regiment
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$24 per month.

The name of Ellis East, late of Companies F and B, Fourth Regiment
United States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §12 per
month,

The name of Gus W, Peterson, late of Wagon Company 26, Quarter-
master Corps, United States Army, First Cavalry Division Trains, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month,
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The name of Devonah Watts, widow of Albert 8. Watts, late of Com-
pany G, First regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay her
& pension at the rate of $30 per month,

The name of Joel M, Clanton, late of Capt. Willlam C. Painter's
company, Washington Volunteers and Oregon Volunteers, Bannock War,
1878, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of Stephen B. Moss, ploneer frontiersman and Indian
fighter, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The name of Annie Ward, dependent mother of Raymond J. Ward,
late of Company I, Fifty-third Regiment Pioneer Infantry, and Sixty-
first Bervice Squadron, Air Bervice, United States Army, and pay her
a pension at the rate of $20 per month in leu of that she is now
receiving.

The name of Tillie M. Foley, widow of Jeremiah C. Foley, late of the
Fourteenth Company, United States Signal Corps, and pay her a pension
at the rate of §30 per month, y

The name of John G. Hawkins, late of Company A, Becond Signal
Corps, National Guard, and Troop B, Twelfth Regiment United States
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of §15 per month,

The name of Charles V. Barr, late of Company I, One hundred and
fifty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that he is now re-
celving.

The name of Elmer J. Allard, United States Navy, and pay him a
pengion at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Henry Buck, civilian employee, Quartermaster Depart-
ment, Nez Perce Indian War, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12
per month,

The name of Salathiel G. Leach, late of Company (3, Second Regiment
Idaho Volunteer Militia, Nez Perce Indian War, and pay him a pension
at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of Bowie G. Mills, late of Company E, Third Regiment
Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a peneion at the rate of $20
per month,

The name of Clarence W. Queen, late of One hundred and twenty-
fourth Company, United States Coast Artillery Corps, and pay him a
pension at the rate of $17 per month.

The name of Simpson Wilson, late of the Modoe Indian War, 1872-
1873, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month,

The name of John O, White, late of Twenty-second Company, un-
assigned Unlted States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of
$12 per month. »

The name of Harry A. Nichols, late of the United States Navy, and
pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.

The name of George W. Cleveland, late of Company B, First Regiment
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30
per month,

The name of Ada J. Lewig, dependent mother of Dixon W. Lyons, late
of Company K, Seventh Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and
Troop H, Casualty Department, Ninth Regiment United States Cavalry,
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr., President, I offer the fol-
lowing amendment to the bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re-
ported.

The Cuaier CLErg. The Benator from Pennsylvania proposes
the following amendment :

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leon P, Chesley,
late of One hundred and twenty-first Company, United States Coast
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of §50 per month in lieu
of that he is now receiving.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator
why there is so much discrimination between the beneficiary
under his amendment and so many of the others.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The reason this particular
claimant was denied relief was that previously, in a past Con-
gress, a special bill had passed for his relief. He is very old,
very much crippled, and in dire need of this relief. Therefore
I would like to see this go on as an amendment to this bill.

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator what military serv-
ice this man rendered?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. He is a veteran of the Civil
War. This is an increase on account of his excessive disability.

Mr. KING. He has an honorable record?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. He has an honorable record.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania.

The amendment was agreed to,

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in,
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The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time, .

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

VERN E. TOWNSEND

The bill (H. R. 3029) for the relief of Vern E. Townsend was
congidered as in Committee of the Whole.

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

Mr. KING subsequently said: Mr. President, I hope the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania will pardon me, but I would like to
ask him a question about the case where he offered an amend-
ment to a pension bill. Under existing law I do not understand
why the beneficiary of the amendment would not receive a
pension of $50 a month under the existing law.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I understand that he does not.
Thirty dollars is the maximum he would get.

Mr. KING. Under the general law he would be entitled
to £50, unless there is some reason why it was disallowed.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I do not know of any special
circumstances. 1 suggest that the Senator let this go on, and
1 will agree to cut it ont in conference if there is any reason
why that should be done.

Mr. KING. I am sure the Senator will discover that he
would receive the compensation indicated, unless there was
some legal objection.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. If I misstated the facts, I shall
join with the Senator in asking the conferees to cut it out.

DISTINGUISHED FOREIGN AVIATORS

The bill (8. 4235) to amend section 12 of the act entitled “An
act to provide more effectively for the national defense by
increasing the efficiency of the Air Corps of the Army of the
United States, and for other purposes,” approved July 2, 1926,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read,
as follows:

Be il enacted, ete.,, That section 12 of the act approved July 2, 1926,
entitled “An act to provide more effectively for the national defense
by in¢reasing the efficiency of the Air Corps of the Army of the United
States, and for other purposes,” be, and the same is hereby, amended
by inserting after the words * in an aerial flight ™ the following: “ and
to citizens of foreign countries, visitors to the United States, who have
distinguished themselves by extraordinary achievement in an aerial
flight or flights made at least in part within the bounds of the United
States or its possessions.”

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

JOSEPH J. BAYLIN

The bill (8. 1643) for the relief of Joseph J. Baylin was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized
and directed to pay to Joseph J. Baylin, of Baltimore, Md., out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000,
which sum was forfeited to the United States by Joseph J. Baylin on
the bail bond of Berkely Morseberger, afterwards produced In court
through the efforts of said Joseph J. Baylin,

The bill was reported to the SBenate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

JENNIE WYANT

The bill (H, R. 4229) for the relief of Jennie Wyant and
others was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

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

ROBERT 0. WARDS

The bill (8. 2804) for the relief of Robert O. Edwards, was
congidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as
follows :

Be it enagted, ete., that the President of the United States be, and
he is bereby, authorized to summon Robert O. Edwards, late major
in the Coast Artillery Corps of the Regular Army of the United States,
before a retiring board for the purpose of a hearing of his case and
to inquire into all facts touching upon the nature of his disabilities,
to determine and report the disabilities which in Its judgment have
produced his incapacity and whether such disabilities were incurred
during his active service in the Army and were in line of duty; that
if the findings of such board are in the afirmative the President is
further authorized, in his discretion, to nominate and appoint, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, the said Robert O. Edwards
a major in the Coast Artillery Corps and to place him immediately
thereafter upon the retired list of the Army with the same privileges
and retired pay as are now or may hereafter be provided by law or
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regulation for the officers of the Regular Army: Provided, That the
said Robert O. Edwards shall not be entitled to any back pay or
allowance by the passage of this act.

The Dbill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

MICHAEL ILITZ

The bill (H. R. 6908) for the relief of Michael Ilitz was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendinent, on page 1, line 4, after the word
“ retired,” insert the words “he had applied for retirement
three months previous to June 13, 1916.”

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM H. DOTSON

The bill (H. R. 7227) for the relief of William H. Dotson was
considered as in Committee of the Whole,

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

- HARLEY 0. HACKER

The bill (8. 3690) to correct the military record of Harley O.
Hacker was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 5, to strike out
“Harley " and to insert in lieu thereof * Harlie.”

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I regret to say that I notice that
a number of these cases which we are just considering show
that the beneficiary was dichonorably discharged. I was won-
dering if the committee had changed its policy. I th'nk I shall
object to this bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

ORGANIC SCHOOL LAW

The bill (8. 3828) to amend Public Law No. 254, approved
June 20, 1906, known as the organie school law, so as to relieve
individual members of the Board of Education of personal
liability for acts of the board, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on the Dis-
triet of Columbia, with amendments, on page 1, line 8, to strike
out the words “ for any acts of the said board in which the said
members " and insert in lieu thereof the words “ for any official
action of the said board performed in good faith in which the
said members"; and on page 2, line 3, after the word “any,”
insert the word *“ such,” =o as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That Public Law No. 254, approved June 20, 1906,
be amended by adding, at the end of section 2 of said aet, the following:

* The members of the Board of Education of the District of Columbia
shall not be personally liable in damages for any official action of. the
safd board performed in good faith in which the said members partici-
pate, nor shall any member of said board be liable for any costs that
may be taxed against them or the board on account of any such official
action by them as members of the said board; but such costs shall be
charged to the District of Columbia and paid as other costs are paid in
suits brought against the municipality ; nor shall the said board or any
of its members be required to glve any supersedeas bgnd or security for
costs or damages on any appeal whatever."

The amendments were agreed to.

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

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

SALLY MATTIE MACREADY

The bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of Sally Mattie Macready,
widow of Edward Daniel Macready, was announced as next in
order,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That bill was reported ad-
versely, and will be indefinitely postponed.

LOS ANGELES NATIONAL FOREST

The bill (8. 4135) to comserve the water resources and to
encourage reforestation of the watersheds of Los Angeles
County by the withdrawal of certain publie lands included
within the Angeles National Forest from location and entry
under the mining laws, was considered as in Committee of the
Whole, and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the public lands of the United States
within the boundaries of the Angeles National Forest located in the
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State of California and hercinafter described are hereby withdrawn
from location or entry under the mining laws of the United States:

All Government lands in section 6, 7, and 18, township 1 north,
range T west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 0, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19, township 1 north, range 8 west, San
Bernardino mreridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11,
12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24 25, 268, and 27, township 1 north,
range 9 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, B, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14,
15, 18, 21, and 24, township 1 north, range 10 west, S8an Bernardino
meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 2, 8, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11,
12, and 14, township 1 north, range 11 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections I, 2, and 12, township 1 north,
range 12 west, San Bernardino meridian,

All Government lands in sections 6, T, 8, 9, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,
292 27, 28, 30, and 31, township 2 north, range 7 west, S8an Bernardino
meridian,

All Government lands in sections 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19,
20, 21, 24, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 81, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 38, township
2 north, range 8 west, S8an Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections B, 8, 9, 10, 11, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22,
23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 36, township 2
north, range 9 west, San Bernardine meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 18, 20, 21, 22,
23, 24, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, and 36, township 2 north, range 10 west, San
Bernardino meridian,

All Government lands in
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25,

gections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 9, 10, 17,
26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, and
township 2 north, range 11 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 3, 4, 6, T, 8 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 2% 24 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34,
45, and 36, township 2 north, range 12 west, S8an Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12,
13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 23, 24, and 26, township 2 north, range 13 west, San
Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sectioms 1, 2, 3, 4, and 6, township 2 north,
range 14 west, Ban Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 19 and 20, township 3 north, range
7 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14,
15, 16, 21, 23, 24, 28, 29, 32, and 33, township 3 north, range 8 west,
San Bernardino meridian,

All Government lands in sections 1, 4, 5, 7, 8 9, 16, 17, 20, 21, 28,
29, 42, and 33, township 3 north, range 9 west, San Bernardino
meridian.

All Government lands in sections 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17,
and 18, township 8 north, range 10 west, 8an Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 3, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 17, 20,
22, 23, 24, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 34, and 35, township 3 north, range 11
west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 4, 5, 6, 8, 16, 17, 20, 21, 22 25,
26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 82, 34, and 35, township 3 north, range 12 west,
San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 19, 20,
21, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, and 33, township 3 north, range 13 west, Ban
Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands In sections 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15,
16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 38, 34, 85,
and 36, township 8 north, range 14 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 0, 10, 11, 12, 13,
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 23, 24, 25, and 36, township 3 north, range 15
west, 8an Bernardine meridian.

All Government lands in sections 21, 28, 31, 32, 33, 34, and 35, town-
ship 4 north, range 8 west, SBan Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 20, 21, 27, 28, 20, 32, 33, 34, 85,
and 36, township 4 north, range 9 west, San Bernardino meridian,

All Government lands in sections 19, 20, 30, and 31, township 4
north, range 10 west, 8an Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 3, 10, 11, 13, 14, 24, 30, 31, 32, 33,
and 34, township 4 north, range 11 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 24, 25, 81, 82, and 33, township
4 north, range 12 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 17, 18, 35, and 386, township 4
north, range 13 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 11 (inside forest), 13, 14, 15, 16,
and 17 (inside forest), township 4 north, range 14 west, San Ber-
nardino meridian. e

All Government lands in sections 27, 28, and 34, township 5 north,
range 11 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 7 and 18, township 5 north, range
14 west, San Bernardino meridian,

18,
36,
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All Government lands in sections 1, 2, 3, 6, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 27, 29, and 30, township 5 north, range 15 west,
San Bernardino meridian,

All Government lands in sections 1, 2, 4, 5, 11, 12, 14, 23, 25, and
26, township 5 north, range 16 west, San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 3, 4, 10, 15, and 22, township 5
north, range 18 west, San Bernardine meridian,

All Government lands in sections 7, 8, 18, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 31, 32,
a5, and 36, township 6 north, range 14 west, 8an Bernardino meridian.

All Government lamds in sections 2, 5, 6, 11, 12, 13, 14, 19, 20, 21,
22, 27, 31, 32, 33, and 34, township 6 north, range 15 west, San
Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 6, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 186, 22,
23, 24, 27, and 34, township 6 nporth, range 10 west, San Bernardino
meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 6, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15 16, 17, 18,
19, 21, 27, and 28, township 6 north, range 17 west, San Bernardino
meridian,

All Government lands in section 13, township 6 north, range 18 west,
San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in section 30, township 7 north, range 14
west, San Bernardino meridian,

All Government lands in sections 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, 23, 25, 28, 27,
30, 31, 32, 33, and 34, township 7 north, range 15 west, Ban Ber-
nardino meridian.

All Government lands In sections 6, 7, 12, 13, 17, 19, 20 22, 23, 24,
256, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, and 33, township 7 north, range 16 west,
San Bernardino meridian.

All Government lands in sections 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 18, 19,
30, and 31, township 7 north, range 17 west, San Bernardino meridian,

All Government lands in section 26, township 7 north, range 18
west, San Bernardino meridian,

And all Government lands in sections 32, 34, and 35, township 8
north, range 17 west, San Bernardino meridian,

Sec. 2. That this act shall not defeat or affect any lawful right
which has already attached under the mining laws and which is here-
after maintained in accordance with such laws: Provided, That the
President, upon recommendation of the Secretary of the Interior and
the Secretary of Agriculture, may, by Executive order, when in his
judgment the public interest would best be served thereby, and after
reasonable notice has been given through the Department of the In-
terior, restore to location and entry under the mining laws any of the
lands hereby withdrawn therefrom.

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

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 4012) for the relief of Charles R. Sies was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be passed over.

RESERVE OFFICERS’ TRAINING CORPS

The bill (H. R. 244) to enable members of the Reserve Offi-
cers’ Training Corps who have interrupted the course of train-
ing prescribed in the act of June 4, 1920, to resume such
training and amending accordingly section 47c¢ of that act, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

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

FORT BAKER MILITARY RESERVATION, CALIF.

The bill (H. R. 4588) authorizing an appropriation for the
repair and resurfacing of roads on the Fort Baker Military
Reservation, Calif.,, was considered as in Committee of the
‘Whole.

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

GRATUITOUS ISSUE OF SERVICE MEDALS

The bill (H. R. 5789) to provide for the gratuitous issue of
service medals, and similar devices, for the replacement of the
same, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole.

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

PURCHASE OF REAL ESTATE BY THE WAR DEPARTMENT

The bill (H. R. 5806) to authorize the purchase of real estate
by the War Department was considered as in Committee of the
Whole,

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
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CHAPLAINS AT THE UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY

The bill (H. RR. 6652) to fix the pay and allowances of chap-
lain at the United States Military Academy, was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
RFSERVE SUPPLIES, WAR DEPARTMENT
The bill (H. R, 7752) to limit the issue of reserve supplies or
equipment held by the War Department was considered as in

Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-

dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
PREPARATION OF MILITARY MAPS

The bill (H. R. 7937) to authorize mapping agencies of the
Government to assist in preparation of military maps was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole.

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

PURCHASE OF LAND AT SELFRIDGE FIELD, MICH,

The bill (H. R. 11808) fo authorize an appropriation for
the purchase of land at Selfridge Field, Mich., was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,

PURCHASE OF REAL ESTATE IN HAWAIIL

The bill (H. R. 11809) to authorize an appropriation fo com-
plete the purchase of real estate in Hawaii was considered as
in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I ask the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs if we did not make a large appro-
priation, either last year or this year, for the purchase of neces-
sary barracks and grounds for military purposes?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Yes; Mr. President, we did.
This amount is about $34,000, appropriated to pay the verdict
in condemnation proceedings started in 1917 for the condemna-
tion of a tract that fitted into the land of Schofield Barracks.
It has been occupied by the Government for more than 10 years,
the condemnation proceedings were begun, and this is the final
amount of the verdict rendered against the Government.

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

BOARD OF VISITORS, UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY

The bill (H. R. 8105) to provide for the membership of the
Board of Visitors, United States Military Academy, and for
other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 5, after the word
“ Senate” and the comma, to add the words “ two members of
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate.”

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

WILLIAM R. CONNOLLY

The bill (H. R. 1537) for the relief of William R. Connolly
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
MARY E. 0'CONNOR
The bill (H.R.6436) for the relief of Mary K. O'Connor
was considered as in Committee of the Whole.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
LOIS WILSON
The bill (H. R. 10192) for the relief of Lois Wilson was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
LOUIE JUNE

The bill (H. R. 2473) for the relief of Louie June was con-
gidered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims
with an amendment, on page 1, after line 10, to add & new sec-
tion, as follows:

Sec. 2, That no part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by any
agent or agents, attorney or attorneys on account of services rendered or
advances made in connection with said claim., Any person or persons
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violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a mis-
demeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000,

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

GEORGE M, BROWDER AND F. N. BROWDER
The bill (H.R.3372) for the relief of George M. Browder

and F. N. Browder, was considered as in Committee of the
Whole, and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise
appropriated, to George M. Browder and F. N. Browder, as adminis-
trators of the estate of the late F. G. Browder, the sum of 7,500, Such
sum shall be in full satisfaction of all claims against the United States
for damages resulting from the death of the said F. G. Browder, who, on
October 20, 1926, near the city of Montgomery, Ala., was struck and
killed by an airplane owned and operated by the United States,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
CLIFFORD J. SANGHOVE
The bill (H. R. 3442) for the relief of Clifford J. Sanghove

wits considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read,
as follows:

Be it enocted, efc., That the Comptroller General of the United
States is authorized and directed to cancel the claim of the United
States against Clifford J. Sanghove, lieutenant, United States Naval
:&i:erve Force, retired, in the sum of $1,067.46 erroneously paid to

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,.

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
M., M. EDWARDS

The bill (H. R. 3936) for the relief of M. M. Edwards was
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as
follows :

Be it enacled, etc,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to M. M. Edwards, widow of
Lieut. Joln Davis Edwards, chief engineer of the U, 8. 8. Shaw, United
States Navy, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, and in full settlement against the Government, the sum of
$1,000 for the loss of her husband's household goods and personal
effects which were destroyed in the disaster to the U, 8. S. Shawo,
occurring on October 9, 1918, which destruction was due to collision
with H. M. 8. dquitania,

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
WILLIAM V. TYNES
The bill (H. R. 7061) for the relief of Willlam V. Tynes,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read,

as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and direeted to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated and in full settlement against the
Government, the sum of $125 to William V. Tynes, in compensation
for damages sustained by his Ford motor car as result of a collision
with United States Navy traller No. 42, in Norfolk, Va., on March 4,
1924,

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
WILLIAM THURMAN ENOCH

The bill (H. R. 4993) for the relief of William Thurman
Enoch was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was
read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement agalnst the
Governm'ent, to Willilam Thurman Enoch, of El Paso, Tex., the sum of
$5,000 on account of permanent injury sustained by him through the
negligence of Frederick W. Warner, an employee of the United States.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
BYREON BROWN RALSTON
The bill (H. R. 5968) for the relief of Byron Brown Ralston,
was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read,
as follows:
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Be it enacted, ete., That the President is authorized to appoint
Byron Brown Ralston, formerly lieutenant commander in the United
States Navy, a lieutenant commander in the United States Navy and
place him upon the retired list of the Navy with the retired pay and
allowance of that grade with credit for any purposes for all service
to which he was entitled on April 15, 1927 : Propided, That a duly
constituted naval retiring board finds that the said Byron Brown Ral-
ston incurred physical disability incident to the serviee while on the
active list of the Navy: Provided further, That no back pay, allow-
ance, or emoluments shall become due as a result of the passage of
this Act.

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

HEIRS OF JOHN EIMER

The bill (H. R. 1529) for the relief of the heirs of John
Eimer, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was
read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
s hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full and legal settlement
against the Government, to the heirs of the late John Eimer the sum
of £5,000 for death of said John Eimer, caused by being struck by a
Government-owned automobile which was driven by a Government
employee.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment,

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
HEIRS OF DR. THOMAS C. LONGINO

The bill (H. R. 5398) for the relief of the heirs of the late
Dr. Thomas C. Longino was considered as in Committee of the
Whole, and was read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement against
the Government the sum of $1,000 to the heirs of the late Dr. Thomas
€. Longino as reimbursement on account of losses of personal property
as a result of the Galveston flood, on September 8, 1900,

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment,

ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.
TIHOMAS EDWIN HUFFMAN

The bill (H. R. 11741) for the relief of Thomas Edwin Huff-
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was
read, as follows:

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to redeem in favor of Thomas Edwin
Huffman United States coupon notes Nos. L~12380683 to L-12380685,
inclusive, in the denomination of $50 each, of the Victory Liberty loan
4% per cent conyertible gold notes of 1922-23, matured May 20, 1923,
with interest at the rate of 4% per cent per annum from May 20, 1919,
to May 20, 1923, inclusive, without presentation of said notes or the
coupons representing interest from May 20, 1919, to May 20, 1923,
the notes with the said coupons attached having been lost, stolen, or
destroyed : Provided, That the said notes shall not have been previously
presented and paid, and that payment shall not be made hereunder for
any coupons that shall have been previously presented and paid: And
provided further, That the said Thomas Edwin Huffman shall first file
in the Treasury Department of the United States a bond in the penal
sum of double the amount of the principal of the said notes and the
interest payable thereon when the notes matured, in sach form and with
such surety or sureties as may be acceptable to the Secretary of the
Treasury, to indemnify and save harmless the United States from any
loss on account of the lost, stolen, or desiroyed notes hereinbefore
described, or the coupons pertaining thereto.

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

CHARLES R. WAREHAM

The bill (H. R. 8308) for the relief of Charles R. Wareham
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby,
anthorized and directed to credit the aceounts of Charles R. Wareham,
acting postmaster at Kearney, Nebr., in the sum of $17,204.83, due to
the United States on account of funds and stamps lost in the burglary
of the post office at Kearney, Nebr., on September 23, 1926.

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

HOTTUM-KENNEDY DRY DOCK CO.

The bill (8. 513) for the relief of the Hottum-Kennedy Dry
Dock Co., of Memphis, Tenn., was considered as in Committee
The bill had been reported from the Committee

of the Whole.
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on Claims with an amendment, on page 1, line 6, to strike out
*“$1,438.89" and insert in lien thereof *$1,231.50,” so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized
and directed to pay to the Hottum-Kennedy Dry Dock Co., owner of
the Hottum-Kennedy Dry Docks, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,2831.50 in full settlement
to reimburse such owner for loss sustained as a result of damages
caused to such docks and appurtenant property through collision with
the U. 8. B. Inspector on January 30, 1920.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

BILLS PABSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 1) to reduce and equalize taxation, provide
revenue, and for other purposes was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 3569) to equalize the pay of certain classes of
officers of the Regular Army was announced as next in order.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I have had a number of letters
making objection to the bill,

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I think it is perhaps another
bill relating to something else about which the Senator has had
letters. The Senator from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD] is here. I
would be glad to have him explain the bill.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, the bill merely gives to sev-
eral hundred captains and majors in the Army the same promo-
tion pay as is given all other officers in the same rank. They
were omitted, it is presumed by oversight, when the bill was
passed in 1920. These few hundred captains and majors are
not receiving as much pay by $100 or $150 a month as all other
officers of the same rank.

Mr. KING. I am unable to understand how that could have
occurred,

Mr., SHEPPARD. It was an oversight. They were left out
and were not mentioned in the Army pay bill when all the others
were taken care of, or when the advanced pay was provided for.
These officers were admitted in 1920 as emergency Army
officers.

Mr. KING. Does it mean that there are a number of per-
sons from civilian life who entered the Army and who are now
in the Army, and that they want the same pay as regular
West Point officers who have been in the Army for many years
and perhaps have attained their number of years of service,
when in the same grades there are emergency officers who
reached those grades after a few months of service?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No. The circumstances are
these: The pay bill of 1922 provides that the pay period into
which these officers shall be placed shall be determined by the
length of their commissioned service plus an allowance of 14
years for officers of a particular age. It has been held by the
Comptroller General that although that eredit for commissioned
service applies to the original pay bill in which they are placed,
it does not help them in the subsequent increment or subse-
quent pay period in which they would be entitled to be placed
by further service. It gives them a constructive credit at the
beginning of their service, but denies them the same constroc-
tive credit in the ealeulation of their pay periods from then on.
It puts them in exact relation with those officers with whom
they ranked at the beginning of their service.

It is the result of a technicality that did not occur to any-
one in Congress or in the department at the time the officers
began their service, It will go very far toward relieving the
discontent among the emergency officers who were taken in in
1920, It merely carries on the constructive credit for service
that they were given at the beginning of their term.

Mr. KING. I want to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if
the War Department, after full consideration of the bill, has
reported favorably or adversely? My understanding is it would
cost a very large sum of mony—about half a million dollars,
or perhaps more. That is not a primary objection or a sufficient
objection if it is a proper bill.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The War Department reports
that the additional cost will be $1,173,000 a year and reports
against it. At the same time I do not want to say that without
saying I believe it is fair and that I hope, if not to-night, at
some time, it will be passed. !

Mr. KING. I confess I do not understand the bill, I would
like an opportunity to read the report and get the views of the
War Department.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.
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SALARIES OF PUBLIC PRINTER AND DEPUTY PUBLIC PRINTER

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I understand that Calendar
737, the bill (H. R. 66G9) fixing the salary of the Public Printer
and of the Deputy Public Printer was passed in my absence.
I had spoken to at least three Senators about objecting to it
in my absence. -

Mr: McKELLAR.
sidered a while ago. .

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection was made to its
reconsideration.

Mr. HARRISON. I thought it would be objected to when it
was ealled. I had understood from at least three Senators
that they would object for me, but it was passed and some one
objected to its reconsideration. I now ask unanimous consent
that the vote by which it was passed be reconsidered and
the bill take its place on the calendar.

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

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, there was no objection when
the bill was reached on the calendar.

Mr. HARRISON. That may be true. The Senator did not
undersiand me. I had spoken to two or three Senators who
were opposed to the hill, as I was opposed fo the bill. I could
not be here when the matter came up in the regular course,
but I understood it would be objected to by the other Senators
to whom I had spoken., It was not objeeted to, and I therefore
request that it be reconsidered. Is there objection to my
unanimous-consent request?

Mr. BINGHAM. Will not the Senator let the request go
over until to-morrow?

Mr. HARRISON. No. I want to get it acted on and the
bill placed back on the calendar to-night.

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator can submit his request to-
morrow.

Mr. HARRISON. I can state the reasons why I am opposed
to the bill, but I do not want to take up the time of the Senate
by doing that to-night, because it would prevent the passage
of some other legislation. I may say to the Senator that if
he objects to my request for reconsideration, there will be
nothing else passed to-night.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. May the Chair interject the
suggestion to the Senator from Mississippi that he make his
motion to reconsider, which will prevent transmission of the
bill to the House.

Mr. HARRISON. Do I understand the Chair objects to my
unanimous-consent request?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. The Chair was trying
to offer some first aid to the injured. If the Senator enters his
motion to reconsider he secures substantially the benefits which
he attempts to secure by his unanimous-consent request.

Mr. HARRISON. I understand that, but I want the matter
reconsidered and the bill placed on the calendar. I am not
making an unreasonable request of the Senate. I object to very
few bills here. I can object to more bills. I am opposed to
this bill at this particular time. I want it to take its place on
the calendar again. I ask unanimous consent that the votes by
whieh it was ordered to a third reading and passed be recon-
sidered.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missis-
sippi asks unanimous consent that the votes by which the bill
was ordered to a third reading and passed be reconsidered, and
that the bill be restored to the calendar. Is there objection?
The Chair hears none and it is so ordered. The bill is restored
to its place on the calendar.

WARRANT OFFICERS OF THE REGULAR ARMY

The bill (8. 3459) to amend an aet of Congress approved
March 4, 1927 (Public, No. 795, 69th Cong.), to provide for
appointment as warrant officers of the Regular Army of such
persens as wonld have been eligible therefor but for the inter-
ruption of their status caused by military service rendered by
them as commissioned officers during the World War, was
announced as next in order. ;

Mr. KING. Over.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, will the Senator
withhold his objection until I make a statement?

Mr. KING. Certainly.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. It has been held that these non-
commissioned officers, who would be entitled to be appointed
warrant officers, are prohibited from appointment if, as a mat-
ter of fact, their services as noncommissioned officers were in-
terrupted during the World War by their temporary service as
commissioned officers. In other words, they can not receive the
appointment to which they would otherwise be entitled if they
were more than ordinarily meritorious and were temporarily
used as commissioned officers., The additional cost to the Gov-

Mr. President, I think that was recon-
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ernment will be very slight. It is a long-deferred recognition
of good service to very loyal noncommissioned officers. I hope
the Senate will be willing to pass it.

Mr. KING. I observe the report of the Secretary of War
states that the Director of the Budget has been consulted and
advises that the proposed legislation is in conflict with the
finaneial program of the President. There must be a consid-
erable amount of expense attached to it or it would not meet
with the disapproval of the President.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The additional cost will be
$6,387.20 a year. The recommendation of the War Depart-
ment is that if the proposed legislation should be enacted into
law it will correct an injustice done to a small class of men
who served faithfully during the World War and are yet de-
barred from reaping the benefits to which they would have been
eligible by reason of long and faithful service had they not
accepted temporary commissions as officers. Then, having in
every way argued in favor of the bill, the Secretary of War
winds up with the curt statement that it is in conflict with the
financial program of the President. It may be that it is, but
it is certainly a long-deferred recognition due to a very faith-
ful group of noncommissioned officers.

Mr. KING. There ought to be some harmony in the execu-
tive departments.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
withdraw his objection?

Mr. KING. I do.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committes of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reporred
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment
on page 1, line 5, to strike out the word “ person " and insert the
word “ persons,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is,
authorized and directed to appoint as warrant officers of the Regular
Army any persons whose commissioned service in the Army during
the World War, added to their service as quartermaster clerk, amonnted
to 12 years or more of service prior to June 4, 1920, and who were
not eligible for appolntment as field clerks, Quartermaster Corps, under
the provisions of the act of August 20, 1016, because of the interruption
of their 12 years' requisite service as quartermaster clerks to render
commissioned service in the World War: Provided, That for the pur-
poses of this act the period of commissioned service during the World
War prior to June 4, 1920, be deemed equivalent to a like period of
detached service away from permanent station or duty beyond the
continental limits of the United States: Provided, That in determining
length of service for longevity pay and retirement they shall be credited
with and entitled to count the same military service as authorized for
warrant officers, and all classified service rendered as clerks in the
Military Establishment : Provided further, That the limitation In the
act of June 30, 1922, on the number of warrant officers, United States
Army, shall not apply to the appointees hereunder,

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

EDGAR TRAVIS, SR.

The bill (8. 652) for the relief of Edgar Travis, sr., was con-
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill had been
reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with amend-
ments on page 1, line 7, after the word “have” to insert the
words “enlisted in said company on April 1, 1863, and to
have,” and in line 9, after the word *“ service,” to insert the
words “ of the United States as a private,” and in line 10, after
the word “company” to insert the words “on December 26,
1864,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That in the administration of any laws confer-
ring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged soldiers,
Edgar Travis, sr., late of Company I, Sixth Regiment West Virginia
Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to have
enlisted in said company on April 1, 1863, and to have been honor-
ably discharged from the military service of the United States as a
private of gaid company on December 28, 18064 : Provided, That no
pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the
passage of this act.

The amendments were agreed to.

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

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

: BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 8988) for the relief of Milton Longsdorf was
announced as next in order.

Does the Senator from Utah

reading,
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Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I desire to call the atten-
tion of the Senate to the fact that we have passed to-night a
number of House claims bills, one after the other. I am not
going to object to any of them, but my understanding is, and
I want to state this for the information of all concerned, that
there are over 100 bills which have passed the Senate involving
meritorious and just eclaims, hanging fire in the body at the
other end of the Capitol, without even being reported out of
committee. It is almost time to serve notice on somebody that
they can not expect us to pass their bills sent to us by the
House and have them continue to refuse to act on bills which
the Senate sends to them. I merely wanted to say that much.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (H. R. 3241) for the relief of Seymour Buckley was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

BILL INDEFINITELY POSTPONED

The bill (8. 1690) for the relief of Lewis W. Crain was an-
nounced as next in order. The bill had been reported adversely
from the Committee on Military Affairs.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the bill
will be indefinitely postponed.

ENSIGN JACOB E. DEGARMO

The bill (. R. 9148) for the relief of Ensign Jacob K.
DeGarmo, United States Navy, was considered as in Committee
of the Whole, and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the President is hereby authorized to ap-
point, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, Ensign Jacob
E. DeGarmo, United Btates Navy, a lieutenant, junior grade, on the
retired list of the Navy : Provided, That nothing contained herein shall
entitle Ensign Jacob E. DeGarme to any back pay or allowance.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like an explanation of
the bill from the Senator from Maine.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the purpose of the bill is to
advance Ensign DeGarmo, United States Navy, one grade on
the retired list of the Navy, thereby giving him retired rank,
pay, and allowances that by general law should and would be
his had the proper procedure and action been taken in his
case.

The act of March 4, 1911, provides that if an officer of the
Navy fails in his physical examination when eligible for promo-
tion, and said physical disability shall be determined to have
been contracted in the line of duty, such officer shall be retired
with the rank to which his seniority entitled him to be
promoted.

Ensign DeGarmo was eligible for promotion to the rank of
lientenant, junior grade, and was examined physically by a
medieal board to determine his physical fitness for promotion to
that rank. He became eligible in 1923. He was not found
physieally qualified for promotion. Eight months later he was
ordered to appear before a mnaval retiring board, not before a
medical examining board, to determine fitness for promotion,
and as a result of the findings of the retiring board he was
placed on the retired list with the rank of ensign, whereas he
should have been ordered before a medical board to determine
fitness for promotion, and, if found physically unqualified for
promotion, he would have been placed upon the retired list with
the rank of lientenant, junior grade, to which his seniority
entitled him.

The bill seeks to give him the rank of lieutenant, junior
grade, on the retired list to which, by the act of March 4, 1911,
he is entitled. Under the regular procedure he should have
been retired as a lieutenant, junior grade, instead of ensign,
the rank in which he was retired. The department reported
favorably on the bill.

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

FRANEK A. GRAB

The bill (H. R. 1951) granting six months’ pay to Frank A.
Grab was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill has been reported from the Committee on Naval
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 10, after the word
“ death,” to insert: “ Provided, That the said Frank A. Grab
establishes that he was actually dependent upon his son, Alfred
Newton Grab, at the time of the latter’s death,” so as to make
the bill read: ]

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of current appropriations,
FPay of the Navy, 1827, to Frank A. Grab, father of Alfred Newton Grab,
deceased seaman, United SBtates Navy, who was killed in line of duty
on February 7, 1922, at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, an amount equal to six

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

MAay 8

months’ pay at the rate said Alfred Newton Grab was receiving at the
date of his death: Provided, That the sald Frank A. Grab establishes
that he was actually dependent upon his son, Alfred Newton Grab, at
the time of the latter's death.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time, :

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

ALEXANDER GINGRAS

The bill (H. R. 11978) granting six months’ pay to Alexander
Gingras, father of Louis W, Gingras, deceased private, United
States Marine Corps, in active service, was considered as in
Committee of the Whole,

The bill had been reported from the Commiftee on Naval
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 9, after the word
“death,” to insert: * Provided, That the said Alexander Gingras
establishes that he was actually dependent upon his son, Louis
Walter Gingras, at the time of the latter’s death”; so as to
make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is
hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of current appropriations,
Pay of the Navy, 1927, to Alexander Gingras, father of Louis W.
Gingras, deceased private, United States Marine Corps, who died in
line of duty on March 31, 1927, at Managua, Nicaragua, an amount
equal to six months’ pay at the rate said Louis W. Gingras was recelving
at the date of his death: Provided, That the said Alexander Gingras
establishes that he was actually dependent upon his son, Louis Walter
Gingras, at the time of the latter's death.

The amendment was agreed to,

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed,

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE

The bill (8. 2440) to provide that four hours shall constitute
a day's work on Saturdays throoghout the year for all em-
ployees in the Government Printing Office was announced as
next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over until we have a chance to dis-
cuss it.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold
that objection for a moment?

Mr. KING. Let me say to the Senator that he was kind
enough to furnish me some data this afternocon which I have
not had time to examine, I thought perhaps on Thursday even-
ing we could take up the matter and discuss it.

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Very well.

Mr. KING. It seems to me there is some relationship between
these and other employees of the Government,

Mr, SHIPSTEAD. Yes, May I take just a moment to state
the difference? The difference is this:

The employees of the Government Printing Office work 48
hours a week, The employees of the executive departments
work 42 hours a week. The employees of the Government Print-
ing Office do not get 30 days’ sick leave, as all employees of all
the other departments get. They do not get that 30 days’ leave.
This will give them a half holiday on Saturday. It will give
them a 44-hour week, the same hours per week that are enjoyed
by all men in the printing trades all over the United States.

I hope the Senator will withdraw his objection. That is the
only difference.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, on Thursday evening I shall be
very glad to consider this bill. With the statement of the
Senator, I am inelined to support it; but I should like to
examine it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator objects, and the
bill will be passed over.

AMENDMENT OF TEACHERS' SALARY ACT

The bill (8. 4063) to amend certain sections of the teachers’
salary act, approved June 4, 1924, and for other purposes, was
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read.

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

Mr. KING subsequently said: Mr, President, what became of
Senate bill 40637

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was passed.

Mr. KING. I had an amendment to offer to that bill, and Y
do not have it here to-night. I ask nnanimous consent to recon-
gider the vote by which the bill was passed.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah
asks unanimous consent to reconsider the vote whereby Senate
bill 4063 was passed. Is there objection? The Chair hears
none, and the bill will be returned to its place on the calendar.

CUSTOMS BUILDINGS IN PORTO RICO

The bill (H.R.9363) to provide for the completion and
repair of customs buildings in Porto Rico was considered as in
Committee of-the Whole.

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

JAMES K. P. WELCH

The bill (H. R. 971) for the relief of James K. P. Welch was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Military
Affairs with an amendment, on page 1, line 7, after the word,
“as,” to insert, *of the date August 81, 1864, as,” so as to
miake the Dbill read:

De it enacted, ete.,, That in the administration of the pension laws
and the laws governing the National Home for Disabled Volunteers, or
any branch thereof, James K, P. Welch shall hereafter be held and con-
sidered to have been honorably discharged from the military service of
the United States as of the date August 31, 1864, as a private of
Company I, Fift~ ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, Civil
War: Provided, That no back pay, bounty, pension, or allowance shall
be held to have acerued prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to
be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

M. SELLER & CO.

The bill (8. 2304) for the relief of M. Seller & Co. was con-
gidered as in Committee of the Whole, and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized
and directed to refund to M. Seller & Co., Portland, Oreg., certain
penalties in the amount of $7,147.80, being amount paid to the col-
lectors of customs at Portland, Oreg., and Seattle, Wash., on April 28,
1927, in the respective sums of $4,740.40 and $2,398.40, sald penalties
being incurred under the customs laws in the entry of certain merchan-
dise from Germany, at a less value than that returned upon final
appralsement, such entry having been made without any intentiion to
defraud the revenues of the United States or to conceal or misrepresent
the facts of the case or to deceive the appraiser as to the value of the
merchandise.

Mr., KING. Mr. President, I shounld like to have an explana-
tion of that bill.

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, the bill is my colleague’s bill.
I observe that he is absent for the moment from the Chamber.

This bill is for the relief of a firm doing business at Portland,
Oreg., and Seattle and Spokane, Wash. It provides for the
refunding of certain penalties exacted by the Customs Service
upon goods that were erroneously misvalued and entered. The
department. felt that they were obliged to collect the penalties.
They have stated, however, in the statement made fo the com-
mittee which examined the bill that they had no doubt but that
the declaration of value was made in good faith.

The committee believed in the light of 50 years of very law-
abiding course of this firm in its dealings with the United States
Government, in view of the fact that it had never encountered
any penalty heretofore, that the statement of good faith upon
the part of the department was a sufficient justification to
allow the refurn of the penalties. I hope the Senator may not
object to the bill.

Mr. KING. I should like to ask the Senator what is the
recommendation of the acting official of the Treasury Depart-
ment under whose jurisdiction this claim would come.

Mr. STEIWER. They made no recommendation, save to re-
port that they had no doubt that the declaration of value was
made in good faith, The reason why they made no recommen-
dation was that they thought their recommendation might be
construed as an attitude upon their part that would open up
other claims; but I desire to suggest to the Senator that there
probably will be no other claims where the circumstances are
similar to this one.

I neglected to state, in the statement I made a minute ago,
that in this particular case this importer had appealed to the
Treasury Department for information as to its course in making
the valuation, and made the valuation under the information
supplied by the Treasury Department itself, which was errone-
ous, as it proved afterwards because the antidumping law had
just been enacted, and both the agent of the Treasury Depart-
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{t]alen{: and the importer were in error in their understanding of
e law.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator that
many complaints have come to the attention of some of us, and
I know the matter was considered when an investigation of the
Internal Revenue Bureau was under consideration, as to the
frequency with which goods were undervalued that were
brought into the United States; and many manufacturers in
the United States, those whose products come into eompetition
with imports into the United States, have complained of the
undervaluations; and many charges have been made, I think
truthfully, that many of these importations were fraudulently
undervalued. It would seem to me that we ought to be very
careful in remitting these penalties.

Mr. STEIWER. The committee, if I may say so to the
Senator, serutinized this elaim with that particnlar idea in mind.
We thought, in view of the statement made by the Treasury
Department that it was done in good faith, on account of 50
years of honest dealings with the Treasury, that the claimants
were entitled to the presumption of good faith in this particular
ease,

Mr. KING. I shall not object.

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

FINCH R. ARCHER

The bill (H. R. 2658) for the relief of Finch R. Archer was
considered as in Committee of the Whole,

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

JOHN M. SAVERY

The bill (H. R. 4925) for the relief of John M. Savery was
considered as in Committee of the Whole.

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

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 11951) 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
Aungust 25: 1919, as amended by the acts of March 6, 1920, and
February 27, 1926, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over.

PAN AMERICAN UNION

The bill (H. R. 12809) authorizing the erection for the sole
use of the Pan Americun Union of an office building on the
square of land lying between Eighteenth Street, C Street, and
Virginia Avenue NW., in the ecity of Washington, D. C., was
considered as in Committee of the Whole,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may-1 inquire what is the cost
to the Government, if any? I thought we had a Pan American
Union. Is this to authorize the construction of another build-
ing?

Mr. KEYES. Yes, Mr. President; this is to authorize the
construction of an office building. The present building is not
adeguate for the activities of the Pan American Union at the
present time. If is proposed to erect an office building across
the street from the present Pan American Union Building, on a
gite now owned by the Government, and now occupied by the
War Department. There is no expense at all to the Govern-
ment, except that the Government will loan this site, but will
retain the title to the land.

Mr. KING, Who will pay for the building?

Mr. KEYES. The Pan American Union.

Mr. FLETCHER. Have they not got ground enough where
they are to construct their office building?

Mr. KEYES. There is room around the building, but archi-
tects are of the opinion that it would speil the building that
is there now to underfake to put an office building on the same
lot.

Mr. FLETCHER.
that building.

Mr. KEYES. This would be back, of course, but it would be
across the street. There is no objection to it, so far as I know ;
and the War Department, which occupies the proposed site, is
perfectly agreeable to the use of the land for this purpose.

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

THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, if there is mno objection, I
should like to have inserted in the Recorp an address by Rev.

I thought possibly there was room back of
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George BE. Bevans, of Fairmount, W. Va., which I think is of
some value.
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be
g0 ordered.
The matter referred to is here printed, as follows:
BEVANS REVIEWS LEAGUE OF NATIONS IN ACTION—MINISTER WRITES
ABOUT ORGANIZATION IN “ LEAGUE OF NATIONS PRACTICAL "

“The League of Nations practical™ is the subject discussed this
week by the Rev, George E. Bevans, pastor of the First Presbyterian
Church, at Fairmount, W. Va. Doctor Bevans spent a week at Geneva
last summer studying the League of Nations and attending the fourth
annual Institute of International Relations arranged by the League of
Nations Union (London) and the League of Nations Nonpartisan Asso-
clation (New York). About 400 delegates were present from Great
Britain and the United States,

In discussing the * League of Nations practical,’”” Doctor Bevans says:

“ Fifty-five years ago there was no association of nations to see that
letters were safely and quickly delivered from one country to another,
Mail traveled very slowly and on account of the difference in rates of
postage it was difficalt to send letters into foreign countries. In 1874
representatives from many nations met in Berne, Switzerland, and
formed what was knowu as the Universal Postal Union. As a result of
that union mail service was perfected between all nations and speed
and safety of mail delivery was guaranteed by the governments of the
world.

“ Nine years ago there wai no League of Nations established to
help maintain peace and the most terrible war in all history had
just come to a close. It was in January, 1920, that the first meet-
Ing of the League of Nations was called by President Woodrow Wilson
in Paris to promote intermational good will and peace. But as early
as 1914 definite plans had been formulating in the minds of leading
statesmen in Great Britain, France, and America, to the end that
after the World War ways and means must be provided to prevent
another such holocaust of civilization. Hence, when the delegates to
the Peace Conference met in Paris in 1819 there was a general under-
standing that some agreement would be made by the nations to pre-
vent if possible future wars. Suoch an understanding was contained in
the last of President Wilson's famous fourteen points, on the basis
of which the allied nations signed the armistice with Germany, which
stipulated that *a general association of nations must be formed under
specific covenants for the purpose of affording mutual guarantees of
political independence and territorial integrity to great and small
states alike,

“ The framing of the League of Nations covenant was the first work
accomplished by the delegates at the FPeace Conference in 1919. The
introduction to this peace covenant reads as follows: ‘' The high con-
tracting parties in order to promote international cooperation and
security by the acceptance of obligations not to resort to war, by the
prescription of open, just, and honorable relations between natjons,
by the firm establishment of the understandings of international law
as the actual rule of conduct among governments, and by the mainte-
nance of justice and a scrupulous respect for all treaty obligations in
the dealings of organized people8 with one another, agree to this cove-
nant of the League of Nations.'

“ Buch was the origin of the League of Nations, the story of its
organization and accomplishments represents the dawning of a new
day in world history. First, let us note the mechanics of the league
and then appraise its success and failures. The league consists of an
assembly, a council, and a secretariat. The assembly is composed of
the rank and file of the nations of the earth. The underlying motive
back of the league is that eventually every government will become a
Such bership is not automatically accorded, however,
but only as edch nation, other than those nations which were charter
members, makes definite application and agrees to certain requirements
and guarantees and is favorably wvoted upom by two-thirds of the
assembly.

“ There were 28 of the allied and 13 neutral nations who were the
first ofembers of the leagues, One state, China, though it never signed
the treaty of Versailles, containing the peace covenant, did sign the
covenant and entered the league that way. Hence at the first meeting
of the assembly of nations in 1920 there were 42 members repre-
sented. The assembly meets once a year on the first Monday in Septem-
ber. At the end of the seventh assembly in 1927 the membership
of the league had increased to 50 nations. The most notable coun-
tries not in the league are the United States, Russia, Mexico, Turkey,
and Egypt. All governments in the world with the exception of eight
have been members of the league.

“ 1t was quite fitting that the home of this new international organi-
zation should be centered at Geneva, Switzerland, the country which
has not had a war in a hundred years and whose republican form of
government is the oldest in existence. The assembly building at Geneva
is a very plain-looking rectangular structure, much like a public hall
in Ameriea, with a seating capacity of possibly 1,200. In the assembly
each nation can have three representatives, nominated in most cases by
the prime ministers of each country, and as all public questions are

hap
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referred to committees and each nation has a member on each committee
it is customary for the different States to have a group of experts to
assist in the committee work. The unanimous vote of the assembly is
required for any definite action,

“The work of the a bly ists in dis g six el of
questions, as follows: 1. Legal and constitutional questions, 2. The
league's technical organizations (the economie, health, and transit com-
missions). 3. Disarmament. 4. The league’s budget. 5. Humanitarian
questions. 6. Political questions (including mandates). The assembly
is independent of the council and corresponds roughly to a house of
representatives. Iis meetings are always of the open-forum type, where
the freest public discussions are held. The assembly turns the white
light of publicity upon all international questions and serves as a
safety valve for the nations.

*The couneil is limited in numbers and corresponds to a cabinet in
a government. It gives prominence and recognized leadership to the
largest nations. In the council, Great Britain, France, Italy, Japan,
and Germany have permanent seats, and nine other members are
elected by the assembly, the method being to elect three members each
year for a period of three years. The council {8 somewhat like the
Senate of the United States with its restricted membership, it meets
at least four times a year, in March, June, September, and Deecember,
and almost always at Geneva in the famous glass room. In fact, the
council has had 44 meetings in the seven years of itz history and has
developed a new method of handling problems of foreign affairs. The
prime ministers, secretaries of foreign relations, and other leading
statesmen thus are brought together frequently to talk informally about
matters of international concern. English and French are the two
official languages used at the league,

“The secretariat is chosen from 30 nations. It is something dis-
tinctively new in international cooperation and is the outstanding feature
of the League of Nations. It has been called the international eivil
service and well deserves the confidence and praise which it has re-
ceived from everyone acquainted with its work. There are from five
to six hundred international employees in the secretariat and labor
department of the league. They are all experts, skilled In the special
line of work for which they have been selected. They keep their nation-
ality, but their official allegiance and responsibility are to the league
alone, They remain at Geneva all the year engaged in their technical
work relating to the mandate countries, public health, social and labor
problems, press publieity, legal matters, armaments, ete. Rarely do
two members of the same nationality work together, the result being
a new and valuable coordination of different racial points of view, pro-
duce better international understanding and better international rela-

tions. Men and women are equally eligible for this world work through
the secretariat. The secretary general is elected annually by the
league.

“The expense attachd to such international administration and service
is by no means small and yet anyone who makes a study of the League
of Nations would not begrudge the expenditures. The cost of the
league, including the International Labor Organization and the Per-
manent Court of International Justice, amounts to $4,500,000 annually,
which sum represents the cost of two hours of World War to the
United States or one three-thousandtbs of the annual budget of France.

“ The accomplishments of the league in the brief seven years of its
history can be summed up as follows: First, the settlement of political
disputes, such as the Vilna guestion, which had started a war between
Poland and Lithuania in September, 1920, but, through the intervention
of the League of Nations, fighting was ended. Second, the Aaland
Islands question represented a struggle between Sweden and Finland for
possession of the islands. The league appointed two impartial commis-
siona of jurists of different nationalities, who visited the islands and
conntries involved and whose recommendations brought about satisfac-
tory settlement of the difficulties. Third, the Upper Silesia question pre-
sented a problem of the division of that territory between Germany and
Poland which would be acceptable to the two nations. The league by
wise and tactful planning succeeded in making the new frontier ‘a line
of union rather than of division.,’ Fourth, the Yugoslav threat of Al-
bania was the occasion of the invasion of Albanilan territory by Yugo-
slav troops. The matter was brought before the council, the Albanian
and Yugoslay representatives being present. Pledges were given to re-
spect the frontier and the trouble died down. Fifth, the Memel dispute
illustrates another type of league methods. The port of Memel on the
Baltic was the prize sought both by Lithuania and Poland. A small
commission of experts, with Mr. Norman Davis, a former Acting Secre-
tary of State in the United States, as chalrman, studied the dispute and
submitted an agreement which settled the points at lssue, 8ixth, the
Greco-Bulgarian dispute which started in October, 1925, an open warfare
between the two countries, with Greek troops invading Bulgaria with
artillery and airplanes and bombing towns and bridges. Bulgaria ap-
pealed to the league, fighting was stopped, and Greece had to pay over
$200,000 damages to Bulgaria,

“ Other examples of disputes settled by the league could be men-
tioned. Again and again embryonic wars have been prevented by the
Intervention of the league, which without such an International agency
might have resulted in another continental or world war, In addition
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to setiling political disputes, the League of Nations bas accomplished
an enormous amount of reconstruction work. International loans were
arranged which saved Austria and Hungary from bankruptey. One
million four hundred thousand Greek refugees were kept from per-
ishing and established in Greeee by a loan of $50,000,000. Four
hundred and twenty-seven thousand prisoners of war were exchanged
and aided by the League of Nations. Various health centers have been
established by the league. The white-slave traffic in women and chil-
dren has Dbeen closely watched and studied. Obscene literature cur-
tailed and two antiopium conferences fostered.

“In conclusion, the successes in International relations through con-
ferences and by throwing delays into the war machinery have demon-
strated that the League of Nations has developed a new technique,
which, if perfected, will produce a new world order. The failures of
the league are due to old national intrigues and raclal jealousies. It
is hard for old hatreds to die. 'I'reaties will always be potential
scraps of paper until the sense of moral obligation is universally
developed.

“ The League of Nations in the seven years of its history has dealt
with minor political differences rather than major difficulties, though
no dispute is so trifling that it can not become larger. As Hon. Eliho
Root said, ‘The spirit of International disputes is the main thing’
and it is the creation of that spirit which cooperation and interchange
of thought and discussion between the nations of the earth at Geneva
is accomplishing.

“The day can not be far distant when the United States, with the
other indifferent countries, will pledge allegiance to a united states of
the world, a league of nations which shall in truth become an open
parliament of man. When the day dawns, ‘the sword shall be beat
into plowshares and the spears into pruning hooks, nations shall not
lift the sword agalnst nation, neither shall they learn war any more.
God hasten that day!”

ESTABLISHMENT OF ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICES

Mr. STEIWER submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (8. 1794) establishing additional land
offices in the States of Montana, Oregon, Idaho, and South
Dakota, which was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed.

PREUMATIC-TUBE BERVICE

The bill (H. R. 13171) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to accept a franchise from the government of the city of
New York to change the routing of the pneumatic-tube service
between the customhouse and the present appraisers’ stores
building, and for other purposes, was considered as in Commit-
tee of the Whole. .

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

BREIDGE BILLS

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
pass seven bridge bills that have been reported without amend-
ment, They are in the usual form.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Chair hears none.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the following bridge bills in their order, and they were
severally reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed :

H. R.11692. An act authorizing the Gulf Coast Properties
(Inc.), a Florida corporation, of Jacksonville, Duval County,
Fla., its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and
operate a bridge across the Lake Champlain at or near East
Alburg, Vt.;

H. R.11797. An act granting the consent of Congrellk to Co-
Jumbus County, State of North Carolina, to construet, main-
tain, and operate a free highway bridge across the Waccamaw
River at or near Reeves Ferry, Columbus County, N. C.; and

H. R.11992. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Arkansas Highway Commission to construect, maintain, and oper-
ate a free highway bridge across the Current River at or near
Biggers, Ark.

Is there objection?

LAKE BABINE BRIDGE, TEX.

The bill (8. 4253) authorizing H. L, McKee, his heirs, legal
representatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate
a bridge across Lake Sabine at or near Port Arthur, Tex., was
considered as in Committee of the Whole, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., Thaf, in order to promote interstate commerce,
improve the postal service, and provide for military and other purposes,
H. L. McKee, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, be, and
is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and
approaches thereto, across Lake Babine, at a point sultable to the in-
terests of navigation, between a point at or near Port Arthur, Tex.,
and a point opposite in Cameron Parish, La., in accordance with the
provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

8107

bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1906, and subject
to the conditions and limitations contained in this act.

SEc. 2. There is hereby conferred upon H. L. McKee, his heirs, legal
representatives, and assigns, all such rights and powers to enter upon
lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess, and use real estate
and other property needed for the location, construction, operatiom,
and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches as are p d by
railroad eorporations for rallroad purposes or by bridge corporations for
bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate or other prop-
erty is sitvated, upon making just compensation therefor, to be ascer-
tained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the pro-
ceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or expro-
priation of property for publie porposes in such State: Provided, That
no part of the present Pleasure Pier on the east side of the Sabine-
Neches Canal belonging to the city of Port Arthur and/or leased to
the Port Arthur Chamber of Commerce and Shipping shall be con-
demned, nor shall the same be acquired or occupied by the said H. L.
McKee, his heirs, legal representatives, or assigns, except upon terms
and conditions to be stipulated by said ecity of Port Arthur and the
Port Arthur Chamber of Commerce and Shipping.

BEc. 3. The sald H. L. McEKee, his heirs, legal representatives, and
assigns, is hereby authorized to fix and charge tolls for transit over
such bridge, and the rates of toll so fixed shall be the legal rates until
changed by the Secretary of War under the authority contained in the
act of March 23, 1906.

SEc. 4. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Secretary of War, either the State of Texas, the State of Louisiana,
any public agency or political subdivision of either of such States,
within or adjoining which any part of such bridge is loeated, or any
two or more of them jointly, may at any time acquire and take over
all right, title, and Interest in such bridge and its approaches, and any
interest in real property necessary therefor, by purchase or by con-
demnation or expropriation, in aeccordahce with the laws of either of
such States governing the acquisition of private property for publie
purposes by condemnation or expropriation. If at any time after the
expiration of 10 years after the completion of such bridge, the same
is acquired by condemnation or expropriation, the amount of damages
or compensation to be allowed shall not include good will, going value,
or prospective revenues or profits, but shall be limited to the sum of
(1) the actaal cost of constructing such bridge and its approaches,
less a reasonable deduction for actual depreciation in value; (2) the
actual cost of acquiring such interests in real property; (3) actual
financing and promotion costs, not to exceed 10 per cent of the sum
of the cost of constructing the Lridge and its approaches and acquiring
such interests in real property; and (4) actual expenditures for neces-
gary improvements.

Bec. 5. If such bridge and its approaches shall at any time be taken
over or acquired by the States or public agencies or political subdivisions
thereof, or by either of them, as provided in section 4 of this act,
and if tolls are thereafter charged for the use thereof, the rates of toll
shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to pay for the
reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the bridge
and its approaches under ical ma t, and to provide a
ginking fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor, including
reasonable interest and financing cost, as soon as possible under reason-
able charges, but within a period of not to exceed 15 years from the
date of acquiring the same. After a sinking fund sufficient for such
amortization shall have been so provided, such bridge shall thereafter
be maintained and operated free of tolls, or rates of toll shall there-
after be so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed the amount
necessary for the proper maintenance, repair, and operation of the
bridge and its approaches under economical management. An accurate
record of the amount pald for acquiring the bridge and its approaches,
the actual expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and operating the
same and of the daily tolls eollected, shall be kept and shall be avail-
able for the information of all persons interested,

Sgc. 6. The said H. L. McKee, his heirs, legal representatives, and
assigns, shall within 90 days after the completion of such bridge, file
with the Secretary of War and with the highway departments of the
States of Texas and Louisiana, a sworn itemized statement showing
the actual original cost of constructing the bridge and its approaches,
the actual cost of acquiring any interest in real property necessary
therefor, and the actvnal finaneing and promotion costs. The Secretary
of War may, and upon request of the highway department of elther
of such States shall, at any time within three years after the com-
pletion of such bridge, investigate such costs and determine the
accuracy and the reasonableness of the costs alleged in the statement
of cost so filed, and shall make a finding of the actual and reasonable
costs of constructing, financing, and promoting such bridge; for the
purpose of such investigation the said H. L. McKee, his heirs, legal
representatives, and assigns, shall make available all of his records
in connection with the construction, financing, and promotion thereof.
The findings of the Secretary of War as to the reasonable costs of the
construction, financing, and promotion of the bridge shall be con-
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clusive for the purposes mentioned in section 4 of this act, subject
only to review in a court of equity for fraund or gross mistake,

Sme. 7. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the
rights, powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted
to H. L. McKee, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, and
any corporation to which or any person to whom such rights, powers,
and privileges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall
scquire the same by morigage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby
authorized and empowered to exercise the same as fully as though
conferred herein dirvectly upon such corporation or person.

Sgc. 8. There is hereby granted to H. L. McKee, his heirs, legal
representatives, and assigns, a right of way not to exceed 100 feet
in width across the spoil bank of the ship canal at such location, to
be approved by the Chief of Engineers, as will provide a highway con-
nection or connections between the bridge authorized by this act and
any bridge or bridges that are or may hereafter be constructed across
the ship canal, the United States to retain such free use of the right of
way as does not interfere with the bridge approach: Provided, That
no toll shall be charged for use of the approach to be built on United
States property. The duration of such right of way shall terminate
with the termination of the franchise granted by this act for the con-
struction of the bridge and shall attach to and become a part of such
bridge, and shall pass with the same in any transfer thereof.

Sec, 9. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

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

SARINE RIVER BRIDGE

The bill (8. 4254) aunthorizing the State of Texas and the
State of Louisiana to construct, maintain, and operate a free
highway bridge across the Sabine River at or near Pendleton’s
Ferry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That in order to facilitate interstate commerce,
improve the Postal Service, and provide for military and other purposes,
the State highway commission of Texas and the Louisiana Highway
Commission be, and are hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and
operate a free highway bridge and approaches thereto across the Sabine
River, between Sabine County, Tex., and Sabine Parish, La., at a point
suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near Pendleton’s Ferry, in
accordance with the provisions of an act entitled “An act to regulate
the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” approved March 23,
1906,

SEc, 2. There s hereby conferred upon the State highway commission
of Texas and the Louisiana Highway Commission all such rights and
powers to enter upon lands and to acquire, condemn, occupy, possess,
and use real estate and other property, needed for the location, construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance of such bridge and its approaches as
are possessed by railroad corporations for railroad purposes or by bridge
corporations for bridge purposes in the State in which such real estate
or other property is situated, upon making just compensation therefor, to
be ascertained and paid according to the laws of such State, and the
proceedings therefor shall be the same as in the condemnation or expro-
priation of property for public purposes in such State,

SEc. 3. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly
reserved.

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

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE NEAR RANDOLPH, MO,

The bill (H. R, 11338) authorizing the Kansas City Southern
Railway Co., its successors and assigns, to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge across the Missouri River at or near
Randolph, Mo., was considered as in Committee of the Whole,

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

The title was amended so as to read: “An act authorizing
the Kansas City Southern Railway Co., its successors and
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Missouri River near Randolph, Mo.”

MISSOURL RIVER BRIDGE

The bill (8. 4203) authorizing J. H, Haley, his successors and
assigns (or his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns), to
construet, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri
River at or near a point where Olive Street Road, St. Louis
County, Mo, if extended west wounld intersect the Missouri
River, was considered as in Committee of the Whole.

The amendments of the Committee on Commerce were, on
page 1, line 5, after the name “ J. H. Haley,” to strike out * his
successors and assigns (or”; in line 6, after the word * assigns,”
to strike out the parenthesis; on page 4, line 8, after the name
“ J. H. Haley,” to strike cut “ his successors and assigns (or"”;
on the same page, line 9, after the word “ assigns,” to strike
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out the parenthesis; on the same page, line 24, after the name
“J. H. Haley,” to strike out *his successors and assigns or";
on page b, line 1, after the word “ assigns,” to 'strike out the
parenthesis; on the same page, line 10, after the name “J. H.
Haley,” to sirike out * his successors and assigns (or”; and in
line 11, affer the word * assigns,” to strike out the parenthesis,
80 as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That in order to promote interstate commerce,
improve the Postal Service, and provide for military and other pur-
poses, J. H. Haley, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, be,
and is hereby, authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a Lridge
and approaches thereto across the Missouri River, at a point suitable
to the interests of navigation, at or mear a point about 3,500 feet
downstream from mile 45 as established by the survey of the United
Btates Engineers, War Department, sald place or point being approx-
imately 5,000 feet downstream from the point where Olive Street
Road, St. Louis County, Mo, if extended west would intersect the
southerly bank of the Missouri River, in accordanece with the provisions
of the act entitled “An act to regulate the construction of bridges
over navigable waters,” approved March 23, 1006, and subject to the
conditions and limitations contained in this aet,

8ec. 2. After the completion of such bridge, as determined by the
Secretary of War, elther the State of Missouri, any political subdi-
vislon thereof within or adjoining which any part of such bridge is
located, or any two or more of them jointly, may at any time acquire
and take over all right, title, and interest in such bridge and its
approaches, and any interest in real property necessary therefor, by
purchase or by condemnation or expropriation, in accordance with the
laws of such Btate governing the acquisition of private property for
public purposes by condemnation or expropriation. If at any time
after the expiration of 10 years after the completion of such bridge
the same is acquired by condemnation or expropriation, the amount of
damages or compensation to be allowed shall not include good will,
golng value, or prospective revenues or profits, but shall be limited to
the sum of (1) the ‘actual cost of econstructing such bridge and its
approaches, less a reasonable deduction for actual depreclation in
value; (2) the actual cost of acquiring such interest in real property ;
(3) actual financing and promotion cost, not to exceed 10 per cent
of the sum of the cost of constructing the bridge and its approaches and
nequiring such interest in real property; and (4) actual expenditures
for necessary improvements,

8pc. 3. If such bridge shall at any time be taken over or acquired
by the State of Missouri, or by any municipality or other political
subdivision or public agency thereof, under the provisions of section 2
of this act, and if tolls are thereafter charged for the use thereof,
the rates of toll shall be so adjusted as to provide a fund sufficient to
pay for the reasonable cost of maintaining, repairing, and operating the
bridge and its approaches under economical management and to pro-
vide a sinking fund sufficient to amortize the amount paid therefor,
including reasonable interest and financial cost, as soon as possible
under reasonable charges, but within a period of not to exceed 10 years
from the date of acguiring the same. After a sinking fund sufficient
for such amortization shall bave been so provided, such bridge shall
thereafter be maintained and operated free of tolls, or the rates of
toil shall thereafter be so adjusted as to provide a fund of not to exceed
the amount necessary for the proper maintenance, repair, and operation
of the bridge and its approaches under economical management. An
accurate record of the amount paid for aecquiring the bridge and its
approaches, the actual expenditures for maintaining, repairing, and oper-
ating the same, and of the daily tolls collected shall be kept and shall
be available for the information of all persons interested.

Sec. 4. J. H. Haley, his heirs, legal representatives, and nssigns,
shall w!’n 90 days after the completion of such bridge file with the
Secretary of War and with the highway department of the State of
Missouri a sworn itemized statement showing the actual original cost
of constructing the bridge and its approaches, the actual cost of acqguir-
ing any interest in real property necessary therefor, and the actual
finanelng and promotion costs. The Secretary of War may, and at the
request of the highway department of the State of Missouri shall, at
any time within three years after the completion of such bridge, investi-
gate such costs and determine the accuracy and the reasonableness of
the costs alleged in the statement of costs so filed, and shall make a
finding of the actual and reasonable costs of constructing, financing,
and promoting such bridge; for the purpose of such investigation the
sald J. H. Haley, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, shall make
available all of its records in connection with the construction, finane-
ing, and promotion thereof. The findings of the Becretary of War as
to the reasonable costs of the construction, financing, and promotion
of the bridge shall be conclusive for the purposes mentioned in section 2
of this aet, subject only to review in a court of equity for fraud or gross
mistake.

Sec. 5. The right to sell, assign, transfer, and mortgage all the rights,
powers, and privileges conferred by this act is hereby granted to J. I
Haley, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, and any corpora-
tion to which or any person to whom such rights, powers, and privi-
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leges may be sold, assigned, or transferred, or who shall acquire the
same by mortgage foreclosure or otherwise, is hereby authorized and
empowered to exercise the same as fully as though conferred herein
directly upon such eorporation or person.

Sgc. 6. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex-
pressly reserved,

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was reported To the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in,

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

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill authorizing
J. H. Haley, his heirs, legal representatives, and assigns, to con-
struet, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri River
near a point where Olive Street Road, St. Louis County, Mo,
if extended west would intersect the Missouri River.”
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE FOR REVISION OF CONVENTION OF 1914

FOR SAFETY OF LIFE AT SEA

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 131) providing for the partic-
ipation by the United States in the International Conference
for the Revision of the Convention of 1914 for the safety of
life at sea was considered as in Committee of the Whole, and
was read.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I have no objection to the consid-
eration of this joint resolution, but I inquire why the appropria-
tion is $100,000. In most of these measures it is either $25,000
or $50,000.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Because it will be necessary for
the United States to send a delegation of not less than 11 per-
sons to London for this purpose, with about 11 experts accom-
panying them. That was the size of the delegation in 1914,
The United States has more tonnage and is more interested in
this convention than any other nation, and it is necessary for
her to be represented at all of the various subcommittee meet-
ings that are held by the conference.

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire an opportunity to look
into this joint resolution. I ask that it go over to-night.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be
passed over,

INDEMNITY TO GOVERNMENT OF FRANCE

The bill (H. R. 9043) to authorize the payment of an indem-
nity to the Government of France on account of losses sustained
by the owners of the French steamship Madeleine as a result of
a collision between it and the U. 8. 8. Kerwood, was considered
as in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I observe that the tort in this
case, if there was one, was committed by the United States, so
I have no objection.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
American transport.

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

RECESS

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, the hour of 10.30 o'clock having
arrived, I move that the Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock
noon to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o'clock and 30 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess until to-morrow, Wednesday,
May 9, 1928, at 12 o'clock meridian.

It was a collision with an

NOMINATIONS
Eeecutive nominations received by the Senate May 8 (legisla-
tive day of May 3), 1928
FOREIGN SERVICE
To be Foreign Service officers, unclassified
Carlos J. Warner, of Ohio.
Burton Y. Berry, of Indiana.
John 8, Littell, of New York.
William P. Cochran, jr., of Pennsylvania. -
Robert D. Coe, of Wyoming.
Stanley 6. Slavens, of Texas,
Archibald E. Gray, of Pennsylvania.
Arthur R. Ringwalt, of Nebraska.
Morris N. Hughes, of Illinois,
Bertel E. Kuniholm, of Massachusetts,
Edmund O. Clubb, of Minnesota.
Henry 8. Villard, of New York,
William Edwin Guy, of Missouri.
Frederick H. Ward, of New Jersey.
Williamn W. Butterworth, jr., of Louisiana.
Julins Wadsworth, of Connecticut,
Robert Y. Brown, of Alabama,
Monree Hall, of New York,
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H. Livingston Hartley, of Massachusetts,

Edward G. Trueblood, of Illinois.

Garret G. Ackerson, jr., of New Jersey.

Robert P. Joyce, of California,

Charles 8. Reed, 2d, of Ohio,

James E. Brown, jr., of Pennsylvania.
To be vice consuls of career

Carlos J. Warner, of Ohlo.

Burton Y. Berry, of Indiana,

John 8. Littell, of New York.

William P. Cochran, jr., of Pennsylvania.

Robert D. Coe, of Wyoming,

Stanley G. Slavens, of Texas,

Archibald E. Gray, of Pennsylvania.

Arthur R. Ringwalt, of Nebraska.

Morris N. Hughes, of Illinois,

Bertel E. Kuniholm, of Massachusetts.

Edmund O. Clubb, of Minnesota,

Henry 8. Villard, of New York.

William Edwin Guy, of Missouri.

Frederick H. Ward, of New Jersey.

William W. Butterworth, jr.,, of Louisiana.

Juling Wadsworth, of Connecticut.

Robert Y. Brown, of Alabama,

Monroe Hall, of New York.

H. Livingston Hartley, of Massachusetts,

Edward G. Trueblood, of Illinois,

Garret G. Ackerson, jr., of New Jersey.

Robert P. Joyce, of California.

Charles 8. Reed, 2d, of Ohio.

James E, Brown, jr., of Pennsylvania,

POSTMASTERS
ALABAMA

Alden M. Wallace to be postmaster at Tuskegee, Ala., in place
;J§2éi. M. Wallace. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20,

William L. Jones to be postmaster at Parrish, Ala., in place
of W. L. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20, 1928.

Howard F. Little to be postmaster at Linden, Ala., in place of
H. F. Little. Incumbent's commission expires May 20, 1928,

Griffin G. Guest to be postmaster at Fort Payne, Ala., in place
of G. G. Guest, Incumbent’s commission expires May 20, 1928,

Louie W. Vaughan to be postmaster at Cuba, Ala., in place
(1152 g; W. Vaughan. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20,

Hugh H. Dale to be postmaster at Camden, Ala., in place of
H. H. Dale. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20, 1928,

ALASKA

Charles A. Sheldon fo be postmaster at Seward, Alaska, in
place of C. A. Sheldon. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 23, 1928,

William J. Shepard to be postmaster at Cordova, Alaska, in
place of W. J. Shepard. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928,

ARKANSAS

Genie O. Starnes to be postmaster at Lounann, Ark,, in place
of W. 8. Edsall, removed. 3

Madie W. Rusgell to be postmaster at Star City, Ark., in place
of M. W. Russell. Incumbent's commission expires May 26,
1928,

Maud Jackson to be postmaster at Sherrill, Ark,, in place of
Maud Jackson. Incumbent's commission expires May 26, 1928,

Elmer B, Wacaster to be postmaster at Mount Ida, Ark, in
place of E. B. Wacaster. Incumbent’s commission expires May
26, 1928,

Bertha E. Millian to be postmaster at Lexa, Ark., in place
of B. E. Millian. Incumbent's commission expires May 26, 1928,

John M, Phillips to be postmaster at Jasper, Ark., in place of
J. M. Phillips. Incumbent’s commission expires May 17, 1928.

CALIFORNIA

Homer C. Bolter to be postmaster at Vacaville, Calif., in place
of 8. F. Ellison, deceased.

Leslie M. McClary to be postmaster at Lomita, Calif., in place
of C. M. Smith, removed.

Edward A, Rees to be postmaster at Fontana, Calif., in place
of H. 8. Barbee, resigned.

Warren A. Woods to be postmaster at Suisun City, Calif., in
place of W. A. Woods. Incumbent's commission expired April
21, 1928,

Frances W. Brown to be postmaster at Montrose, Calif., in
place of F. W. Brown. Incumbent's commission expires May
14, 1928, -
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Nan G. Cary to be postmaster at Engelmine, Calif.,, in place
of 0. B. Camp. Incumbent's commission expired January 24,
1928,

COLORADO

James L. Allison to be postmaster at Woodmen, Colo., in place
of J. L. Allison. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928,

Charles V. Engert to be postmaster at Lyons, Colo., in place
of C. V. Engert. Incumbent’'s commission expires May 26, 1928.

John C. Kessenger to be postmaster at Limon, Colo,, in place
of J. C. Kessenger. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14,
1928,

Cora M. Northup to be postmaster at Fountain, Colo., in
place of C. M. Northup. Incumbent’s commniission expires May
26, 1928,

George Haver to be postmaster at Eckley, Colo., in place of
George Haver. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928.

Irving P. Beckett to be postmaster at Craig, Colo., in place of
I. P. Beckett. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928,

Thomas F. Beck to be postmaster at Aspen, Colo., in place of
T. F. Beck. Incumbent's commission expires May 14, 1928.

CONNECTICUT

Frederick W. Foster to be postmaster at Short Beach, Conn.,
in place of F. W. Foster. Incumbent’s commission expires May
14, 1928,

John A. Ayer to be postmaster at Saybrook, Conn., in place
of J. A. Ayer. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928,

Clarence L. Clark to be postmaster at Lyme, Conn., in place
of C. L. Clark. Incumbent’s commission expires March 19,
1928.

William T. Crumb to be postmaster at Jewett City, Conn., in
place of W. T. Crumb. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928.

James F. Holden to be postmaster at Forestville, Conn., in
place of J. F. Holden. Incumbent's commission expires May
19, 1928,

Edward 8. Coulter to be postmaster at Essex, Conn., in place
of K. 8. Coulter. Incumbent’'s commission expires May 19, 1928.

IDAHO

Lester J. Holland to be postmaster at Shelley, Idaho, in place
of L. J. Holland. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928.

Charles J. Shoemaker to be postmaster at Sandpoint, Idaho,
in place of C. J. Shoemaker. Incumbent's commission expires
May 19, 1928,

Floyd E. Reynolds to be postmaster at Richfield, Idaho, in
place of F. E. Reynolds. Incumbent's commission expires May
19, 1928,

Amanda O. Holmes to be postmaster at Plummer, Idaho, in
place of A. O. Holmes. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928.

Albert E. White to be postmaster at Payette, Idaho, in place
of A. E. White., Ineumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928,

Robert N. Molloy to be postmaster at Orofino, Idaho, in place
of R. N. Molloy. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928,

Ned Jenness to be postmaster at Nampa, Idaho, in place
of Ned Jenness, Incumbent's commission expires May 31, 1928,

Hugh D. Stanton to be postmaster at Kendrick, Idaho, in
place of H. D. Stanton. Incumbent’'s commission expires May
19, 1928.

Edith M. Smylie to be postmaster at Genesee, Idaho, in
place of B. M. Smylie. Incumbent’'s commission expires May
12, 1928.

Frank Dvorak to be postmaster at Aberdeen, Idaho, in place
of Frank Dvorak. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928,

ILLINOIS

Clarence C. Cary to be postmaster at Utica, Ill, in place of
8. K. Lewis, removed.

Laura A. Gregory to be postmaster at Willisville, I1l., in
place of L. A. Gregory. Incumbent’s commission expires May
20, 1928,

Mark Simpson to be postmaster at Waterman, I, in place
of Mark Simpson. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928,

Arthur Justus fo be postmaster at Warren, Ill, in place of
Arthur Justus. Incumbent’s commission expires May 26, 1928,

Christian Andres to be postmaster at Tinley Park, Ill, in
place of Christian Andres. Incumbent's commission expires
May 20, 1928.

LeRoy Gammon to be postmaster at Thebes, Ill., in place of
LeRoy Gammon. Incumbent's commission expires May 26, 1928.

Edward P. Devine to be postmaster at Somonauk, Ill., in
place of E. P. Devine.
23, 1928.

Incumbent’s commission expires May
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Elizabeth R. Grant to be postmaster at Shabbona, Ill, in
pi!f‘!ge of H. R. Grant. Incumbent's commission expires May 23,
2 | g

Harry Hufchins to be postmaster at Rockton, IIl, in place
gg 2§Iurry Hutchins. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20,

John N. Taffee to be postmaster at Pinckneyville, Il in place
of J. N, Taffee. Incumbent's commiSsion expires May 23, 1928.

Minor 8. Miller to be postmaster at Pearl City, Ill., in place
of M. 8. Miller, Incumbent’s commission expires May 26, 1928,

Guy E. Meyers, to be postmaster at Milledgeville, Ill., in place
011;28 G. E. Meyers. Incumbent's commission expires May 26,
& r

Irene L. Ford to be postmaster at Mahomet, Ill., in place of
I. I. Ford. Incumbent's commission expires May 14, 1928.

Jessie A. Livingston to be postmaster at Livingston, IIL, in
place of J. A. Livingston. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 20, 1928,

Charles J. Rohde to be postmaster at Lena, Tll., in place of
C. J. Rohde. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14, 1928,

Olive G. Woods to be postmaster at Hennepin, Ill., in place
of 0. G. Woods. Incumbent’s commission expires May 23, 1928,

Andrew R. Tarbox to be postmaster at Gibson City, IlL, in
place of A. R. Tarbox. Incumbent's commission expires May
20, 1928,

Frank G. Robinson to be postmaster at El Paso, Ill, in place
g{fﬁg‘ G. Robinson. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20,

John H. Lawder to be postmaster at Campbell Hill, IlL., in
ﬂaclomo; J. H. Lawder. Incumbent’s commission expires May

Hlliott 0. Andrews fo be postmaster at Belvidere, Il1,, in place
;}52(&1 0. Andrews. Incumbent’s commission expires May 23,

Joseph D. Robertson to be postmaster at Barrington, Ill., in
place of J. D. Robertson. Incumbent's commission expires
May 26, 1928,

Francis W. Craig to be postmaster at Apple River, IlL, in
place of ¥, W. Craig. Incumbent's commission expires May
20, 1928

INDIANA

John N. Hunter to be postmaster at South Bend, Ind., in
place of J, N. Hunter. Incumbent's commission expires May
12, 1928,

Warren B. Johnson to be postmaster at Owensville, Ind., in
%ut;e ggé W. B. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expires May

Iva D. Myers to be postmaster at Millersburg, Ind., in place
of 1. D. Myers. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20, 1928,

Walter C. Farrell to be postmaster at Middletown, Ind., in
ijéa?ge of W. C. Farrell. Incumbent's commission expires May 20,

Clara L. Boesen to be postmaster at Griffith, Ind., in place of
C. L. Boesen. Incumbent's commission expires May 17, 1028,

Clara A. Salla to be postmaster at Denham, Ind., in place of
C. A. Salla, Incumbent's commission expires May 20, 1928,

I0WA

Wesley Seuafferlein to be postmaster at Lake City, Iowa, in
place of L. M. Freeman, resigned.

Joseph McClelland to be postmaster at Wellman, Towa, in
place of J. A. Stump. Incumbent's commission expires May 19,
1928,

Clair A. Sodergren to be postmaster at Wayland, Iowa, in
place of C. A. Sodergren. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 19, 1928.

Charlie C. Clifton to be postmaster at Thompson, Towa, in
place of C. C. Clifton. Incumbent's commission expires May 17,
1928.

Hazel A. Coltrane to be postmaster at Stockport, Towa, in
place of H. A. Coltrane. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928, -

Frank T. Best to be postmaster at Pomeroy, Iowa, in place of
F. T. Best. Incumbent's commission expires May 20, 1928,

Solomon T. Grove to be postmaster at Plover, Iowa, in place
of 8. T. Grove. Incumbent’s commission expires May 29, 1928,

Frank E. Moravee to be postmaster at Oxford Junction, Towa,
in place of P. . Moravee. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 19, 1928.

Charles E. L. See to be postmaster at Laurens, Iowa, in place
of C. E. L. See. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928,

Howard B. Gillespie to be postmaster at Guthrie Center, Iowa,
in place of H. B. Gillespie. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 20, 1928,

John F. Dicus to be postmaster at Griswold, Towa, in place
of J. F. Dicus. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928
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Perry D. Burke to be postmaster at Gladbrook, Iowa, in place
of P. D. Burke. Incumbent's commission expires May 14, 1928,

Calvin C. Knoll to be postmaster at Gilmore City, Iowa, in
place of C. C. Knoll. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14,
1928,

William M. Young to be postmaster at Defiance, Iowa, in
place of W. M. Young. Incumbent's commission expires May 20,
1928,

James W. Duckett to be postmaster at Corwith, Iowa, in
place of J. W. Duckett. Incumbent's commission expires May
14, 1928,

William E. Clayman to be postmaster at Conrad, Towa, in
place of W. E. Clayman. Incumbent's commission expires May
14, 1928, ;

Lloyd S. Meyers to be postmaster at Columbus Junction, Iowa,
in place of L. 8. Meyers. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928.

J. Tracy Garrett to be postmaster at Burlington, Iowa, in
place of J. T. Garrett. Incumbent's commission expired Decem-
ber 19, 1927,

William W. Jamison' to be postmaster at Brighton, Towa, in
place of W. W. Jamison. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 19, 1928,

Charles H. Cookinham to be postmaster at Ayrshire, Iowa, in
place of C. H. Cookinham. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 14, 1928.

Clyde C. Sheaffer to be postmaster at Alden, Iowa, in place
of C. C. Sheaffer. Incumbent's commission expires May 20,
1928,

Patience Felger to be postmaster at Afton, Towa, in place of
Patience Felger. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928,

KANBAB

Bertha Colling to be postmaster at Washington, Kans., in
place of Connie Collins, deceased.

Susie J. Gibbons to be postmaster at St. Paul, Kans,, in place
of 8. J. Gibbons, Incumbent's commission expires May 20, 1928.

Ulysses (. Stewart to be postmaster at Rossville, Kans., in
place of U. G. Stewart. Incumbent's commission expires May
20, 1928,

Eldon C. Newby to be postmaster at Randolph, Kans., in place
of E. C. Newby. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928.

Henry M. Highland to be postmaster at MeCune, Kans., in
place of H. M. Highland. Incumbent’'s commission expires May
20, 1928,

.Sherman F. Lull to be postmaster at Linn, Kans., in place of
8. F. Lull. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928.

Frank W. Brady to be postmaster at Lebanon, Kans., in place
of A. J. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired December 18,
1927,

Charles F. Schafer to be postmaster at Jewell, Kans., in place
of C. F. Schafer. Incumbent’s commission expires May 24, 1928,

Merton M. Fletcher to be postmaster at Glasco, Kans., in
place of M. M. Fletcher., Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928,

Herbert L. Fryback to be postmaster at Colby, Kans., in
place of H. L. Fryback. Incumbent's commission expires May
19, 1928,

KENTUCKY

Anna E. Fuqua to be postmaster at Rockvale, Ky., in place of
A. E, Fuqua. Incumbent's commission expires May 14, 1928,

Helen E. Park to be postmaster at Rockport, Ky., in place of
L. F. Gibbs. Incumbent’s commission expired February 29,
1928,

Carley O. Wilmoth to be postmaster at Paris, Ky., in place of
C. 0. Wilmoth. Incumbent’s commission expires May 23, 1928.

Nuannie J. Wathen to be postmaster at Irvington, Ky., in
place of N. J. Wathen. Incumbent’s commission expires May
14, 1928,

Byrant H. Givens to be postmaster at Caneyville, Ky., in
place of B. H. Givens. Incumbent's commission expires May
14, 1928.

John G. Fisher to be postmaster at Berry, Ky., in place of
J. G. Fizher. Incumbent’s commission expires May 23, 1928.

John F. Graves to be postmaster at Arlington, Ky., in place
of J. F. Graves. Incumbent's commission expires May 14, 1928.

LOUISIANA

Florence Shelton to be postmaster at Destrehan, La., in
place of E. H. Tullis, removed.

Ector R. Gammage to be postmaster at Westlake, La., in
place of E. R. Gammage. Incumbent's commission expires May
19, 1928,

Nannie H. Rogillio to be postmaster at Water Proof, La,, in
place of N. H. Rogillio. Incumbent's commission expired April
15, 1928,
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Daniel Crowe to be postmaster at Vivian, La., in place of
Daniel Crowe. Incumbent’s commission expires May 12, 1928.
Walter C. Miller to be postmaster at Logansport, La., in
g‘lgace of W. O. Miller. Incumbent’s commission expires May
1928,

Lillian P. Gross to be postmaster at Lake Providence, La.,
in place of L. P. Gross. Incumbent's commission expires May
19, 1928,

Mattie B. Peyton to be postmaster at Keatchie, La., in place
0; M. B. Peyton. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928,

Claude H. Wallis to be postmaster at Houma, La., in place
of C. H. Wallis. Incumbent’s commission expired January 7,
1928,

John A. Marchand to be postmaster at Gonzales, La., in place
of J. A. Marchand. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928, ;

Augustine M. Dugas to be postmaster at Centerville, La., in
place of A. M. Dugas, Incumbent’s commission expired March
12, 1928.

MAINE

Carleton E. Young to be postmaster at Winterport, Me., in
place of C. E, Young. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928 :

Lawrence H, Allen to be postmaster at South Windham, Me,,
in place of L, H, Allen. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928,

Frank G. Thompson to be postmaster at Milo, Me., in place
of F. G. Thompson., Incumbent’s commission expires May 20,
1928.

Arthur Donkus to be postmaster at Lisbon, Me., in place of
Arthur Donkus,” Incumbent's commission expires May 22, 1928,

Gustavus A. Young to be postmaster at Island Falls, Me., in
place of G. A. Young. Incumbent's commission expires May 19,
1928,

Alvin H. Perley to be postmaster at Charleston, Me., in place
of A. H. Perley. Incumbent’'s commission expires May 22, 1928.

Fred E. Jones to be postmaster at Brownville, Me., in place
of ¥. E. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20, 1928,

MASSACHUSETTS

Naney 8. Harley to be postmaster at South Hanson, Mass.,
in place of N. 8. Harley. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928.

Walter B. Currier to be ppstmaster at South Acton, Mass,, in
place of W. B. Currier. Incumbent's commission expires May
19, 1928,

William P. Lovejoy to be postmaster at Barnstable, Mass.,
in place of W. P. Lovejoy. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 20, 1928,

MICHIGAN

Henry S, Smith to be postmaster at Wolverine, Mich,, in
place of D, M. Butler. Incumbent's commission expired Janu-
ary 9, 1928,

Frank N. Green to be postmaster at Olivet, Mich., in place of
F. N. Green. Incumbent’s commission expires May 23, 1928,

Arthur G. Stone to be postmaster at Niles, Mich., in place of
A. G. Stone. Incumbent’s commission expires May 23, 1928,

Ralph M. Powers to be postmaster at Jonesville, Mich., in
place of R. M. Powers. Incumbent’'s commission expires May
24, 1928.

Adrian J. Westveer to be postmaster at Holland, Mich., in
place of A. J, Westveer. Incumbent’s commission expires May
23, 1928.

James R. Flood to be postmaster at Crystal Falls, Mich., in
place of J. R. Flood. Incumbent’s commission expires May 29,
1928,

John H. Ter Avest to be postmaster at Coopersviile, Mich,,
in place of J. H. Ter Avest. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 24, 1928,

Edwin L. Groger to be postmaster at Concord, Mich,, in place
of E. L. Groger. Incumbent’s commission expires May 23,
1928, :

Earl Brown to be postmaster at Brighton, Mich., in place of
Earl Brown, Incumbent’s commission expires May 24, 1928,

MINNESOTA

Henry E. Day to be postmaster at Raymond, Minn., in place
of H. E. Day. Ineumbent’s commission expired December 19,
1927,

Alvin A, Ogren to be postmaster at New London, Minn., in
place of A. A, Ogren. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem-
ber 19, 1927.

Haug P. Becken to be postmaster at Hanska, Minn., in place
of H. I, Becken, Incumbent’s commission expires May 20, 1928,
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Henry O. Halverson to be postmaster at Gonvick, Minn., in
place of H. O. Halverson. Incumbend's commission expires
May 20, 1928.

MISSOURL

TFrederick M. Rich to be postmaster at P’erry, Mo., in place of
W. F. Norris, resigned.

Ezra L. Plummer to be postmaster at Seneca, Mo., in place
of B. L. Plummer. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14,
1928,

Robert J. Smith to be postmaster at Miller, Mo., in place of
R. I. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires May 14, 1928,

Ruby M. Rateliff to be postmaster at Matthews, Mo., in place
of R. M. Rateliff. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928,

Isaac P. Hopkins to be postmaster at Edgerton, Mo., in place
of I. P. Hopkins. Incumbent's commission expires May 19,
1928.

Mary M. Wightman to be postmaster at Bethany, Mo., in
place of M. M. Wightman. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 23, 1928,

Walter L. Mever to be postmaster at Auxvasse, Mo., in place
of W. L. Meyer. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14, 1928,

MONTANA

Thomas E. Devore to be postmaster at Whitehall, Mont., in
place of T. E. Devore. Incumbent's commission expires May
20, 1928.

Lucile D. Knight to be postmaster at Twin Bridges, Mont., in
place of L. D. Knight. Incumbent’s commission expires May
31, 1928,

Iobert Parsons to be postmaster at Sweeigrass, Mont., in
place of Robert Parsons. Incumbent's commission expires May
20, 1928, g

Margaret D. McGlumphy to be postmaster at Sumatra, Mont.,
in place of M. D. McGlumphy. Incumbent's commission expires
May 12, 1928.

Claude C. Alexander to be pestmaster at Stanford, Mont., in
place of €. C. Alexander. Incumbent’s commission expires May
20, 1928,

Robert T. Richardson to be postmaster at Missoula, Mont., in
place of R. T. Richardson. Incumbent’'s commission expires
May 20, 1928,

Lee Jellison to be postmaster at Hobson, Mont., in place of
Lee Jellison. Incumbent's commission expires May 26, 1928

George W. Patterson to be postmaster at Havre, Mont., in
place of G. W. Patterson. Incumbent's commission expires
May 20, 1928,

Avory W. Dehnert to be postmaster at Denton, Mont., in place
of A. W. Dehnert. Incumbent's commission expires May 20,
1028,

George . Core to be postmaster at Choteau, Mont., in place
of (. C. Core. Incumbent's commission expires May 20, 1928,

Charles W. Allison to be postmaster at Bainville, Mont., in
place of C. W. Allison. Incumbent's commission expires May
20, 1928,

NEBRASKA

Louis A. Rice fo be postmaster at Wilsonville, Nebr., in place
of L. A. Rice. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14, 1928

Otto J. Zuelow to be postmaster at Schuyler, Nebr,, in place
of 0. J. Zuelow. Incumbent's commission expires May 26,
1928.

Anton B. Helms to be postmaster at Randolph, Nebr., in
place of A. B. Helms. Incumbent’s commission expires May
26, 1928, y

Wesley E. Snider to be postmaster at Osceola, Nebr., in place
of W. 1. Snider. Incumbent’s commission expired April 7,
1928.

May Roberts to be postmaster at Nemaha, Nebr., in place of
May Roberts. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928,

Archie L. Smith to be postmaster at Imperial, Nebr, in place
of A. L. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20, 1928,

Elizabeth McGuire to be postmaster at Hampton, Nebr., in
place of Elizabeth MecGuire. Incumbent's commission expired
April 7, 1928,

Frank W. Fuhlrodt to be postmaster at Fremont, Nebr., in
place of F. W. Fuhlrodt. Incumbent’s commission expires May
20, 1928,

Harry V. Ingram to be postmaster at Exeter, Nebr., in place of
H. V. Ingram. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20, 1928,

Russell Mooberry to be postmaster at Dorchester, Nebr., in
place of Russell Mooberry. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 16, 1928,

Stanley E. Hemenway to be postmaster at Clearwater, Nebr.,
in place of 8. H. Ilemenway. Incumbent's commission expires
May 26, 1928,
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Orin J. Schwieger to be postmaster at Chadron, Nebr., in
%acleggg 0. J. Schwieger. Incumbent's commission expires May

Harry B. Clayton to be postmaster at Central City, Nebr.,
in place of H. B. Clayton. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 19, 1928,

Oscar M. Fenstermacher to be postmaster at Cedar Bluffs,
Nebr., in place of O. M. Fenstermacher, Incumbent's commis-
sion expires May 20, 1928,

Minnie L. Smith to be postmaster at Blue Springs, Nebr., in
;151;12(; of M. L. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires May 20,

Elmer H, Doering to be postmaster at Battle Creek, Nebr., in
place of K. H. Doering. Incumbent's commission expires May
26, 1928,

Edward F. Farley, jr., to be postmaster at Bancroft, Nebr.,
in place of BE. F. Farley, jr. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 19, 1928.

Harry C. McClellan to be postmaster at Arlington,.Nebr., in
place of H. C. McClellan, Incumbent’s commission expires May
26, 1928,

NEVADA

John W. Christian to be postmaster at Pioche, Nev., in place
(13;2.;. W. Christian. Incumbent's commission expires May 14,

William E. Dalton to be postmaster at Gerlach, Nev., in place
of W. E. Dalton. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14, 1928,

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Maurice R. Wright to be postmaster at Northampton, N, H.,
in place of M. R. Wright. Incumbent's commission expires May
24, 1928.

William T. Lance to be postmaster at Meredith, N, H., in
place of W. T. Lance. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928,

Leston F. Eldredge to be postmaster at Durham, N. H., in
place of L. F. Eldredge. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928,

Thomas H. Dearborn to be postmaster at Dover, N. H,, in
place of T. H. Dearborn. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928,

NEW JERSEY

Anne W. Campbell to be postmaster at Tabor, N. J., in place
?523. W. Campbell. Incumbent's commission expires May 12,

Belle H. Smith to be postmaster at Springfield, N. J., in place
of B. H. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928,

Charles Herrmann to be postmaster at South River, N. J.,
in place of Charles Herrmann. Incumbent's commission expires
May 19, 1928,

Rachel E. Berger to be postmaster at Ringoes, N. J., in
place of R. E. Berger. Incumbent’s commission expires May
14, 1928,

Harry B. Mason to be postmaster at Pompton Lakes, N. J.,
ill]) pi:l};g of H. B. Mason. Incumbent’s commission expires May

Ida H. Collom to be postmaster at Pemberton, N. J., in place
of I. H. Collom. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928.

Frank L. Pote to be postmaster at Paunlsboro, N. J., in place of
F. L. Pote. Incumbent’'s commission expired April 15, 1928.

William A. Reeves to be postmaster at New Lisbon, N. J. in
llliljmllyﬂ ‘.;)Sf W. A. Reeves. Incumbent’s commission expires May

Frank McMurtry to be postmaster at Mendham, N. I, in place
?E I;‘Il;gnk McMurtry., Incumbent’s commission expired January
D, 8.

John K. MacIlwain to be postmaster at Magnolia, N. J., in
place of J. E. Macllwain. Incumbent's commission expires May
29, 1928.

Lyle W. Morehouse to be postmaster at Little Falls, N. J.,
in place of L. W. Morehouse, Incumbent's commission expires
May 19, 1928,

George Coleman to be postmaster at Delanco, N. J,, in place of
George Coleman. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928.

Charles E. Bishop to be postmaster at Elizabeth, N. J.
in pilagg of C. E. Bishop. Incumbent’s commission expired April
21, 1928.

Harriet C. Rosenkrans to be postmaster at DBranchville,
N. I, in place of II. C. Rosenkrans, Incumbent’s commission
expires May 12, 1928,

NEW MEXICO

George H. Disinger to be postmaster at Hillsboro, N. Mex.,
in place of G. H. Disinger.
May 14, 1928,

Incumbent's commission expires
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Yolney P. Hyde to be postmaster at La Fargeville, N. Y., in
place of H. 8, Luther, removed.

Clifford C. Wenzel to be postmaster at Deferiet, N. Y., in place
of M. M. Parker, deceased.

Herbert J. Crandall to be postmaster at Silver Creek, N. Y.,
in place of H. J. Crandall. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 81, 1928.

Copeland B. Smith to be postmaster at Olean, N. Y., in place
of . BE. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928,

William W. Carpenter to be postmaster at Monticello, N. Y.,
in place of W. W. Carpenter. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 19, 1928,

William P. McConnell to be postmaster at Marlboro, N. Y., in
place of W. P. McConnell. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 19, 1928,

Tulu B. Morehouse to be postmaster at Marathon, N. Y., in
place of L. B. Morehouse. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 19, 1928.

George B. Bradish to be postmaster at Malone, N. Y., in place
of G. B. Bradish. Incumbent's commission expired April 15,
1928.

Walter N. Durland te be postmaster at Hurleyville, N. Y.,
in place of W. N. Durland. Incumbent’'s commission expires
May 19, 1928.

Daniel T. Evans to be postmaster at Chittenango, N. Y., in
place of D, T. Hyans, Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928,

Margaret M. Senecal to be postmaster at Champlain, N. Y., in
place of M. M. Senecal. Incumbent’s commission expires May
19, 1928,

Ettie M. Babceock to be postmaster at Canaan, N. Y., in place
of I. M. Babecock. Incumbent’s commission expires May 26,
1928.

Arthur J. Lytle to be postmaster at Angelica, N. Y., in place
of A. J. Lytle. Incumbent’s commission expires May 26, 1928.

NORTH CAROLINA

Thomas A. Kennedy to be postmaster at Troutmans, N. C.,
in place of T. A. Kennedy. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 20, 1928.

Perry T. Roane to be postmaster at Kelford, N. €, in place
of P. T. Roane. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928,

Joseph 8. Mitchell to be postmaster at Draper, N. C., in place
of J. 8. Mitchell. Incumbent's commission expires May 17, 1928,

Sue M. Vick to be postmaster at Bailey, N. C., in place of
S. M. Vick. Incumbent's commission expires May 17, 1928,

NORTH DAKOTA

Michael Coyne to be postmaster at Starkweather, N. Dak., in
place of Michael Coyne. Incumbent’s commission expires May
31, 1928,

Benjamin L. Anderson to be postmaster at Grenora, N. Dak.,
in place of B. L, Anderson. Incumbent's commission expires
May 20, 1928.

Paul M. Bell to be postmaster at Elgin, N. Dak., in place of
I’. M. Bell. Incumbent’'s commission expired April 21, 1928.

OHIO

Ray Phillips to be postmaster at Leavittsburg, Ohio, in place
of P. L. Livingston, removed.

Ralph Dunfee to be postmaster at Dresden, Ohio, in place
of C. 8. Littick, deceased.

Ben J. Filking to be postmaster at Wakeman, Ohio, in place
of B. J. Filkins. Incumbent’s commission expires May 17, 1928,

Charles R. Finnical to be postmaster at Newton Falls, Ohio,
in place of C. R. Finnical. Incumbent's commission expires
May 19, 1928,

Harry E. Griffith to be postmaster at Mount Gilead, Ohio, in
place of F. H. Miller. Incumbent's commission expired Decem-
ber 19, 1927.

John W. Kramer to be postmaster at Maumee, Ohio, in place
of J. W. Kramer. Incumbent's commission expires May 19,
1928,

Don B. Stanley to be postmaster at Lowell, Ohio, in place of
D. B. Stanley. Incumbent’s commission expires May 17, 1928.

Robert E. Friel to be postmaster at Lore City, Ohio, in place
of R. E. Friel. Incumbent's commission expires May 17, 1928.

Olive G. Randall to be postmaster at Hubbard, Ohio, in place
of 0, G. Randall, Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928,

Fred M. Hopkins to be postmaster at Fostoria, Ohio, in place
of ¥. M. Hopkins. Incumbent's commission expires May 31,
1928,

Hosea A. Spaulding to be postmaster at Delaware, Ohio, in
place of H. A. Spaulding. Incumbent’s commission expires
May 19, 1928,
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Melroy C. Johns to be postmaster at Caldwell, Ohio, in place
of M. C. Johns. Incumbent’s commission expires May 17, 1928,
OKLAHOMA

Dosia Parsons to be postmaster at Mountain View, Okla., in
place of W. M. Underwood, resigned.

Fred Godard to be postmaster at Wellston, Okla., in place of
Fred Godard. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928.

Howard E. Sowle to be postmaster at Vici, Okla., in place of
H. E. Sowle. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928

John H. Durnil to be postmaster at Picher, Okla., in place of
J. H. Durnil. Incumbent’'s commission expires May 24, 1928.

OREGON

William P, Skiens to be tmaster at Burns, Oreg., in place

of W. P. Skiens. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14, 1928,
PENNSYLVANIA

George A. Hill to be postmaster at Newtown, Pa., in place of
W. 8. Tomlinson, resigned.

Laura C. Ehler to be postmaster at Shippenville, Pa., in place
of L. C. Ehler, Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928.

Teresa (. Burke to be postmaster at Renova, Pa., in place of
T. G. Burke. Incumbent’'s commission expired January 22, 1928.

Maurice G. Coffey to be postmaster at Mill Hall, Pa., in place
ggzgi G. Coffey. Incumbent's commission expired January 22,

Joseph 8. Gillingham to be postmaster at Lincoln University,
Pa., in place of J. 8. Gillingham. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pires May 17, 1928,

Calvin E. Cook to be postmaster at Dillshurg, Pa., in place
of C. B. Cook. Incumbent’s commission expired March 7, 1928,

Howard 8. Kiess to be postmaster at Blossburg, Pa., in place
of H. 8. Kiess. Incumbent’s commission expires May 26, 1928,

PORTO RICO

Moises Jordan to be postmaster at Utuado, P. R., in place of
Moises Jordan. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928,

Jose Mayol to be postmaster at Arecibo, P. R., in place of
J. M. Alcover. Incumbent’'s commission expires May 19, 1928,

Carlos F. Torregrosa to be postmaster at Aguadilla, P. R., in
place of C. F. Torregrosa. Incumbent's commission expires May
19, 1928,

SOUTH DAKOTA

Goodwin L. Hansen to be postmaster at Wasta, 8. Dak, in
place of M. 8. Reed, deceased.

William R. Amoo to be postmaster at Morrisfown, S. Dak., in
place of W. R. Amoo. Incumbent’s commission expires May 20,
1928.

TEN NESSEH

William G. Leach to be postmaster at Huntington, Tenn., in
place of W. G. Leach. Incumbent’s commission expires May
14, 1928,

TEXAS

Joe P. Luce to be postmaster at Graford, Tex., in place of
V. M. Kahlban, resigned.

Oliver P. Maricle to be postmaster at Wichita Falls, Tex., in
place of O, P. Maricle. Incumbent’s comunission expires May
26, 1928,

James A. Morgan to be postmaster at Vega, Tex., in place
of J. A. Morgan, Incumbent’s commission expires May 26,
1928,

Minerva M. F. Cowart to be postmaster at Turkey, Tex., in
place of M. M. F. Cowart. Incumbent’s commission expires May
26, 1928.

William M. Willis to be postmaster at Timpson, Tex., in
place of W. M. Willis. Incumbent's commission expires May 26,
1928,

Hal M. Knight to be postmaster at Sterling City, Tex., in
place of H. M, Knight. Incumbent’s commission expires May
24, 1928,

Jesse P, Smith to be postmaster at Smiley, Tex., in place of
J. P. 8Smith, Incumbent’s commission expires May 26, 1928,

Raymond G. Hirth to be postmaster at San Juan, Tex., in
place of R. G. Hirth. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14,
1928,

William H. Tarter to be postmaster at Roxton, Tex., in
place of W. H. Tarter, Incumbent’s commission expires May
26, 1928,

Lillie M. Ragsdale to be postmaster at Richardson, Tex., in
place of L. M. Ragsdale, Incumbent's commission expires May
26. 1928.

Edgar W. Hargett to be postmaster at Richards, Tex, in
place of B. W, Hargett. Incumbent's commission expires May
26. 1928,

Fred N. Bland to be postmaster at Orangefield, Tex.; in place
of F. N, Bland, Incumbent's commission expires May 14, 1928,
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Clara . White to be postmaster at Megargel, Tex., in place
of C. C. White. Incumbent’s commission expires May 26, 1928,

Dunn R. Emerson to be postmaster at Marlin, Tex., in place
of D. R. Emerson. Incumbent’s commission expires May 26,
1928,

Robert W. Bourland to be postmaster at Marathon, Tex., in
place of R, W. Bourland. Incumbent’s commission expires May
14, 1928,

George F. Bates to be postmaster at Lyons, Tex., in place of
@G. I, Bates. Incumbent’s commission expires May 26, 1928,

Thomas C. Hood to be postmaster at Lyford, Tex., in place
of T. 0. Hood. Incumbent's commission expires May 14, 1928.

Mike O. Sharp to be postmaster at Denison, Tex., in place of
M. O. Sharp. Incumbent’s commission expires May 26, 1928,

Charles F. Palm to be postmaster at Carrizo Springs, Tex.,
in place of C, F. Palm. Incumbent’s commission expires May
14, 1928.

UTAH

Harris B. Simonsen to be postmaster at Helper, Utah, in
place of Bugene Chatlin, resigned.

Charles Boyer to be postmaster at Springville, Utah, in place
of T. H. Latimer, jr, Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 18, 1927.

VERMONT

Reginald W. Buzzell to be postmaster at Newport, Vi, in
place of R. W. Buzzell. Incumbent's commission expires May
19, 1928.

VIRGINIA

William B. Perkins to be postmaster at Trout Dale, Va., in
place of W, H. Hash, deceased.

Guthrie R. Dunton, jr., to be postmaster at White Stone, Va.,
in place of G. R. Dunton, jr. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 8, 1928

James O. Dameron to be postmaster at Weems, Va., in place
of J. 0. Dameron. Incumbent’s commission expired April 8,
1928,

Herbert C. Bolton to be postmaster at St, Paul, Va., in
place of H. O. Bolton. Incumbent’s commission expires May
22, 1928,

John J. Ward to be postmaster at Nassawadox, Va., in place
of J. J. Ward. Incumbent's commission expires May 19, 1928.

Frank G. Jones to be postmaster at Montvale, Va., in place
of F. (. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928,

Nannie L. Curtis to be postmaster at Leehall, Va., in place
of N. L. Curtis. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1928,

Bernard Willing to be postmaster at Irvington, Va., in place
of Bernard Willing. Incumbent's commission expired April

1928,
8“Sl‘homms T. Weddle to be postmaster at Floyd, Va., in place
of T. T. Weddle. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928,

Ray L. Barlow to be postmaster at Buckner, Va., in place
of R. L. Barlow. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19,
1928,

WASHINGTON

William G. Meneice to be postmaster at Carson, Wash., in
place of W. G. Meneice. Incumbent's commission expires May
14, 1928.

WEST VIRGINTA

Norvell H. Burruss to be postmaster at Spring Hill, W. Va,,
in place of B. N. Burruss, deceased.

Gertrude Smith to be postmaster at Oak Hill, W. Va., in
place of Gertrude Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires May
14, 1928.

Alphonse Lenthardt to be postmaster at Grafton, W. Va., in
place of Alphonse Leuthardt. Incumbent’s commission expired
May 3, 1928,

Aileen J. Calfee to be postmaster at Eckman, W. Va., in place
of A. J. Calfee. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14, 1928,

Lawrence Barrackman to be postmaster at Barrackville,
W. Va., in place of Lawrence Barrackman. Incumbent's com-
mission expires May 14, 1928,

WISCONSIN

Charles E. Sage to be postmaster at Wild Rose, Wis, in
place of C. A. Smart, deceased.

Earl H. Herbert to be postmaster at Coleman, Wis,, in place
of A. B. Van Vonderen, deceased.

Fred J. Scheinpflug to be postmaster at Boscobel, Wis,, in
place of L. K. Austin, resigned.

Charles L, Calkins to be postmaster at Rhinelander, Wis., in
place of O. L. Calkins, Incumbent’s commission expires May
12, 1928,
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Richard A. Goodell to be postmaster at Platteville, Wis., in
place of R. I. Dugdale. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 7, 1928,

John A. Dickerson to be postmaster at Edgerton, Wis., in
place of D, C. Gile, Incumbent’s commission expired February
15, 1928.

WYOMING

Frank G. Brown to be postmaster at Fort Laramie, Wyo., in

%aele nglst F. G. Brown. Incumbent's commission expires May

CONFIRMATIONS
Bzecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 8 (legis-
lative day of May 3), 1928
COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REVENUR
Harris F. Mires to be assistant to the Commissioner of In-
fernal Revenue,
CoLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS

Manuel B. Otero to be collector, collection district No. 24, Kl
Paso, Tex.

POSTMASTERS
CALIFORNIA
Zylpha Potter, Hughson,
Frank N. Lawrence, Mount Shasta.
Belle Kornelissen, Newhall.
: ILLINOIS
Harold E. Ward, Sterling.
KENTUCKY
Sophia A. Calvert, Big Clifty.
Charles A, Niles, Dawson Springs.
Orvil Coleman, Wolfpit.
MINNESOTA
Fred J. Page, Cusson.
Thomas Considine, Duluth.
Albert J. Schroeder, Holdingford.
MISSISSIPPI
John B. Going, Calhoun City.
. Charles Kramer, Stonewall.
NEW HAMPSHIRE
Thomas H. Dearborn, Dover,
WISCONSIN
Fred J. Scheinpflug, Boscobel.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuespay, May 8, 1928

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Blessed Lord and Master, Thy bountiful mercy is our hope
and trust. We are here not in our own strength but through
the loving-kindness and condescension of our Heavenly Father.
Each day Thou dost set the marks of loveliness upon the face of
Thy creation. Unto us do Thou send forth Thy light, that we
may fulfill the measure of duty that is made plain to us.
Enrich us with the fruitful joys of the Christian’s faith; may
they be our shield and our defense. Redeem our country from
enmities and jealousies. Shadow it everywhere with the sweet,
gracions sentiment of brotherhood. Teach us that the lasting
treasure of life is the presence of Him who quiets all alarms
and stills the soul with heavenly peace. Through Jesus Christ
our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and

approved.
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk,
announced that the Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11026)
entitled “An act to provide for the coordination of the public-
health activities of the Government, and for other purposes.”

The message also announced that the Senate disagrees to the
amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. T44)
entitled “An act to further develop an American merchant
marine, to assure its permanence in the transportation of the
foreign trade of the United States, and for other purposes,”
requests a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes
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