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3728. By Mr, KELLY: Petition of citizens of Braddock and
North Braddock, Pa., asking for establishment of department
of education; to the Committee on Education.

3729. By Mr. KETCHAM : Petition signed by Ida A. Smith
and 11 other residents of Otsego, Mich., urging the passage of
a Civil War pension bill carrying the rates proposed by the
National Tribune; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

3730. By Mrs. LANGLEY : Petition of James C. Jones, Kelly
Turner, Pauline Flinchum, and 65 other citizens of Perry
County, Ky. urging speedy consideration and the passage of
Senate bill 465 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates
of pension to the men who served In the armed forees of the
United States during the Spanish War period ; to the Committee
on Pensions,

3731, Also, petition of F. 8, Knox, jr., W. H. Saulsbury, G. H.
Hudson, and 60 other ecitizens of Letcher County, Ky., urging
the speedy consideration and passage of House bill 2562 and
Senate bill 476, providing for increased rates of pension to the
men who served in the armed forces of the United States during
the Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions.

3732. By Mr. LER of Texas: Petition of citizens of Ballinger,
Tex., urging the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562;
to the Committee on Pensions.

3733. By Mr. McCLOSKEY : Petition of John H. Malinack
and 79 other residents of San Antonio, Tex,, favoring the pas-
sage of House bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions.

3734, By Mr, McKEOWN : Petition of Isaac Dodrill and other
citizens of MecLoud, Okla,, urging speedy consideration of Houge
bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the men
who served In the armed forces of the United States during the
Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions,

3735. By Mr. MAAS: Resolution adopted by the council of
the city of 8t. Paul, Minn., relative to commemorating the death
of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

3736. By Mr. MICHENER : Petition of sundry ecitizens of
Morenci and Monroe, Mich., favoring the passage of House bill
2562; to the Committee on Pensions.

3737. By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: Petition of J. F. Ryan,
F. W. Robinson, R. N. Wrenn, and others, petitioning Congress
for the passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the
Committee on Pensions.

3738, By Mr. MOUSER : Petition of citizens of Findlay and
Alvada, Ohio, asking that favorable consideration be given to
House bill 2562, known as the Spanish-American War pension
bill; to the Committee on Pensions,

3739. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the Los
Angeles Chamber of Commerce, favoring the passage of the
MeNary resolution over the Johnson-Box quota bills for Mexico;
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

3740. By Mr. PRALL: Petition signed by citizens of the
Borough of Richmond, Staten Island, N. Y., in favor of House
bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to the men
who served in the armed forces of the United States during the
Spanish War period, received from Alexander J. Barry, 21 Clark
Place, West New Brighton, Staten Island, N. Y., a veteran of
1898 ; to the Committee on Pensions.

3741. Also, petition received from citizens of Staten Island,
N. Y., approving the creation of a national department of educa-
tion to strengthen the publie-school system ; to the Committee on
Education.

3742, By Mr. FRANK M, RAMEY: Petition of Hrnest A.
Matthews and 61 other residents of Springfield, Ill., urging the
passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for
increased rates of pension to the men who served in the armed
forces of the United States during the Spanish-War period; to
the Committee on Pensions.

3743. By Mr. SLOAN : Petition of Thomas Swearingen and 143
ofhers, favoring Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing
for increased rates of pension to the men who served in the
armed forces of the United States during the Spanish-War
period ; to the Committee on Pensions,

3744, By Mr. STONE : Petition of various citizens of the State
of Oklahoma, urging enactment of Senate bill 476 and House bill
2562; to the Committee on Pensions.

8745, Also, petition of various citizens of the State of Okla-
homa, urging enactment of a Civil War pension bill; to the
Committee on Invalid Pensions.

3746. By Mr, SWICK: Petition of R. G. Sanderson and 57
regidents of New Castle, Lawrence County, Pa., urging the pas-
sage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, for the relief of
veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on
Pensions.

3747, By Mr. SWING: Petition of C. R. Lewis and 82 other
citizens of Elinore, Calif., favoring the passage of Senate bill
476 and House bill 2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions.
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3748. By Mr. WOLFENDEN : Petition of 8. B. Waddell and
others, of Chester, Pa., and vicinity, urging legislation to pro-
vide increased pensions for Clvil War veterans and widows of
veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

3749. By Mr. WYANT: Petition of Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union, of Avonmore, Westmoreland County, Pa., urging
passage of Robsion-Capper bill, providing for Federal depart-
ment of education ; to the Committee on Education,

SENATE
WebpNEespay, January 29, 1930

(Legislative day of Monday, January 6, 1930)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
recess,

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will eall the roll.

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

Ashurst Fletcher
Baird Frazier
Barkley George
Bingham Gillett

Black Glass

Blaine Glenn

Blease Goff

Borah Goldsborough
Bratton Gould
Brookhart Greene
Broussard Grundy
Capper Hale
Caraway
Connally
Copeland
Cougzens

Kean
Kendrick
Keyes
La I'ollette
McEellar
McMaster
McNary
Metealf
Moses
Norbeck
Norris
Nye
Oddie
Overman
E:}:ti terson
pps
Pine
Ransdell
Robinson, Ind,
Robhsion, Ky.
Schall

Sheppard
Shipstead
Simmons
Smith

Smoot

Steck
Steiwer
Sullivan
Swanson
Thomas, Idaho
Thomas, Okla.
Townsend
Trammell
Tydings
Vandenberg
Wagner
Walcott
Walsh, Mags,
Walsh, Mont,
Watson

Harrls
Harrison
Hatfield
Hawes
Hebert
Heflin
Howell
Johnson
Jones Wheeler

Mr. TOWNSEND. I desire to announce that my colleague
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. Hasmings] is detained
from the Senate on account of illness in his family, I ask that
this announcement may stand for the day.

Mr. FESS. I wish to announce that my colleague the junior
Senator from Ohio [Mr. McCuLrocH] is necessarily detained
from the Senate. I ask that this announcement may stand for
the day.

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to announce that my colleague the
junior Senator from Mississippl [Mr, StepHENS] is necessarily
detained from the Senate by illness. I will let this announce-
ment stand for the day.

Mr, SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the junior Sena-
tor from Utah [Mr. Kina] is detained from the Senate by illness.
I will let this announcement stand for the day.

I also wish to announce that the senior Senator from Nevada
[Mr. Prrrman] and the junior Senator from Arizona [Mr, Hay-
pEN] are necessarily absent from the sessions of the Senate
attending a conference in the West relative to the diversion of
the waters of the Colorado River.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-four Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

REPORT OF CHESAPEAKE & POTOMAC TELEPHONE CO.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the president of the Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone
Co., submitting, pursuant to law, the report of the company for
the full year 1929, which was referred to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a resolutien
adopted by the Washington (D. C.) Central Labor Union, pro-
testing against the passage of the bill (8. 3180) relating to the
qualifications of civil commissioners for the District of Colum-
bia, which was referred to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

He also laid before the Senate a resolution adopted by the
Washington (D. C.) Central Labor Union protesting against the
action of the Secretary of the Navy in suspending the Navy
wage board hearings and favoring the reconvening of that board
at an early date, ete., which was referred to the Committee on
Naval Affairs.

Mr. VANDENBERG presented a resolution adopted by Al-
gonae Lodge, No. 11, Shipmasters' Association of the Great
Lakes, at Algonae, Mich., protesting against the passage of legis-
lation to provide for the establishment of shipping commis-
sioners at ports on the Great Lakes, which was referred to
the Committee on Commerce.
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He also presented a resolution adopted by the common council
of the eity of Hamtramek, Mich,, favoring the passage of legis-
lation designating Oectober 11 as a memorial day for Gen.
Casimir Pulaski, Revolutionary War hero, which was referred
to the Committee on the Library.

Mr. WALCOTT presented a telegram in the nature of a peti-
tion from the Connecticut Auxiliary, United Spanish War Vet-
erans, of Sonth Manchester, Conn., praying for the passage of
legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War veterans,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a resolution adopted by Court ‘Welch, No.
84, Foresters of America, of Waterville, Conn., favoring the pas-
sage of legislation granting inecreased pensions to Spanish War
veterans, which was ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented resolutions adopted at the annual meeting
of the First Congregational Church of Branford, and the League
of Women Voters, of Meriden, in the State of Connecticut,
favoring the ratification of the proposed World Court protocol,
which were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a paper in the nature of a petition from
the New Haven Trades Council, of New Haven, Conn., favoring
the use of New England granite in the erection of Federal post-
office buildings, which was referred to the Committee on Publie
Buildings and Grounds,

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of the State
of New Jersey, praying for the passage of legislation granting
increased pensions to Spanish War veferans, which was ordered
to lie on the table,

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark and
vicinity, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage of
the so-called Hughes bill, being the bill (H. R. 3367) to amend
section 200 of the World War veterans' act of 1924, as amended,
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

Mr. BLAINE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Janes-
ville, Wis,, praying for the passage of legislation granting in-
creased pensions to Spanish War veterans, which was ordered
to lHe on the table.

Mr., SHEPPARD presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Dallas and Tyler, Tex., praying for the passage of legislation
granting increased pensions to Spanish War veterans, which
were ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. SHIPSTEAD presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Marble and West St. Paul, Minn,, praying for the passage of
legislation granting Increased pensions to Spanish War veterans,
which were ordered to lie on the table,

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma presented a petition of sundry
citizens of Ringling, Okla., praying for the passage of legisia-
tion granting inereased pensions to Spanish War veterans,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

PROSECUTION OF PROHIBITION CASES

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I ask to have inserted in the
body of the Recorp as a part of my remarks a letter from the
United States distriet attorney for the western distriet of Vir-
ginia, Hon. John Paul, having reference to the suggestion of the
so-called Commission on Law Enforcement concerning the judi-
cinl powers of United States commissioners in the prosecution
of prohibition eases. I also ask to have the letter referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

There belng no objection, the letter was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary and ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

HaerisoNnons, VA, January 2§, 1990,
Hon. CArTER GLASSH,
United States Benate, Washington, D, O.

My Dear SgsaTon: Because of the fact that it deals with matters
with which in my position as United States attorney I have a connee-
tion, 1 have been naturally much interested in the report recently made
by the Commission on Crime and Law Enforcement, and in the recom-
mendations made to Congress based upon that report.

Enowing that Mr. MoxTAGUR is & member of the Judiclary Committee
of the House 1 wrote him some days ago expressing rather casually
pome views In connectlon with this report. Since that time 1 have dis-
cugsed these same views with the asslstunts In my office, and others
having a connection with the enforcement of the Federal laws, with
the result that my opinlons bhave been confirmed and strengthened, and
it has been suggested that I communicate to you also the substance of
our common view on certain phases of the commission's report.

1 have the thought that the recommendations of the commission are
based largely upon conditions found to exlst In urban or densely popu-
lated communities, and that there has not been due consideration given
to the possible effect on enforcement In other and different sectlons
of the country In case the recommendations of the commission are
enncted Into lnw.

In dealing with the enforcement of the prohibition law the attention
of the commisslon wias naturally centered on those sections where the
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law s ignored or not emforced, and which are, In the main, Inrge
cities of the country or communities close by such citles, or States
baving no State prohibltion law. The commission has made certain
recommendations which might be of conslderable help In the enforce-
ment of the law in urban centers, and where there is no State law, but
which would not only not be helpful but In my oplnlon would be barm-
ful in widespread rural districts, and where there is a State law.

I bave in mind, among other things, the recommendation for legis-
Intion which would make it possible for many of the prohibition cases
to be trled and disposed of by United States commissioners, with a
view to relieving the congestion in the district courts. I ean see where
this might be helpful in large cities or densely populated communities
in districts having small geographical limits., In such places men of
good legal tralning might be obtained as commissioners, and you would
have in effect an inferior court, with established guarters and facilities,
sitting elmost continually, to which accused persons from the entire
city might be brought for trial, and at which the presence of the dis-
trict attorney or his assistants ecould be obtalned without difficulty to
prosecute the cases heard. But it will readily, oceur to you that in
this district, for example, with 20 or more United States commissioners
scattered throughout 55 counties, extending from Bristol to Winchester,
many of them living in small and inaccessible towns, it would be an
impossibility for the district attorney’s office to be represented at all
the hearings before the commissioners, even were 1t possible In all
instances to obtain as commissioners men of such training or ability as
to justify them in having the final disposition of these offenses. And
I feel that if cases are heard before commissioners without the presence
of an attorney representing the Government in thelr prosecution a
most unsatisfactory condition will result, and in a very short while
there will be a flood of criticism of the Government on its fallure to
enforce the law. I am inclined to think also that the tendency would
be to create a bellef in the minds of the population generally that the
Federal Government was undertaking the sole burden of enforcing the
law, and to that extent there would be a lessening of the efforts of
State officers, which would be most unfortunate,

Another practical difficulty would be that when prohibition agents
bad made an arrest in the course of a raid, the trial of the accused
would very probably be fixed for some time (a week or more) In the
future in order that he might prepare for trial. With a Umited force
of agents they are kept on the move and In the course of a week the
agents making the arrest might be In some community a hundred or
more miles away and would have to abandon their efforts there to
return to the trial. If the probibition agents would have to regulate
thelr movements in order to be at various trials in widely scattered
and isolated parts of the district, their work In the field wounld be
greatly hampered.

If in any trial before a commissloner, the accused is to have an
appeal to the distriet court as a matter of right, then we may be sure
that there will be an appeal in every case where he thinks the gen-
tence imposed by the commissioner is severe, or where he is willing
to take a chance on a lighter sentence In the district court—which
will be In most cases. The alleged congestion in the district courts
will be relieved to a very small extent.

If there is to be no appeal from the commissioner's court as a mat-
ter of right, but only on error committed, then every commissioner's
court must be a eourt of record. And I am sure that Congress is not
prepared to establish several thousand soch ecourts throuvghout the
rural and mountainous sectlons of the United States,

There are other phases of thls particular recommendation as well
as other recommendations made by the commission which do not ap-
peal to me as being of practical benefit as applied to most parts of the
country ; and while T do not wish to go into a detailed expresslon of
my views, I have thought it worth while to call attention to the
necessity of consldering the report of the commission from the stand-
point of all sections of the country, and not only from the standpoint
of a few communities upon which the commission evidently ecenters
its attenfion.

No such publicity was given the hearings or investigations of the
commission as enables one to say upon what information they rest
their report. And it may be that the scope of their investigations
wnas more comprehensgive than T Imagine. But it seems to me that in
consideration of any proposed legislation the Judiciary Committee
would not go amiss in having an expression of the views of distriet
attorneys, prohibition administrators, and others having a direct and
intimate knowledge of the problems of law enforcement Ino warlous
gections of the country.

It may be that, with only one year of experience as district attorney,
my opinion is not entitled to great weight, but there must be through-
out the country many experienced men serving in this same position
whose views would be of value. And I Incline to the belief that they
would accord with my view that some of the legislation recommended
would seriously impair enforcement of the prohibition law In most parts
of the United States.

I am writing a letter similar to this to Senator BWANSON.

With my cordial good wishes to you, I am, very sincerely,
JOEN PavL,
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REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS

Mr. BORAH, as in open executive session, from the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations, reported sundry nominations in
the Diplomatic and Foreign Service, which were ordered to be
placed on the Executive Calendar.

Mr., PHIPPS, as in open executive session, from the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported sundry post-
office nominations, which were ordered to be placed on the
Executive Calendar.

BILLS INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. DALE:

A bill (8. 8349) granting an increase of pension to Susan
Shores (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. FESS:

A bill (8. 8350) granting a pension to John Ryan (with ac-
companying papers) ; and

Aphill (8. 8351) granting a pension to William W, Whitacre
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr, TRAMMELL: i

A bill (8. 8352) granting an increase of pension to Charles
Kneibler; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma : 3

A bill (S. 8353) granting an increase of pension to Peter F.
Weasel (with accompanying papers); te the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. SMOOT ;

A bill (8. 3354) to create an establishment to be known as
the National Archives, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. JONES (by request) :

A bill (8. 8355) to amend section 202 of the Federal farm
loan act, as amended; to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency.

By Mr. HATFIELD:

A bill (8. 3356) granting an increase of pension to Annie
Gilmore (with asecompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr, DENEEN :

A bill (8. 3357) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
T, Roberts (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. JONES:

A bill (S, 8358) for the erection of a Federal building at
Anacortes, Wash,; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds,

By Mr. McMASTER:

A bill (8. 3359) to authorize a per capita payment to the
Pine Ridge Sioux Indians of South Dakota; to the Committee
on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. STEIWER :

A bill (8. 3360) authorizing the Secretary of War to convey
to the University of Oregon certain lands forming a part of
the Coos Head Military Reservation; to the Committee on
Military Affairs.

By Mr, THOMARS of Oklahoma :

A bill (8. 8361) for the relief of Charles B. Johnson; to the
Committee on Claims,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

On motion of Mr. Howgrr, and by unanimous consent, the
Committee on the Judiciary was discharged from the further
consideration of the bill (8. 3344) supplementing the national
prohibition act for the Distriet of Columbia, and it was referred
to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

AMENDMENTS TO THE TARIFF BILL

Mr, COUZENS submitted three amendments intended to be
proposed by him to House bill 2667, the tariff revision bill,
which were ordered to lie on the table and to be printed.
SUBCOMMITTEE TO CONSIDER ABOLISHMENT OF FEDERAL FARM LOAN

BOARD

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, as chairman of the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry, I wish to announce that I have
appointed to consider the bill (8. 2463) to transfer all functions
of the Federal Farm Loan Board to the Federal Farm Board, to
abolish the Federal Farm Loan Board, and for other purposes,
fittroduced by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART], a sub-
committee consisting of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
Warcorr] as chairman, the Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Frazer], the Senator from Idaho [Mr. THoMAS], the Senator
from Louisiana [Mr. Raxsperr], and the Senator from Wyoming
| Mr, KENDRICK].
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EXECUTIVE MESSAGE

A message in writing was communicated to the Senate from
the President of the United States by Mr. Latta, one of his
secretaries,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED BILL 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 enrolled bill (8. 234) to provide books and
educational supplies free of charge to pupils of the public
schools of the District of Columbia, and it was signed by the
Vice President.

INVESTIGATION OF ACCIDENTS IN CIVIL AVIATION

Mr. BRATTON. Mr, President, some discussion was had in
the Chamber yesterday with reference to the failure of the
Department of Commerce to comply with the act of Congress of
1926 as to making public the causes of accidents in commercial
aviation. According to the Washington Post of to-day, Mr.
Young, Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Aeronautics, has
stated that the department lacks authority and machinery for
such action. I want to read into the Recorp the statement con-
tained in this morning's Post upon the subject:

Attacks in the Senate yesterday upon the Department of Commerce
for failing to make public immediately the causes of airplane accidents
were answered to-night by Clarence M. Young, Assistant Secretary for
Aeronautics, with the assertion that the department lacks authority and
machinery for such action.

Mr. President, it was asserted yesterday and I reassert it
for emphasis to-day that the law not only gives to the depart-
ment authority to make its findings public but makes it the
duty of the department to do so. In order that people through-
out the country who read the CoNGrRESSIONAL RECORD may under-
stand the langunage contained in the aet of 1926 I ask that sec-
tion 2 of the statute may be printed in the Rrcorp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objéction, leave is granted.

The section referred to is as follows:

SeC, 2. Promotion of air commerce: It ghall be the duty of the See-
refary of Commerce to foster air commerce in accordance with the pro-
visions of this aet, and for such purpose—

(a) To encourage the establishment of airports, elvil airways, and
other air navigation facilities,

(b) To make re¢commendations to the Seeretary of Agriculture as to
necessary meteornlogical service.

(e) To study the possibilities for the development of air commerce
and the aeronautical industry and trade in the United States and to
colleet and disseminate information relative thereto and also as regards
the existing state of the art.

(d) To advise with the Bureau of Standards and other agencies in
the executive branch of the Government in carrying forward such re-
search and development work as tends to create improved air navigation
facilities. The Secretary of Commerce is authorized to transfer funds
available for carrying out the purposes of this subdivislon to any such
agency for carrying forward such research and development work in
cooperation with the Department of Commerce.

(e) To investigate, record, and make public the causes of accidents
in civil air navigation in the Unlted States.

(f) To exchange with foreign governments through existing govern-
mental channels information pertailning to eivil air navigation.

Mr. BRATTON. Not only that, Mr. President, but I eall at-
tention to an article which appeared in the Washington Daily
News of October 9 last, in which this was said:

Under the act of Congress the Aeronautics Bureau is authorized to
Investigate airplane accidents, punish offenders, and to make the re-
ports public. When the bureau started functioning in 1926 a few acei-
dents were nrade public and caused such a storm of protest from pilots,
manufacturers, and operators that the practice was discontinued,
officials said. The policy of secrecy is strictly enforced and no publie
intimation is given out on any accident whether of major or minor
importance,

It is significant, according to that press dispateh, that the de-
partment originally constroned the act as compelling it to make
publie its findings, and it did so in a number of eases; but when
such action evoked a storm of protest from operators and pilots
the department changed its attitude, discontinued commplying
with the act, and began the practice of making semiannual or
annual reports in which aeccidents were set out in classes or
categories, using percentages 2o that no particular accident
could be identified.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mexico
yield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr., BRATTON. I yield.
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Mr, McKELLAR., In other words, the department, when the
owners of transportation companies protested, simply disre-
garded the law absolutely and undertook to repeal it; and, so
far as their carrying out its provisions is concerned, did re-
peal it?

Mr. BRATTON. Yes,

Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator will recall that when acci-
dents oceurred in his State and in my State we had to get a
resolution through the Congress and have those gentlemen som-
moned before the Committee on Commerce in order to extract
from themnr that which they were compelled by law to furnish.

Mr. BRATTON, Mr. President, it developed in the course of
the hearings that as to the unfortunate accident which occurred
in New Mexico the department after reaching its conclusion com-
municated with the transportation company about the matter,
but declined to tell the public anything or to give the public
any information regarding the subject,

Mr. President, I was gratified on yesterday to hear the dis-
tinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Binamam] advocate
on the floor of the Chamber legislation to compel the department
to make public its findings relating to these accidents. His
gstatements changed my mind regarding his attitude. According
to the United States Dally of October 2, 15620, the Senator made
a statement on the subject as follows:

The Department of Commerce should not have the right to regulate
one section of a transportation system and the Interstate Commerce
Commigslon another, The clalm of some airplane companies that they
are private carriers I8 not true. They are common carriers and should
e regulated as such.

Senator Bixgraym said that rallroads are operating steamships, which
do not come under the supervision of the Interstate Commeree Commis-
glon., There I8 no more reason for the regulation of alr lines operated
in conjunction with rallroads than there s for the regulation of steam-

uhi]m opernted by rallrumin he asaertud
.

“»\ mmnopoly on ct-rtnltl land gnmtﬂi by thv people permits puhlir'
control of rallroad companies,” Mr. BiNauaM added; “but no such

condition exists im air traffic, as the alr belongs to no one, and the
people do not have the right to regulate commerce and traflic,

It would be a startling doctrine, Mr. President, that the
power to regulate railroad companies engaged in interstate com-

merce emandtes from the fact that land grants were made in
aid of railroad construction. The authority emanates from no
such source. Of course, it comes from .the commerce clause of
the Constitution, A railrosd that never received a land grant is
just as completely subject to regulation as is one that was
the recipient of a grant ever so large, Of course, aviation com-
panies engaged In interstate commerce are subject to control.
They are none the less immune than are railroad companies,

Mr. President, in order that the record may be complete,
and in eonnection with the section of the act of 1928 already
inserted in the Recomp, I ask leave to have printed at this
point in the Recorp the bill introduced by the Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. Bryeaanm], being Senate bill 1947.

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

The bill and departmental report are as follows:

B. 147

A bill to provide for the investigution of smecldents
navigation

B it enacted, ete, That the alr commerce act of 1626 i amended by
ndding at the end thereof two new sectlons to read as follows:

“Bee, 15. Procedure for luvestigation of nccidents: (a) When-
ever the Secretary of Commerce knows or has reason to believe that
there has occurred an accident In Interstate or foreign air commerce he
is authorized, If he deems It in the public interest, to Investigate the
accldent and record and make public a report of the investigation,
Whenever the Secretary knows or has reason to belleve that the acel-
dent has resulted In death or serious personal injury It shall be the
duty of the Secretary to Investigate the accldent and record and make
public & report thereon. Any report made by the Secretary vpon any
accident shall inelude findings by him with respect to the cause of the
accident and the respousibility therefor.

“(h) For the purposes of such Investigation the Becretary shall
arrange for a public bearing to be held promptly In such place ns the
Hecretary deems most practicable and convenlent in view of the place
where evidence bearing on the accident Is most readily obtainable. He
uhall give public notice of the time and place of the hearing at least 10
days In advance thereof and In such manner as he shall by regulation
preseribe, Any officer or employee of the Department of Commerce des-
ignated by the Beeretary in writing for the purpose may hold any such
bearing and for the purposes thereof administer oaths, examine wit-
nesses, and issue subpeenss for the attendance and testimony of wit-
nesses, or the production of books, papers, documents, and other evi-
dence, or the taking of depositions before any designated individual
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competent to administer oaths, Witnessce summoned or whose deposi-
tlons are taken shall receive the same fees and mileage as witnesses In
courts of the United States. All evidence taken at the bearing shall
be recorded and forwarded to the EBecretary. The report upen the
Investigation shall be made not later than 10 days after the completion
of the hearing and shall thereupon be recorded in the Department of
Commerce and made publie,

“{e) Ncither the report upon the Investigation nor any purt thereof
shall be admitied as evidence or used for any purpose in any suit or
action for damages growlng out of any matter mentioned in the report
or Investigation.

*“8ec. 16. Compulsory testimony: (a) In ecase of fallure to comply
with any subpena issued under section 3 (f) or section 15, or in case
of contumacy of any witness in any proceeding under such sections,
the Becretary of Commerce may invoke the ald of any United States
district court of competent jurisdiction or of any court of competent juris-
diction having the powers of a United States district court. The court
may thereupon order the witness to comply with the requirements of
the subpena or to give evidence touching the matter In question. Any
fallure to obey the order may be punished by the court as a contempt
thereof.

“{b) No person shall be excused from attending, testifying, or depos-
Ing, or from producing books, papers, documents, or other evidence, as
required by such sections 3 (f) or 15, on the ground that the testimony
or other evidence may tend to ineriminate him or subject him to a
penalty or forfelture, but no natural person shall be prosecuted or sub-
jected to any penalty or forfelture for or on account of any transaction
made or thing done as to which he is compelled under oath so to testify,
depose, or produce evidence, except that no person shall be exempt from
prosecution and punishment for perjury.

“{e) Any notary public or other officer authorized by law of the
United States, or any Btate, Territory, or posszession thereof, or of the
District of Columbia to take acknowledgment of deeds and any consu-
lar officer of the United States, and any officer or employee of the
Department of Commerce designnted by the Secretary in writing for
the purpose, shall be competent to administer oatbs for the purposes
of section 3 (f) or section 15 and subpepas for the purposes of such
sections may be gerved personally or sent by registered mail”™

[Report of the Department of Commerce on SBenate hill No. 1947)
DEPARTMENT oF COMMERCE,
OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY FOR AERONAUTICS,
Washing!on, December 16, 1929,
Hon, WesLEY L. JONES,
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United Stales Senate,

My Dear SexaToR : The following comment concerns Senate bill 1947,
by Senator BiNgHaM, which was forwarded to us by your committee for
comment.

As you are aware, the air commerce act of 1926 now requires the
Secretary of Commerce to Investigate alreraft accldents. No distine-
tion is set up In the matter of Interstate and fntrastate operation,
Therefore all accidents are Investigated.

The investigations are condocted informally—that is, no dates are
fixed for formal hearings, and mno witnesscs subpenased to attend.
Rather an attempt is made to obtain information from all available
eources, give it application from the practical point of wview for the
purpose of ascertaining as nearly ns possible the probable causes, and
then take such actlon to remove it from future operations as is indicated
thereby. The authority now granted by the alr commerce act Is consid-
ered suflicient, and the present method of putting it into effcct is be-
lieved more constructive than would be the case were the proposed bill
enacted into a law.

However, if it Is concluded by your committee to recommend addi-
tlonal legislation along the lines indicated by the bill, it is suggested
that consideration be given to the following points which are ralsed in
connection therewith :

It (the bill) provides that only those accidents oceurring In inter-
state or foreign air commerce shall be Investigated and the results
thercof made public. Experience has proven that this would leave out
some important accidenta which oceur in Intrastate operations: also
there could easily be complicated legal questions ns to whetber or not
they were interstate or Intrastate operations, and thus prove to be
embarrassing.

Provigion is made that the Secretary of Commerce shall determine
the responsibility for the accident, In addition to the cause, 'This
would place the Secretary in the position of serving more or less ns
prosecutor, judge, and jury, and would undoubtedly reflect itself In any
subsequent legal action which might ensue. The cause, from the operat-
ing point of view, would seem to be the most important, as far as the
regulatory phases are concerned.

Provision Is also made that a public bearing sball be held “ promptly,”
and at the same time requires 10 days' advance notice. This eould
easily make an adequate and thorough invesHgation of an accident
extremely difficult. Important evidence could be removed or destroyed,
witnesses become umavallable, and the various conditions ordinarily
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involved in an Investigation entirely changed. It would doubtless
unfavorably influence the results now usually obtained by Immediate
informal investigation.

There also exists in the Bingham bill provision that a report of the
investigation be made within 10 days after the completion of the
hearing. Testimony taken at a formal bearing, which might easily
last several days with the parties in interest represented by attorneys,
would need to be recorded and transcribed. Thereafter it would
need to be forwarded to the Secretary of Commerce for consideration
and determination as to the cause. In the majority of cases this
could probably not be accomplished within 10 days. If the place
of the hearing was some distance removed from Washington, a further
delay would be indicated. If a limitation of this respect is to be
ineluded, it is soggested that a period of 60 days would be more
consistent,

The foregoing suggests some of the items which it is believed should
be given ample consideration before a determination is reached by your
committee with respect to the particular bill in question.

It is suggested that you might like to give consideration to fur-
ther revising the bill so that it would, In effect, provide authority
for formal hearings, such authority to be employed by the Secretary of
Commerce in the event the preliminary investigation of a given accident
made such a hearing necessary or advisable,

In order that your committee may be more familiar with the man-
ner in which the department now handles the matter of aircraft acei-
dent investigations, T want to submit the following brief expression
thereof %

The air commerce act of 1926 states that the Secretary of Commerce
sball * investizate, record, and make public the causes of aceldents in
eivil air navigation in the United States.” No authority is provided
as a specifie aid in the premises, such as conducting formal hearings,
subpenaing witnesses, faking testimony wunder oath, requiring the
preservation of the invelved aircraft for examination, or other similar
procedure which would assist in bringing out the pertinent facts. There-
fore we have been obliged to undertake the ascertainment of facts from
voluntary and visible sources in the most thorough manner permitted
by the circumstances.

The foregoing means that we attempt to reconstruct the accident to
the fullest extent possible, taking into consideration the loenlity,
weather, pilot's experience and rating, nature of accident, kind of air-
craft and its status, maneuvers immediately preceding the acecident, and
such other relevant information as 1s available. This is accomplished as
soon after the accident as a representative of the department can reach
the scene thereof, the report being transmitted to Washington, where it
is reviewed by an aceident board of the department, composed of a
medieal director,speronautical engineer, two expert pllots, statistician,
and chief of the legal section, who attempt to account for all contribut-
ing factors and reflect a composite view with respect thereto. The re-
port naturally includes a frank opinion from the inspector, based upon
his personal observatlons, and more often than not, voluntary state-
ments from other pilots, witnesses, ete.,, who have made them with the
knowledge that they are to be used only by the department in determin-
ing the cause In order that suiftable remedies may be appHed in future
operations,

The information thus obtalned, when properly compiled from a number
of cases, tells a graphic story as to the causes of accidents and enables
the department to apply sultable remedies, such as a change in qualifica-
tion requirements for certaln groups of pilots, modification in design and
construction of aireraft, ground facilities, ete, The department has fol-
lowed this method for the past three years and it has served a very
constructive purpose.

You will at once ohserve that the Investigations thus conducted do not
In any way contemplate the determination of any legal responsibilities
which may be involved. Therefore, in all probabllity the same course is
not followed nor the same ground covered as would be the case if such a
motive dominated in the premises, This seems to readily suggest, then,
that injustices to individuals could very easily result were the informa-
tion thos developed in individual cases released for consideration in the
light of legal technicalities, contributory-negligence phases, proximate
aud remote causes, ete., rather than for the practleal deductions of
thoroughly experienced aviation personnel for the purpese of applying
remedial measures in future operations.

The foregoing relates only to the information Involved in the imme-
diate causes of accidents. It does not include other extremely pertinent
facts, such as the license status of the pillot and aircraft, whether the
aireraft or pilot were operating in conformity with the privileges and
restrictions of the air commerece regulations, or whether penalties for
violations in the particular case were in order. Such information 1s
definitely ascertainable and available from the department’s records.

The department now makes public the causes of accldents. It groups
the aceidents which oceur during a given period of time and summarizes
the canses, elassifying them as to the nature of the aireraft operations—
whether secheduled transport service, student instruction, mizcellaneous
taxl service, “ joy " riding, ete.—and enables any interested person to
make comparisons for any purpose whatsoever. Of equal or greater
importance, however, Is the fact that it enables the department to in-
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telligently apply remedial measures along given lines, and the effort to
do so has been and still is one of its major activities.

If your eommittee desires further details, I shall be pleased, indeed, to
provide a suitable supplement or discuss it with you personally, if you
wish,

Sincerely yours,

Cranence M. Youna,
Assistant Seoretary of Commerce for Aeronautics.

P. 8.—In the foregoing discussion I neglected to refer to the probable
additional expense Involved in putting the provisions of the bill into
effect. Properly trained personnel to conduct the hearings would be
needed, as would also suitable court reporters; witness fees, mileage,
service of subpenas, traveling expenses, per diem, ete., would likewise be
required. Tt would entail no small addition to the Budget estimate to
properly earry on the mew duties imposed.

Mr. BRATTON. I also ask leave, Mr. President, to have
printed in the Recorp section 13 of the bill which I introduced
under date of October 14,/1929, that section dealing with the
investigation of accidents in interstate air commerce and the
method of making the conclusions publie,

Mr, McKELLAR., Mr, President, will the Senator from New
Mexico yield to me for just a moment?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Mexico
vield to the Senator from Tennessee?

Mr. BRATTON. 1 yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. Before the Senator has inserted in the
Recorn the excerpts from his bill will he not be good enough
to put into the Recorp also the report of the Department of
Commerce immediately following the bill of the Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. BincHAM] ?

Mr. BRATTON. I do that with pleasure, Mr. President, and
ask that it may be printed at that poinf in the Recorp.

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

(The matter referred to appears in the Recorp following
Senate bill 1947.)

Section 13 of Senate bill 1880, introduced by Mr. BraTroN on
October 14, is as follows:

INVESTIGATION OF ACCIDENTS

Sec. 13, (a) In carrying out his duty to investigate and record and
make public the causes of accidents in eivil air navigation in the
United States, the Secretary of Commerce shall report upon any acci-
dent that the SBecretary knows or has reason to belleve occurred in
interstate or foreign air commerce and resulted in serious personal
injury or death, y

(b) The Secretary ghall include in his report his findings as to the
causes of the aceldent and the responsibility therefor. As a basis for
such report the Becretary shall hold public hearings, give reagonahle
public notice thereof, and reasonable opportunity for parties interested
to be present, to produce evidence, and to be heard in accordance with
such regulations as he shall preseribe. For the purposes of such
hearings the Secretary of Commerce, or any officer or employee of the
Department of Commerce designated by the Secretary in writing for
the purpose, may hold hearings and administer oaths, examine wit-
nesses, and Issue subpenas for the attendance and testimony of wit-
nesses, and for the production of books, papers, and documents, or for
the taking of depositions before any designated individual competent
to administer oaths. Witnesses summoned or whose depositions are
taken ghall receive the same fees and mileage as witnesses in courts of
the Unlted States.

(c) The Interstate Commerce Commisslon may designate any member
or officer or employee thereof fo be present at such hearlng. Such
member or officer or employee may examine and cross-examine wit-
nesses and issue subpenas or other process to the same extent as the
officer or employée of the Department of Commerce holding the hearlng.

(d) All evidence taken at the hearing shall be recorded and for-
warded to the Becretary of Commerce for his findings with respect to
the causes of the aecident and the responsibility therefor. The Secre-
tary shall promptly report upon the accident, record the report in the
Department of Commerce, and transmit a copy thereof to the Interstate
Commerce Commission. The Secretary of Commerce and the Inter-
state Commerce Commission shall make the report public. Neither the
report nor any part thereof shall be admitted as evidence or used for
any purpose in any suit or action for damages growlng out of any
matter mentioned in the report or investigation.

(e) Bubpmnas issued under the foregoing provisions of this section
may be served personally or sent by registered mail.

(f) In case of failure to comply with any such subpena or in case
of contumacy of any witness Iin any proceeding thereunder, the Seeres
tary of Commerce may invoke the aid of any United States distriet
court of competent jurisdiction, or of any other court of competent
jurisdiction having the powers of a United States district court, The
court may thereupon order the witness to comply with the require-
ments of the subpena or to give evidence touching the matter in ques-
tion. Any failure to obey the order may be punished by the court as a
gontempt thercof,
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{g) No person shall be excused from attending, testifying, or deposing
or from producing bocks, papers, documents, or other evidence for the
purposes of this section on the ground that the testimony or other evi-
dence may tend to Incriminate him or subject him to a penalty or
forfelture ; but no natural person shall be subjected to prosecution or
forfeiture for or on account of any transaction made or thing done as
to which he is compelled under oath so to testify, depose, or produce
evidence, except that no person shall be exempt from prosecution and
punishment for perjury.

Mr, BRATTON. Mr. President, I want to call attention to the
fallacious assertion made by the Assistant Secretary of Com-
merce on yesterday, according to the press, to which I have
already adverted, that the Department of Commerce lacks the
machinery or authority to make public its findings relating to
airplane accidents. It may be asserted with some foundation
that the department needs further facilities for investigating
aceidents—that is, to compel the attendance of witnesses and
the production of books and records—I concede that that argu-
ment may rest upon some foundation, but when an accident
ghall have been investigated and the record made, regardless of
the machinery with which it is made, and when the department
has reached a conclusion based upon that record, it needs mo
further facilities to make its conclusions public. All the depart-
ment has to do Is to release them. Accordingly, to assert that
there is a lack of authority to make public findings and conclu-
sions reached is nothing more nor less than an evasion, involving
a failure to comply with a plain, mandatory statute enacted by
the Congress,

TARIFF RATES ON RAYON-—EDITORIAL FROM BALTIMORE (MD.) SUN

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to
have inserted in the ConerpssioNaAnL Recorp an editorial from
this morning's Baltimore Sun, which is entitled “ Sweetening a
Plum."” It has reference to the tariff rates on rayon.

There being mo objection, the editorial was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the Baltimore (Md.) Sun, January 28, 1930]
BWEETENING A PLUM

In its work on rayon-yarn rates the Senate gave an impressive exam-
ple of tarlt making at its worst. It not only brushed aside incontest-
able evidence that the existing rates on rayon yarn are extortionately
Senators,

high, but went ahead and made Important increases in rates.
many of them Democrats, who bave been loudly protesting their concern
for the Ameriean consumer, fled helter-skelter to the protective cover of
powerful corporate Interests.

Their flight could not even be shielded by a barrage of words about
concern for American Industrial interests, because the rayon Industry

is controlled largely from abroad. Of an estimated production of about
126,000,000 pounds of rayon yarn In 1028, more than two-thirds 1s
eredited to companles under forelgn ownership or control.

Any talk of the rates on rayon yarn belng necessary to protect
American workmen 18 nonsense. The swollen profits of these companies
and the wages paid to rayon workers both offer evidence that estab-
lished that polot. So large have been the profits of the greatest Ameri-
ean rayon producer, operating behind the American tarlff wall, that at
a meeting of the British corporation which controls it one of the stock-
holders slmply bubbled over with enthusinsm about the * American
plom."

And the Senate, subservient before an international aggregation of
eapital, had the brass to sweeten that plum. For the consumer there
is-only one bit of solace to be derived from this performance. It is
that the protection afforded to rayon-yarn producers is so exorbitantly
great that it helps to make the industry expand by leaps and bounds to
take advantage of the tariff pelf. And at the present rate of expansion
t ¢an not be long before the Industry has outgrown the possibility of
tarlf protection because of the possession of a large export surplus. For
this development, however, the publlc will owe no thanks to the Senate.

PROTEST AGAINST ECONOMIC LAW

Mr. BLACK., Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to have
inserted in the REcorp a lettéer written by Dr. R, B. MeCann,
of Seale, Ala., published first in the Montgomery Advertiser and
copled in the Wiregrass Journal of January 23, 1930. It is a
most Interesting letter discussing the question of the packers’
decree, chain stores, and monopolies in general.

There being no objection, the letter was ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

Eprror THE ADVERTISER @

On January 8 Benator Huao Brack made & great speech in the
United States Bennte on the menace of the chaln stores, ¢hain banks,
and mergers of nll kinds, which are rapidly taking over all business
of thelr respective combinations. Ie describes wvery forcefully the
terrible dangers to the Amerienan people In the destructlye combina-
tions of these morgers. While I bave differed with Senator Brack In
Btate polities, I will say that T admire bis courage in making this

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

2589

attack on the chaln-store menace, whieh i1s the first that I have heard
of from any political leader of national prominence. He Is absolutely
ecorrect, in my opinion, and I wish his speech could be read by every
voter In Alabama and the Nation. In a former article I discussed the
evil concentration of wealth and lald it to the Republican Party and
its master, predatory wealth. This economic Inequallty of treatment of
the wealth- owning governing classes as opposed to the mlddle class with
the laboring masses is obviously the cause of this evil concentration of
wealth, The Sherman antitrust law under the past few Republican
administrations has become n dead letter, Mergers and chain stores
and chain banks are nothing but monopoly under another name. The
ery of efficiency, efficlency, Is the excuse for their existence. This ery
of efficleney has been the excuse down the pathway of history for more
unjust laws and loss of liberty to mankind than practically any other
excuse in history., On the anniversary of the Lincoln-Douglas debate
last year at Freeport, Ill.,, Senator Normris made a statement that should
be studied by all America. He sald that * Predatory wealth was busily
engaged In welding the manacles of economic slavery on the American
people ten times worse than the negro slavery in the Bouth before
1865, Let the people of Alabama wake up and fight like red-blooded
men, If we must take this economic destroction from these evil com-
binations of predatory wealth, let us take it in front, standing up like
men, fighting, and not like dumb eattle lying down. God helps those
who try to help themselves. The fight of the Independent business men
against the destructive chain stores 1s a fight unto death, as one
must die,

Unlesa the chain store i8 brokem up the retall trade In America ls
doomed and this fact should be brought home to every thinking man
and woman In America to-day. Old man Henderson, of Shreveport, La.,
usges uncouth language, but his logie is unanswerable and the Ameriean
people, thanks to his courage and leadership, are at last showing signk
of uniting to fight this combination of predatory wealth, and who knows
but what this fight against the chaln-store menace may not work Into
a nation-wide fight against the strangle hold of, predatory wealth on
our National Government at Washington?

The old Wall Street gang are financing the chain stores and they
bave unlimited financial support to buy the support of all purchasahle
forces to ald them in this fight agalnst the Independent business men
and consequently it will be a very hard fight but, in my opinion, it
can be won If the business men will organize thoroughly and fight the
chaln stores systematically, they can win. Single they are weak, but
united they are very powerful. Demand from the Jocal papers a square
deal on the publicity of the issues in this fight. Unless this s done,
the power of the immense amount of money spent in advertising in
these papers will make them hesitate to give both sldes egual treat-
ment, Use the boycott, if needed, to get equal treatment. There Is
“ dynamite " In this fight agalnst the chain-store menace as a political
Issue and I am sure the pext legislature in Alabama will be pledged to
take the necessary measures to * outlaw " all these establishments of
business lfe in our State. Every thinking man and woman must know
that these stores are “in restraint of free trade,”” as prescribed as
“1llegal " under the Sherman antitrust law. Free, healthy competition
is the life of trade,” but the competition of the chaln stores is destrue-
tive and ruinous to American business.

R. B. McCaxn, M. D.

SEALE, ALA.

ENROLLED BILL PRESEXTED

Mr. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that on to-day, January 29, 1930, that committee presented to the
President of the United States the enrolled bill (8. 234) to pro-
vide books and educational supplies free of charge to pupils of
the public schools of the Distriet of Columbia.

PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE AND IMMIGRATION OF FILIPINOS

Mr., TYDINGS. Mr, President, the question of Philippine in-
dependence is one that is coming to the fore in this country. It
is not my purpose this morning to say anything in reference to
whether or not the Philippines should or should not be given
their independence, but there is a phase of the controversy which
should receive the attention of the Senate.

It is estimated that to-day there are (0,000 Filipinos in the
United States. They are citizens of the United States and are
free to come en masse from the Philippines to this country when-
ever they see fit., There are 13,000,000 Filipinos in the islands,
and, although in our immigration act we have set up the policy
of excluding Asiatics—Japanese and Chinese, for example—yet,
because the Philippine Islands are a part of the United States,
their population can come into the country whenever they want
to do so.

It so happens that most of the Filipinos who have come to the
United States have settled in the Western States—in Oregon,
Washington, California—where they are trying to make a liveli-
hood. The press accounts for a period of several months show
that the relations between the Filipino workmen and the white
American workmen are not friendly and cordial ; in faet, at least
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one Filipino has been killed in a workmen's riot, and many of
them have been beaten and many of them have had to give up
employment because the conditions surrounding that employ-
ment were so full of prejudice and hatred that they could not
work in these places with any degree of satisfaction.

If an American citizen wanting to obtain a position in the
Philippine Islands were shot down by the Filipinos, it would be
& very serious question, and, perhaps, we would send our Navy
and marines and Army over there to establish Iaw and order;
but Filipinos have been shot down in the United States of
America as a result of labor difficulties.

In the Washington Post of January 24 there is this news
account from Watsonville, Calif.:

Seven white men were arrested late to-day as business men of the
Watsonville distriet joined with officials to put down the race difficulties,
which reached a climax last night with the killing of a Filipino.

The seven were charged with rioting. Fred Majors was released under
a $2,000 bond, and the others (naming them) were lodged in jail at
Salinas.

The article goes on to state that the shooting resulted from
labor disputes between the whites and Filipinos inhabitating
that section.

There have been riofs in the Western States between the
Filipino workmen and the white citizens thereof, so much so
that the Philippine government has passed a resolution, and the
Governor General of the Philippine Islands, Mr. Davis, has
transmitted that resolution to the Government of the United
States, in which the Filipinos protest against the treatment of
Filipinos in this country by antagonistic labor groups.

As I have already said, the immigration policy of America
prohibits Japanese and Chinese from coming into this country
as immigrants. However, the 13,000,000 Filipinos who live in
the Philippines carr come into this country whenever they see fit.

We already have a great deal of prejudice in the United
States as the result of racial antipathy. We have our negro

problem ; we have, to some extent, a Japanese problem as the
result of Japanese immigration some time ago; and I call to the
attention of the Senate that under existing conditions all the
Filipinos in the Philippine Islands could come to the Unifed
States to-morrow morning if they wanted fo do so, and they are

coming here in increasing numbers. Shall we permit them to
come and setfle in our country and injeet, perhaps, another
stream of racial hatred to those streams which are already loose
in the United States of America? Filipinos certainly have a
moral right to come here whenever they want to do so, because
our citizens can go into the Philippine Islands without any im-
migration restriction of any kind whatsoever. The more Fili-
pinos who come to the United States the more labor riots and
difficulties will ensue.

This is one phase of the Philippine independence question
which ought to receive serious consideration. « In 20 or 30 more
years, should we retain the Philippine Islands, undoubtedly
many Filipinos will come to this country. If they shall con-

* tinue to settle in certain areas they will come in conflict with
white labor, which can not compete on the same standard upon
which Filipinos exist as a rule. Therefore, we are only post-
poning the day of reckoning; we are only increasing the oppor-
tunity for more racial prejudice and bad feeling of all kinds
to be engendered in this country.

I hope Senators will read the accounts which I shall put in
the Recorp of numerous racial disturbances which have occurred
in the Western States, and that they will remember that all of
the Philippine population is at liberty to come to the United
States as citizens of the United States at any time they see
fit to do so. It is absolutely illogical by an immigration policy
to exclude Japanese and Chinese and permit Filipinos en masse
to come into the country. If we are golng to be absolutely
forthright about this proposition, if Filipino immigration means
nothing, then we should take down the bars, and let the Chinese
and Japanese come in as well, so far as the racial character-
istics of this guestion are concerned. On the other hand, if we
feel that it is not wise to mix up the various races, that trouble
will ensue, that we will only unleash additional streams of
hatred in the United States by a large influx of other colored
races, then we should give this phase of Philippine independence
careful and serious consideration,

I do not want to relinguish the floor without saying that
what I have just mentioned 18 not in criticism of the Filipinos
at all. We have taken over the islands and proclaimed them as
a part of our own territory; and the Filipinos have a perfect
right to come here, just as we have a right to go out Into their
native land. However, this question does exlst, and is going to
grow with each year that Philippine independence is postponed.
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Personally, I am heartily in favor of Philippine independence.
I think we are morally and spiritually bound to grant it to them,
whatever the economic conditions may be.

Recently I have received numerous letters from constituents
in my own State saying that they hope the Philippines will not
be given their independence because they have established a very
favorable business with the Philippines, and they are afraid
they will lose this business should the Philippines be set free.
To my way of thinking, this side of the matter should receive
very little consideration. The economie side of it should receive
little or no consideration. What should receive consideration,
and what should motivate the Congress in a discussion of this
subject, is the absolute justice to those people of having their
own country and running it as they want to run it, without any
interference from any other nation in the world, including the
United States.

We have to some extent befrayed the obligation which we ag-
sumed to these people, the promise we made that when they be-
came capable of a reasonable amount of local self-government
we would give them their freedom. The next time the Fourth of
July rolls around, and we celebrate the Declaration of Inde-
pendence and talk over the heroes of this country who fought
that they might have the right of local self-government, let us
also unmask the hypoerisy behind our words and show that
while we honor patriots for obtaining autonomy for our own
country, we have so little justice in our make-up that we will
not accord the same privilege to others, but will coerce them
and continue to keep them in subjection.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland
vield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield,

Mr. COPELAND. Has the Senator no guestion as to the con-
stitutional right of the Congress to alienate sovereignty over the
Philippines?

Mr. TYDINGS. None whatsoever ; because, as the Senator will
recall, when Jefferson was President of the United States he
bought the large area of Louisiana. At that time the constitu-
tionality of the transaction was very seriously questioned. I
have never heard anyone dispute the fact that Louisinna and all
the territory which it then contained is now a part of the United
States. TIts Senators sit in this body. Its Representatives sit
in the House of Representatives, It pays taxes; and if a nation
can acquire territory by purchase and have its treaty ratified
subsequently, eertainly it can grant independence to a country
which it never aecquired except under certain conditions, and
with a specific promise that after a certain time it would be
returned to its rightful owners. If we can acquire on the one
hand country outright, when we aecquire country with a qualifi-
cation, that qualification was then and is now a part of the
acquisition of the Philippine Islands.

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator believe that we could
now alienate the sovereignty of Louisiana?

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me ask the Senator a question. By what
authority did- we acquire the Philippine Islands? If it was
wrong ab initio, it is wrong now.

Mr., COPELAND. The Senator guoted Jefferson

Mr. TYDINGS. Will not the Senator answer my question
first? Will he tell me by what authority we acquired the Philip-
pine Islands under the Constitution?

Mr, COPELAND. We took the Philippines by conquest, but
later we paid $20,000,000 for them; but I think that is the
strongest point that can be raised against the guestion of the
sovereignty of the Philippines,

The Senator referred to Mr, Jefferson. It will be remembered
that Washington referred to Jefferson a memorandum relating
to the boundary beyond the Mississippi, to see what concessions
might be made regarding the free use of the Mississippi; and
Mr. Jefferson returned the memorandum to Mr. Washington say-
ing that not an inch of American territory could be alienated.
Then, in turn, Mr. Washington referred that memorandum and
Mr, Jefferson’s reply to Mr. Hamilton ; and Mr. Hamilton made
no direct statement regarding the guestion of alienation, but he
asked the question, * Is it frue that we could not alienate an un-
populated country?” Then Washington passed it over to Jef-
ferson for further reply, and Mr. Jefferson said, “ If we ecan
alienate an unpopulated territory, we can alienate a populated
territory, and might even sell a people.,” Mr. Washington took
Jefferson’s view, and the commissioners were instructed under
no circumstances to alienate any territory; and in the entire
history of our country we never have alienated territory. There
have been settlements of boundaries where we had claim of
ownership; but when we ceded by treaty it was like a guitclaim
deed.
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Mr. TYDINGS., I must take issue with the Senator from
New York. We have alienated territory. We alienated the
territory of the United States of America from the mother
country by our own act; and I would not blame the Filipinos,
if they were able, for trying to alienate the Philippines from
the mother country when conditions on their part are much
more favorable to them than the conditions which surrounded
our own sitwation in 1776.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Senator will bear
with me for just a moment

Mr, TYDINGS. 1 yield.

Mr., COPELAND. I can understand that as a result of an
unfortunate war, where we lost out in the war, we might be
foreed to alienate New York; but that is an entirely different
gituation, Much against my wish, I am taking the position that
we can not give the Filipinos independence., I want to give it
to them; I am eager to do it; but I ean not get these constitu-
tional lawyers to stand up and give the reasons why we can law-
fully alienate the Philippines, under the Constitution.

Mr. WALSH of Montana and other Senators addressed the
Chair.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland
yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr. TYDINGS. If the Senators will permit me, I should
like to keep the floor myself for a little while. I rose five times
yesterday to get it, and waited one hour; and I have it this
morning, and should like to go along a little way.

The VIOCE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland de-
clines to yield.

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not want to pose as a constitutional
lawyer, because, frankly, I am not so excellently qualified in
that respect. Neither am I an expert on international relations;
but if, when we acquired the Philippine Islands, we acquired
them as a big brother, and sinee that time, by act of Congress
and the pronouncements of our high officials, we have declared
that when the Filipinos are capable of local self-government we
will give them back their territory, I should like to ask where
the Senator finds in the Constitution or the precedents or the
decisions or anything else connected with the Government a
gingle proposition which says that we can not cede territory In
the category of the Philippine Islands.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland
further yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes; I yield to the Senator,

Mr., COPELAND. If I had my references here, I could give
the Senator a hundred.

Mr. TYDINGS. A hundred what?

Mr. COPELAND. Decisions of the Supreme Court in mat-
ters which relate, directly or indirectly, to this question.

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator

Mr. COPELAND. Just a moment, If the Senator will bear
with me. The most conclugive thing, however, is the fact that
when the treaty with Spain was before the Senate—and the
injunction of seerecy has now been removed from that execu-
tive session—Senators Vest and Gorman sought to change the
langnage of the treaty. The Senator will recall that the lan-
guage as it relates to Cuba is quite different from the language
as it relates to the Philippines and to Porto Rico, because
everybody understood that we were only taking Cuba tempo-
rarily. While I have forgotten the exact language, it was
alienation of sovereignty, perhaps; while when it came to the
question of the Philippines and Porto Rico, It said, *“ Spain
cedes these countries.”” Then Mr. Vest and Mr. Gorman gought
to change the language of the treaty, to have the same language
nsed with reference to the Philippines and Porto Rico that was
used in the treaty with reference to Cuba, and it was defeated
by a vote of 563 to 30 by the Senate.

8o at that time, when the matter was fresh In the minds of
the people and of Senators who were under obligation to know
the facts, it was very plain that the intent of the Senate in
gccepting the Philippines was to accept them and ultimately
to incorporate them into our territory.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President

Mr. TYDINGS. When the Philippine question comes up for
gettlement, all of these things will be ably aired. I do not
wint to take the time of the Senate now even to discuss that
phase of the case.

I am glad I have aroused some little interest in this discus-
gion. The purpose for which I rose was to point out to the
Senate that on the western coast of America we are now having
troubles between the Filipinoe workmen and the American work-
men : that under our immigration law we exclude Asiaties, par-
tienlarly Japs and Chinamen, but that Filipinos can come into
the country with no immigration restrietion whatever, and that
the policy is absolutely illogical from an immigration standpoint,
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I wanted to place these accounts of varions uprisings in the
Recorp for the information of Senators, as well as to transmit
a request of the Philippine Legislature to the Government of the
United States to look into these matters, and to accord the
Filipinos the same protection that would be accorded to white
workers in the Philippines. If a white man were shot down in
the Philippine Islands, it would be a serious matter. If several
white men were beaten up by Filipino werkers, it would be a
very serious matter. There is no doubt in my mind that the
Navy at once would be dispatched there, and marines would be
landed, and martial law would be declared. But if a Filipino
is shot down in the United States of America, of course it is of
little consequence. However, these injustices have a way of
accumulating ; and I want the Senate to be familiar with the
fact that Filipino Immigration into the United States is increas-
ing, with great possibilities of additional racial hatreds if large
numbers of Filipinos continue to come to this country,

1 ask unanimous consent to have printed in the Recorp as a
part of my remarks the newspaper accounts—which are not
long—of several of these unfortunate happenings in the western
F}s‘xrt of the United States, and trust that the Senators will read

em.

Mr. JOHNSON. I do not desire to object to the printing;
but I should like to know, if you please, from what newspapers
the Senator is quoting, generally speaking?

Mr, TYDINGS. They are newspapers published, I think, in
Oregon, Washington, and California ; and may I say, in answer
to the Senator’s question, that what I have said is no reflection
whatsoever on the States mentioned or on the citizens of the
States mentioned. I was simply trying to present a situation
which is bound to grow in aggravation if no notice is taken of it.

Mr. JOHNSON. I have mo objection to printing the news-
paper aricles referred to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ohjection, leave is granted.

The matter referred to Is as follows:

(Press dispatches on mob riotings against Fllipinos at Watsonville,
Calif.)
[From the Sunday Star of January 26, 1930]

FiLiriNo LaBor COMPETITION BLAMED voR SEmIES OF RIOTS—SURVEY
REVEALS ORIENTALS WiLL CoxTRACT To Do Two JoBs Forn WacEs oF
Oxe
8AN FraNCisco, January 25.—The coming of Filipinos into ecoanpmic

competition with white laborers has cansed a series of small dis-

turbances along the Pacifie coast in the past few years, with a climax
reached in the Pajaro Valley of California.

A consensus compiled by students of orlental Immigration indieates
that this is the real trouble beneath race riots, though augmented by
the Filipinos® alleged attentions to white girls,

Three disturbances since last September, at Wenatchee and Cash-
mere, Wash. ; Exeter, Calif.; and the present one at Watsonville, were
primarily caused by white men objecting to Filipino labor in orchards
and on farms. Of the three, the Watsonville ¢lash was the most seri-
ous, with the death of one Filiplno, the stabbing of a white man at
8San Jose, and Injuries inflicted on both sldes in gang fights.

While leaders of the islands deplore the lncreased exodns of Filipino
youths, 1t Is conservatively estimated that more than 65,000 Filipinos
are now In the three Btates on the Pacifie seaboard, with an annual
increase of 12,000, The newcomers usually have two avenues of em-
ployment—domestic service and farm work. At first the majority seek
the fields and many become confirmed * fruit tramps.”

Many of them goon return to the larger ceunters of population look-
ing for * white-collar™ jobs. They offer their services for much less
than white men will accept as wages. The Filipinos will promise to do
two jobs for the wages of omne.

It is pointed out that the Filipinos occupy a peculinr position in the
eyes of the Federal Government. In 1924 legislation was emacted to
exclude all allens who were iIneligible to citizenship. Filiplnos come
under that classification, but courts have ruled that as cltizens of a
subject country they are entitled to free entry to the Unilted BStates
without restriction.

FiLipiNos PROTECTION ASKED IN MESSAGE—ISLAND REQURSTS BTEPS TO

PREVENT VIOLENCE BUCH A8 OCCURRED 1IN CALiroRXiA Riors

MANILA, January 25.—Gov. Gen. Dwight F. Davis to-day forwarded
a message to Brig. Gen. Franels Parker, head of the Bureaun of Insular
Affairs In Washington, contalning & request by the Philippine govern-
ment for the protection of Filiplnos against violence such as that which
occurred in the riots at Watsonville, Calif., this week.

The request followed by a few honrs a charge cabled to Representative
Francisco Varona by Secretary Tagle, of the Fillpino Community League
of Salinas, Calif., that authorities of Watsonville, Calif., connive with
rloters who killed one Filipino and beat others.

Tagle sald Watsonville city avthorities knew of the Intended attacks
at least two weeks before they occurred, but did npothing to prevent
trouble,




[From the Washington Post of January 24, 1930]

Fiuipino SHor Deip IN CoasT RACE RI0OT—SBEVEN HELD As MEMBERS
oF MoB WHICH WRECKED HOMES IN CALIFORNIA—TOwWN CLOSELY
GUARDED
WATSONVILLE, CALIF.,, January 23 (A.P.).—Seven white men were

arrested late to-day as business men of the Watsonville district joined

with officials to put down the race difficulties which reached a climax
last night with the killing of a Filipino.

The seven were charged with rioting. Fred Majors was released
under a $2,000 bond and the others, R. Smith, George Barnes, Ramon
Davis, George Sias, Charles Morrison, and Ted Spanger, lodged in Jail
at Balinas.

Fermin Tehera, 22, a Fillpino, to-day was found shot to death in a
bunk house on the Murphy ranch near here,

By the mayor's order all pool halls and such places of amusement
were closed to-night at 6 o'clock. Legionnaires guarded approaches to
the city in an effort to prevent further anti-Filipino demonstrations,

Fngendered hy resentment over the employment of Filipinos as farm
laborers and by employment of white girls in a Filipino dance hall,
ant-Filipino demonstrations reached their peak last night when a mob
of about 600 white men armed with clubs, whips, and firearms wrecked
the interior of several Filipino residences and severely beat their occu-
pants.

Authorities of Monterey and Santa Cruz Counties took drastlc steps
to prevent a repetition of the disturbance and with offers of assistance
from the American Legion posts of Santa Cruz, Salinas, and Watson-
ville expected to maintain order.

Sheriff Carl H. Abbott, of Monterey County, requested that 15 Legion
men be sent from Salinas for duty in the trouble zone to-night,
[From' the Wenatchee Dally World, Wenatchee, Wash., Thursday, Sep-

tember 20, 1928]

Fiieivos HEre ARp WARNED T0 LEavE—Toup THEIR PRESENCE Is
OBJECTIONABLE BY CrROWD oF WHITE MEN—LARORERS BrouGHT HERE
AT THE REQUEST oF MANAGER SMALL, OF WENATCHER PACKING COR-
PORATION, TO WORKE MACHINES AT NIGHT
When police and sheriff were informed a few minutes before 2 o'clock

to-dny that a large crowd of men had congregated in front of the

entrance to the Filipinos’ quarters in the Woolworth Building, officers
dashed to the spot, The crowd, many of them curious to see what was
taking place, dispersed quickly.

A second attempt to import Filipino laborers in this vicinity was
apparently frustrated to-day after a meb of more than 200 irritated
white people—many of them declared to be itinerant laborers—
stormed the headquarters in the basement of the Woolworth Building
last’ night, threatening violence if the vanguard of 22 laborers did
not leave town to-day.

Frightened after this warning, the Filipinos to-day were attempting
to figure out methods of leaving the valley without being attacked or
molested. Their money gone, their foreman, one of their own number,
having deserted them, and the automobile driver who brought them here
from Seattle demanding $5 for transportation, they did not know what
to do this morning,

AT SMALL'S REQUEST

The Filipino laborers were brought at the request of Dan Small, man-
ager of the Wenatchee Packing Corporation. Small said to-day he
planned to open a night shift in his plant to-night, using Filipino labor-
ers on the apple peeling and coring machines. The 22 brought here by
his company, he said, were but a vanguard of the 80 or more he expected
to have on hand to-night.

Indirectly Small was warned last night that he should not start the
shift, his informant declaring it was an un-American act and one that
would cause him conslderable trouble.

The Filipinos were to be brought here and housed and fed by his com-
pany, Small declared. They were to be kept in the basement of the
Woolworth Building, the guarters formerly occupled by the Salvation
Army, he added. The company would provide quarters and food for the
ilipinos, he declared, charging them for both.

“ We have not hired these men to replice a single white person,”
Small vigorously asserted. * They are not brought here to antagonize
the white workers, but it is a measure of self-protection for us. We
have but started the packing season and can’t get help to handle the
work. Approximately half of the pear pack is In cold storage still,
about $24,000 worth of pears.

“ We ecan't take the women off the pears and we haven't enough
women to keep all the apple machines working. Only 3 of the 10
units are working now, and our storage bins and yards are full of applea
that have to be packed. Many of them have been kept in the yard for
more than a week,”

Small explained that Filipino boys would not be worked with white
women under any circumstances. The women who come to the plant
and want work will be put on the machines in the daytime, the Fill-
pino workers on the same machines at night.
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“We haven't turned a single woman away from this plant who comes
here and really wants to work,” sald Small. “ Our packing season has
Just started and we have to have help. Regardless of the fact that only
3 units are being used the power is being supplied for 10 units for the
apple seeding and coring machines."

Small was bitter in his criticism of those who interfered with the
Filipino workers last night, declaring the group who interfered were
not acquainted with local conditions. The pay roll now includes more
than 200 women and about 20 men. Where white men would be ordi-

arily employed they would be kept, he added; that is, on the packing
sheds and loading platforms.

R. M. Burke, local superintendent of Washington Dehydrated Food
Co., using Filipino laborers at night because he has been unable to get
women to fill the shifts, said to-day he had used them for the past
three years,

“We do not mix the help,” Burke sald, “but I have been forced to
hire them because I eould not get women to work nights on my ma-
chines.” During the daytime the plant hires 22 women, Burke added,
and 16 Filipino boys at night,

TRY TO GET WHITES

“To show our willingness to cooperate against any labor troubles,”
Burke said, “ we tried to get a white crew and had 86 women the first
week and a third of the time our machines were vacant.”

The chief trouble, he added, was that women would not stay on the
Job, many of them getting up from their machines and leaving without
warning. * The women at the plant are pald a straight hour wage, 30
cents an hour, the same wage we pay Filipino boys,” he continued,

The Filipino boys hired by the cannery and the food plant were con-
tracted to come here through N. Bocaloy, a native foreman, who has
had experience contracting help for canneries in Alaska and in the
States.

The boys housed in the Woolworth Building have been here for the
past four days. They said they bad remained in their quarters, eating
and sleeping there, waiting until the work began.

“The man at the cannery told us work would not begin,” one of
them sald, * until a full crew arrived, and we have had to pay for our
food and our guarters here.”

GROUP 18 * BROKE"

Because they have had no help and haven't been earning money the
majority of the group 18 * dead broke,” and those who are not broke are
helping their friends out. To-day they had scraped enough money
together to pay for sending their baggage to Seattle.

They are afraid to start hiking to Seattle, they said, because they fear
mob violence., **We can not fight, and we won't fight,” a slight chap
snid. ““Most of us camc here to get an edueation,” another lad, who
gpoke perfect English and was well groomed, added. “ We work part
time and then go to school, and this is the first time I have had any
trouble.”

What they were to get or how they were to work they said they did
not know.

“We gaw a big sign In a Seattle Iabor office,”” one said. “It read,
“ Five hundred Fillpinos wanted to work in Wenuatchee Valley," or some-
thing like that, and now they don’t want us, so we will go home, [
am golng to catch a freight train to-night if they will let me. I am
dead broke, no food, and I'll have to get back.”

THIRTY CENTS AN HOUR

Small said he agreed to pay the Filipino boys 30 cents an hour,

.explaining that women working on the machines receive a piece wage,

their average income being 30 and 85 cents an hour. The shift is 10
hours long, he said.

Though both sides were dublous of the protection given the Filipinos,
Chief of Police Evans sald to-day: “ They are American citizens and it
is our duty to protect them. The police will use every effort to keep
from having any violence, and order will be maintained.”

OMAK WORKERS RESENT PRESENCE OF FILIPINOS

OMAE, September 20.—Late last night groups of workers in pastime
clubs and on the streets made the presence of I'ilipino labor in five Omak
orchards their sole topic of conversation. Many threats were heard,
and it is understood about 150 idle white and Indian laborers here are
taking steps to organize against bringing in Filipino labor at this time
when there is no shortage of help and therefore no emergency.

Two truck loads of Filipinos were brought in Saturday night by local
growers and distributed, Their presence was not known to local em-
ployees until yesterday afterncon, but information was soon passed
among those looking for jobs, and by last night the situation was tense.

J. 8. Courtright, who has charge of the Omak employment office, some
time ago refused to list any Filipinos for hire in his office, maintaining
there was as yet sufficlent white and Indian labor avallable in the valley,
and he 18 personally opposed to their introduction into the Okanogan
Valley.

W. G. DeMarsh, secretary of the Okanogan Valley Horticultural &
Trafic Association, late yesterday afternoon disclaimed any knowledge of
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the presence of Filipinos In Omak and declared the organization of
which he is secretary had nothing to do with their importation and that
he was not responsible for thelr presence.

Growers and harvest hands alike maintaln there i8 no need of the
Fillpinos nt this time, for there Is no shortage of help. They are get-
ting O cents a box, and yesterday picked on an average of 75 boxes,
They board themsclves,

[From the Post-Intelligencer]

FiviNos Ger Icy RECEPTION AT CASHMERE—IMPORTED FrRUIT WORKERS
EsconTep BAcK OveER BLEwrTT PAss BY CoMMITTEE oF 150 CITiZENS
CasiiMEre, September 19.—Attempt of a reputed Puget Sound fruit-

buying concern, buyers of apples on trees in orchards here, to import

Filipino labor to plek and pack their fruit, falled Inst night when 150

Cashmere district citizens met two bus loads of the Fillpinos and es.

corted the busses and thelr passengers back over Blewett Pass.

The local * reception commitiee” was made up of orchard owners,
fruit workers, and other Cashmere citizens, according to information
obitainable this morning.

While many of the Filipinos appeared terror stricken while being
escorted out of the valley, observers here agree there was neither vio-
lence nor threat of violence during the deportation.

TOLD To " KEEP GQOING"

Observers stated to<day that two Seattle busses, loaded with between
40 and 60 Filipinos, were met at Dryden, 4 miles west of Cashmere, by
about 1560 Cashmere men about 9 o'clock last night,

Drivers were warned that their passengers would not be allowed to
get out of the busses. After about 30 minutes, during which the local
erowd assembled automobiles, the busses were escorted out of Dryden,
back over Blewett 'ass. On passing the summit, some 35 miles from
Cashmers, the drivers were told to “ keep golng” and to not return to
this valley. It 18 belleved here the busses returned, with their passen-
gers, to Beattle.

These men spend their money locally, it Is argued, whereas the
Filipinos would work sensonally only, live cheaply, and take their
earnings out of the valley when finighed.

FEELING RUNNING HIGH

Feeling Is running high throughout the valley here to-day. Business
men and orcbard owners appear as deeply concerned as frult workers
over the menace of Filipino Iabor., These, as was suggested, would
displace many loenl workers who make their homes here. Many own
small tracts, which they operate, and they are avallable to help in ail
stages of the frult season, ranging from cherries to late apples.

[From the Wenatchee Daily World, September 19, 1928, Note: Cash-
mere I8 12 miles from Wenatchee]
FirmeiNos Diivexy rroM VALLEY RANCH BY ANGRY WorRKERS—WHITES
REFUSE T0 ALLOW IMPORTATION OF LABORERS

Casmmenn, September 10.—Twenty-five Filipinos who left Seattle
yesterday morning by truck for Cashmere, where they were to be em-
ployed on the Fifth Avenue Orcliard Co.'s ranches, are supposedly back
in Seattle this afternoon after a trip to Wenatchee Valley and back,
with very little stay here,

The Filiplnos arrived last night a lttle after 8 o'clock, and on
reaching thelr destination on No. 1 ranch of the Fifth Avenue Co., a
corporntion controlled by Skinner & Eddy, Seattle, the company super-
Intendent and the spokesman of the gang were informed by 50 or 60
apple pickers, most of them transients who are here for the apple
harvest but who have not secured work yet, that * this valley was not
a henlthy place,” and the best thing they could do would be to return
to their starting point.

After a short dlscussion between leaders of the apple pickers and
Bupt. Earl Babeock and the spokesman for the Fillpinos the latter
headed back over the Cascades and were escorted part way up Blewett
Pass by half a dozen or more cars of * pickers."”

ALL PEACEFUL

The whole affair was peaceful and consumed very little time, but the
determination of the white pickers, who did not want * foreign " labor
competing with them, was sufficlent to convince the new arrivals they
were not wanted in this section.

Agitntion against tbe Filipinos began yesterday morning when a
report wuas clrculated on the streets of Cashmere that 500 of them
were belng Imported to work on the Fifth Avenue ranches this fall
and therefore no extra help was needed,

The report swept like wild fire through the pool halls, where hands
for the harvest congregate until they have secured work, and agitation
began to spring up against the islanders. First reports were to the
effect that the men would arrive by rail and between 50 and 60 men
were gnthered at the statlon when the Great Northern train pulled in
at 417 p. m. No demonstration was staged when It became known the
Filipinos were not on the train, but leaders of the gang questioned
PASSCNEErs.,
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One report was forthcoming from a passenger and his wife that a
carload of Filipinos had been on the traln but their car had been
switched off at Index, a town on the other side of the divide.

This led others to make more Inquiries and shortly after rumors
were circulated that the men would be brought over in stages later in the
evening.

About 8 o'clock a stage load, with several private carloads of Fili-
Plnos, drove up on the main street, and their spokesmen inquired tha
location of the Fifth Avenue orchards. After they were headed west-

ward to the ranch agitation grew rapidly and shortly afterwards cars
packed to the running boards with * pickers ™ headed toward the ranches,
where the ultimatum was Issued which caused the withdrawal of the
men from the valley,

BABCOCK EXPLAINS

Earl Babcock, superintendent of the Fifth Avenue Orchards Co.,
stated to the Daily World last night that the Filipinos were being im-
ported to work on hill ranches where white labor bad always given
trouble.

“ Whenever we have rains and picking becomes disagreeable we hava
always had trouble and white labor slmply leaves us with the apples
on the trees. It was for the purpose of getting the crop off the trees
8o that it could be sold that we got the Filipinos in,” he sald, “and
we were paying them the going wages, 424 cents a box during the season
and 5 cents If they stayed it out.”

[From the Wenatchee Dally World, September 27, 1928]

Lasor Uxiox Hegg OprrosEp To FILIPINOS—SUGGESTIONS ¥OR PEACEFUNL
SETTLEMENT oF SERIOUS PROBLEM AmE SOLICITED

At a well-attended representative meeting of the Wenatchee Central
Labor Union the following resolutions were adopted, representing the
attitude of organized labor of Wenatchee and vicinity to employment of
Filipinos :

“ Whereas it is a well-known fact that the continued prosperity and
future development of any city, State, or country depends upon the
living standards enjoyed by the industrial workers, whether steady or
seasonal ; and

¥ Whereas the State of Washington and the Wenatchee Valley are
known universally as high a standard as any, and better than most com-
munities ; and

“ Whereas the opposition to Filipino labor is based on living standards
and contract labor only, and not on any nationality, race hatred, charity,
or any other issue, but the self-preservation of our own native-born
citizens, men, women, and children of this valley who will be compelled
to look elsewhere for a livellbood; and

* Whereas past experience of other cities that have indorsed the em-
ployment of Aslatic labor have resulted In race hatreds, riots, and
detrimental advertising and finally industrial stagnation; and

*“ Whereas millions of dollars have been invested in the rooming
houses, hotels, meat markets, grocery, department, hardware, and cloth-
ing stores, amusement enterprises, and other industries that depend to
a grent extent on the trade of the loeal and transient workers connected
with the fruit Industries for the thousands of dollars that are put ino
circulation daily by the these workers; and

“ Whereas the unemployment is at present acute. The community
chest Iz a necessity, and plenty of help, both male and female avallable
at a living wage: Be It

“Resolved, That the organized labor movement through the Central
Labor Unlon invites suggestions from all civie, fraternal, commerecial
organizations, or individuals toward a peaceful settlement of this most
serlons problem confronting this prosperous valley.”

CENTRAL Laror UNION,

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, the latter part of the remarks
of the Senator from Maryland is entirely accurate. It is quite
true that a situation is developing in reference to Filipino
laborers on the west coast that may ultimately become more
or less menacing. It is equally true, sir—and I have followed
it only in the local press, and because it was a local occurrence
in places with which I am entirely familiar—it is equally true
that there have been some riots recently in the State of Cali-
fornia, and prior to that time I believe in other States: riots,
I say, using the term generically, becaunse the disturbances
scarcely rose to the seriousness of riots. It is true that in those
riots one Filipino, I believe it is asserted, has lost his life, and
one white man has lost his life,

The reasons for the difficulties that have arisen are twofold.
The economic situation enters into them in one aspect, but there
is another aspect, too, that enters into these difficulties in the
West, which, I think for the time being, it is as well not to de-
tail. Both contributing to the present situation make it obvions
that we should take some notice of what is transpiring and, if
we can, provide the means ultimately by which another race
problem such as we hayve witnessed in the past shall not oceur in
this country.
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In so far as that is concerned, T quite agree with what has
been said by the Senator from Maryland. What has happened
in the nature of violence—not very great—in the State of Cali-
fornia is unfortunate and to be deplored, but I ean assure the
Senator from Maryland that the loeal authorities in California
are well able to control the situation, and are controlling it for
the full protection of every individual, Filipino or white, who
may need protection,

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, the Senafor is entirely right
in that statement, and even the accounts which I have placed
in the Recorp show that in each case, as far as it was possible
to do so, the authorities did arrest those who were guilty of
ineiting the riots or bringing bodily harm to the Filipinos,

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, it is true that economic con-
ditions contribute te what is happening. It is equally true, as
1 said before, that the peculiar propensities of the Filipinos
contribute as well to what is happening, and it is indubitably
the faect that, recognizing what may tramspire, and the rapid in-
crease in the number of Filipinos in this country, the Congress
ghould deal with the subject in some fashion so as to preclude
the possibility of difficulties which might oceur in the future.

In the House of Representatives there is pending a bill, in-
troduced by Representative WeLcH, in the endeavor to prevent
the immigration of Filipinos to this country. I do not know
how far it has been considered by the House or what has been
done in respeet to it, but I heard the representative of organized
labor recently before the Committee on Territories of the Sen-
ate, where the question of Filipino independence was pending,
say that the great national organization of labor, the Federa-
tion of Labor, favored that bhill. I think I state the fact ac-
curately, and the members of the committee who were present
during the progress of the taking of the testimony will bear
me out.

Of course, something must be done. Whether the difficulty
can be met by granting the Filipinos independence I do not
know. I confess myself seomewhat vexed by the situation, which
is presented by the demand for the immediate independence of
the Philippines, and I am perfectly clear that if independence be
granted, it should be granted because of the love of liberty that
lies in the heart of every American, rather than upon any
theory by which any selfish interest thinks that it may profit
becanse of that independence.

I had no sympathy with the testimony to which I listened be-
fore the committee of those who were willing to accord Filipino
independence with the design thereafter of choking the Filipinos
to death economically by a tariff wall or otherwise.

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

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield.

Mr. DILL. The Senator recognizes, however, that one of the
most potent influences that has prevented a fair consideration
of the love of liberty of which he speaks has been economic and
financial considerations on the part of those who are interested
economiecally in the Philippines.

Mr. JOHNSON. Ezxactly; and to deny the Filipinos inde-
pendence because of those selfish interests would, in my opinion,
be as reprehensible as to grant them independenece because some
farm organizations come before us and say they want the Philip-
pines given independence in order that they may erect a tariff
barrier against them thereafter, I have no sympathy with
either view thus presented, and I hope the determination of the
committee and of the Congress upon the question will be reached
solely from a sense of justice, based mpon what we have done
in the past, and promises, if any, that we have made, and
upon the desire to do that which any people ought to wish to
do in relation to the aspirations of any other people seeking
freedom at the hands of those who hold their territory. That is
the attitude I have with respect to the matter.

I recognize exactly what the Senator from Washington has
gaid, that there are those who have business interests in the
Philippines who would prevent independence in order that they
may exploit the Philippines, and I recognize that that ought to
have no place in the ultimate determination of the guestion
before the Congress; but what has been presented recently to
the committee is the very converse of that, the views of those
who believe that by granting independence and thereafter eco-
nomically throttling the Philippines, they will be able to make
profit themselves. Kach plea of that character should be elimi-
nated from the consideration of this question.

The Senator from Maryland may have no fear as to the
gafety of Filipinos in the State of California. Their interests
will be safeguarded by that State. He need have no fear that
any outrages wiil be committed upon Filipinos there in any
respect whatsoever that can be guarded against by the officers
of the law or by the communities in which those people reside.
They will be amply protected and safeguarded in every right
they have. But the question which recurs is one ever recurring
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in our territory, which is the land of promise of certain races,
where they seck, with their peculiar habits and their singular
mode of living, different from ours, to supplant those who are
part of the community, and who bave made the community
what it is.

In addition to that, there is a peculiar propensity of our
Filipino charges which manifests itself in a different degree
from that ever manifested by any other race that has come
to ug. That propensity, of course, is one that arouses antago-
nism and hostility among the people in the various communities.
But the Fiiipinos will be fully protected. I want that to be
fully understood. They will be amply safeguarded in every
right and in their personal safety and their personal liberty.
California will attend to that

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, bearing upon the signifi-
cant colloguy between the Senator from Maryland and the Sena-
tor from New York relative to the constitutional authority of
Congress to grant independence to the Philippine Islands, I may
say that the office of the legislative counsel of the Senate has
prepared a very illuminating brief on that subject. While it
avoids any definitive conclusion, nevertheless its welght of au-
thority admits of no other interpretation than that the argument
and the precedents and the logic preponderate in favor of the
proposition that Congress has the right to give the Philippines
their independence. I am convinced that this is true. The
wisdom of granting immediate independence without an interval
of autonomous trial may be guestionable. But I do not believe
that its legality is questionable.

While this brief was prepared originally at the request of the
junior Senator from Utah [Mr. Kixe], I am sure he would have
no objection if it were made avalilable for the entire Senate, and
I ask unanimous consent that it may be printed in the Recogp
at this point.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

MEMORANDUM IN RE Power oF CONGRESS TO GRANT INDEPENDENCE TO
THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS

(By Charles F. Boots, office of the Legislative Counsel, January 13, 1930)

This memorandum is submitted in response to your requeat of January
10, 1930, for legal materisls bearing upen the constitutional power of
Congress to grant independence to the Philippines,

1, POWER TO ALIENATRE TERRITORY

It is well gettled that the Government of the United States has the
power to aecquire territory. As early as 1828 Chief Justice Marshall
declared “ the Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the
Union the powers of making war and of making treatles; consequently
that Government possesses the power of acquiring territory, either by
conguest or by treaty.” (American Ins. Co. v. Canter (1828), 1 Pet. 511,
G41.) The power of the United States to acquire Porto Rico and the
Philippines from Spain was not questioned in the insular cases, (See
De Lima v. Bidwell (1801), 182 U. 8. 1.) And In Wilson v, Bhaw
(1907) (204 U. 8. 24, 32) the court said, speaking of the power of the
United States to acquire savereignty over the Canal Zome: “ It is too
late in the history of the United States to question the right of acquiring
territory by treaty.” An examination of the cases discloses that the
power of the national Government to acquire territory has been wvarl-
ously based upon the war power, the treaty-making power, and the power
resulting as an attribute of sovereignty possessed by every Independent
nation.

It would seem that, if in the exercise of its sovereign powers the
United States may acquire additional territory, the same sovereignty
would include power to dispose of territory. It is true that there is no
express constitutional provision granting power to the United States,
or any branch of the Government thereof, to alienate any portion of its
territory, unless It be the power given to the Congress under Article IV,
gection 3, paragraph 2, “to dispose of and make all needful rules and
regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the
United States,” which will be later considered, But neither is there
any express provision permitting of the acquisition of territory; and yet
sinee the beginning of the Government the power has been recognized by
all branches of the Government of the United States, it has been exer-
cised on numerous occasions, and has been several times sustained by
decisions of the Supreme Court. It is also true that no territory
indisputably under the American flag has ever been alienated, although
in the exercise of its treaty-making power the United States has, on
numerons occagions, made boundary adjustments with forelgn nations.
However, these treaties may scarcely be designated as treaties of cession,
but rather of recognition, although it has been declared that any case
invelving an adjustment of a boundary must inciude a cession of sup-
posed rights to territory by onme or the other party. Some of the
treaties involving adjustments of boundaries have even used the term
“ gade.”  (See Maleolm, Philippine Constitutional Law, 2d ed., p. 171,
note 74.) For a discussion on the general power, see Crandall on
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Treatles, sectlon 09, where the author upholds the power of the United
States to cede territory., Judge Malcolm’s work, section 567, contains a
full discussion of the legal phases of the question of the right of the
United States to cede the Philippine Islands to a forelgn power and
vigorously upholds that right. The author says:

“ If soverelgnty permits the United States to secure additional do-
main, conversely, the same correlative right of sovereignty must permit
the United States to dispose of its territory. If the FPresident can Ini-
tiate a treaty to annex territory and the Senate can approve the treaty,
obviously the President and the Senate can, by the same means, cede
territory. While acqulsition is naturally more pleasing to Imperlalistic
patriotism than cession, the latter Is legally just as constitutional. The
higher law of natlonal expedlency, benefits, or necessity must govern
the dealings of one country with another. As the United States Su-
preme Court has sald: ‘It certalnly was Intended to confer upon the
Government the power of self-preservation.' What other great nations
have done, the United States can do.” (Maleolm, op. eit., p. 170.)

The most exhaustive argument that has been found against the power
to alienate territory ls contalned In an article by Danlel R. Williams in
the Virginla Law Review for November, 1925, and reprinted in the
CoNGrESSIONAL RECOND of April 16, 1926 (87 CoseGrESsioNAL Recomb,
75685), The nuthor denies the power of the United Btates by any of its
agencies to allenate territory once acquired by the United States except
by constitutional amendment, although tbe article is directed particu-
larly to the power of Congress to alienate territory. The conclusion of
the author that the right to allenate sovereignty must come from the
people in the form of a constitutional amendment would apply equally
to allenationm of territory by treaty or by any other means. Of this
discussion Professor Willonghby says :

“The best argument with which the writer s familiar in denial of
the right of Congress to grant Independence to the Phillppines or to
other areas and thelr inhabitants similarly clrcumstanced is that of
Daniel R, Willinms In an article contributed to the Virginla Law
Review,

“The fact that the Philippine Islands have not been, by Congress,
‘Incorporated ' Into the Unlted Btates Is without constitutional signifi-
cance, for it is incontestible that, by the treaty with Spain, they were
brought under the sovereignty of the United States. That Congress has
not heen expressly given the power to alienate territory which has come
or been brought under American sovereignty Is equally certain. Cer-
tain also 18 It that there has been no judicial pronouncement that Con-
gress has this constitutlonal power, for there has been no exercise by
Congresa of such a power, and, therefore, no opportunity for its judicial
exaimrination even were It possible to ralse the point in such a manner
ad to enable or compel the courts to pass upon it. Mr, Daniels is,
however, able to adduce certaln judicial statements which pdssibly imply
that Congress has not the power In gquestion, and he, as well as Mr.
Fairchild, are able to adduce certain statements of public men at the
time of the adoption of the Constitution, and especially in the Virginia
ratifying convention that the Constitution was not to be construed as
granting the power., It scarcely needs be sald, however, that these
judieinl dicta are obiter, and that statements made by particular in-
dividuals in the Btate conveniion of a particular State at the time the
Constitution was adopted have no controlling authority. Mr. Williams,
bhowever, lays emphasis upon the proposition that, in the United States,
the ultimate soverelgnty Is In the people, and that, when territory is
acquired by the United States, it is held in trust for their benefit ; and,
therefore, that they should not be deprived of that right except by an
express consent thereto given by them to Congress. Here, again, It is
to be observed that these dicta are obiter, even if they can be héld to
state a legal rather than a moral obligation, or disassociated from the
facts of the cases In which they were stated, or from the particular
circumstances surrounding the particular territories which the ecourts
had in mind when making them.” (Willonghby on the Constitution of
the United States, vol. 1, 2d Ed., pp. 422, 423.)

Willoughby (op. cit., sec. 317) has a lengthy discussion of the power
of the United States to alienate territory under the treaty-making
power. The author there considers the statements made by the Su-
preme Court on the question, together with other authorities, and
makes the following broad coneclusion :

“ In necordance with the prineiples already lald down in this chapter,
the author of this treatise is of the opinion that the United States haas,
through Its treaty-making organ, the constitutional power, in cases of
necessity, to alienate a porilon of, or the entire territory of a State or
States, The same reasoning which supports the power of the United
States, us a soverelgn power in International relations, to annex terri-
tories, Is suficlent to sustain its power to part with them, even should
the aren so parted with be a part of one of the States or include one
or more of them"™ (p. 076).

Sce also, the remarks of Senator Warsm of Montana, made at the
time the Isle of Pines treaty was before the Sepate (March 13, 1925, 67
CoNGRESSIONAL Recomrp, 1041}, Senator WALSH argues In support of
the power of the United States to surrender territory by treaty. Com.
pare the remarks of Senutor Reed of Misspuri (March 13, 1023, 67
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CoxoRessional, Recorp, 199), questioning the right of the Senate and
the Executive by treaty to allenate territory of the United States, and
suggesting that In the allenation of territory Congress must act.

As has been suggested, decisive judieial authority upon the power of
the United States to alienate territory is lacking. In Downes v. Bidwell
(1001) (182 U. 8. 244), Mr. Justice White argued that the United States
could not by treaty sell or trade away any portion of territory, whether
within a State or Territory, which has been * incorporated " into the
United States. The argument applies only to territory which is an
Integral part of the United States and would not be applicable to the
Fhillppine Islands, which have been held not to be incorporated terri-
tory. Also, it is to be noted that Mr. Justice Brown In De Lima v.
Bidwell (1901) (182 U. 8. 1, 197), one of the same series of cases,
remarked that when territory is * once acquired by treaty it belongs to
the United States, and ls subject to the disposition of Congress,” and
Mr. Justice White later on In the opinion referred to above admlitted
that in case of a calnmitous war or the necessity of the settlement of
boundaries * it may be that citizens of the United States may be
cxpatriated by the action of the treaty-making power, implied or
expressly ratified by Congress.”

In Lattimer v. Poteet (1840) (14 Pet, 4), the Supreme Court upheld
a treaty of the United States with an Indlan tribe whereby, in the
course of a boundary adjustment, there was ceded to the Indians an
area claimed by n State as its own.

In Kent's C ntaries, vol
authority says:

“The better opinlon would seem to be, that such a power of cession
of the territory of a State without its consemt does reside exclusively
In the treaty-making power, under the Constitution of the United States,
yet sound discretion would forbid the exercise of it without the consent
of the local government who are interested, except in cases of great
necessity, in which the consent might be presumed.”

Mr. Justice Story, in answer to a letter addressed to him by Edward
Everett, the Governor of Massachusetts, asking the opinion of Mr.
Justice Story concerning a resolution of the Massachusetts Legislature
presented to Everett for his signature, in which it was declared that no
power delegated by the Constitution to the United States authorized the
Government to cede to a forelgn nation any territory lying within the
limits of a State of the Union, replied that he could not admit it to
be universally true that the Constitution of the United States did not
authorize the Government to cede to a foreign nation territory within
the limits of the State, since such a cession might, for example, be
indispensable to purchase peace, or might be of a nature calculated for
the safety of both nmations or be an equivalent for a like cession on the
other side. (Willoughby, op. cit., p. 575). Story aiso declared that
Chief Justice Marshall was of the opinion that the treaty-making power
did extend to at least some cases of cession of territory,

It is to be noted that many of these authorities suggest that territory
situated within a State may be ceded, even without the consent of the
State. This, of course, would seem to strengthen the case of those who
support the power to alienate the Fbilippine Islands, which are not
within the boundaries of any State and are not even an integral part
of the United Btates,

Reference has heretofore been made to the provislon of the Consti-
tution authorizing the Congress to dispose of and make all needful rules
and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging to
the United States., Willinms, in his article cited above, takes the posl-
tion that this provision of the Constitution contains no authority for
the assertion of any power to allenate * sovereignty " as distinguished
from * ownership,” and cites numerous dicta of the SBupreme Court In
support of his contention. Of this argument, Willoughby says :

* The argument which Mr. Williams makes that the power to allenate
is not contained in the grant to Congress of the power *to dispose of
and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or
other property belonging to the United States' would be a strong one
it the Interpretation of this provision were approached as an original
proposition. It Is the opinion of the author of this treatise that a
proper interpretation of this constitutional provision would restrict its
application to the proprietary rights of the United States in the property
within territories subject to the jurisdiction of the United States as well
as in the States of the Union, but the fact is that the Supreme Court, as
will be later shown, has repeatedly and definitely committed itself to
the proposition that thls grant relates to political or jurisdictional
rights of the National Government as well as to proprietary rights. It
would seem, then, that, giving to the provislon this political as distin-
guished from merely proprietary signification, it would follow that the
power granted to Congress to ‘dispose’ of territory belonging to the
United States implies not merely a right to sell the lands or other
property of the United States, but to release the political sovereignty of
the United States over such territories by sale or cession to another
power or simply by withdrawing its own soverelgnty and thus recogniz-
ing the independence and self-sovereignty of such territory.” (Op.
cit, 423.)

1, page 167, note f, that eminent




2596

2. POWER TO GRANT INDEPENDENCE TO THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS

The foregoing citation of authorities has been principally upon the
question of the cession of territory, meaning thereby cession to a
foreign power. Obyiously, the question of FPhilippine independence
can not be directly gettled on any theory of cession, for until inde-
pendence becomes a fact there would be no sovereignty with which the
United States could deal under the treaty-making power. However,
if it be true that the United States has the right to cede to a foreign
power territory once belonging to the United States it could scarcely
be questioned that the United States could release its sovereignty and
recognize a part of this territory as a free and independent govern-
ment. On this point, Judge Malcolm asks:

“If other sovereign powers can recognize former portions of their
territory as independent, because forced to do so, why can not the
United States, as a power of equal rank, recognize the Philippines as
a republic, because ghe wishes to do go?" (Op. eit., p. 181.)

And Willoughby, concluding his discussion of the power of the
United States to alienate Its territory, says:

“The constitutional right of the United States to bring what has
formerly been alien territory under its own sovereignty by other
processes than through the exercise of the treaty-making power, or
as Incidental to the waging of war, being established, it may be as-
gumed that, could the guestion come before it in such a manner as to
be judicial, that is, nonpolitical in character, the Bupreme Court, by a
parity of reasoning, would hold that Congress has the power to release
territory from beneath the sovereignty of the United States—alienation
being the correlative of acquisition.

“ Leaving aside, however, the foregoing observations which have
been in the nature of a rebuttal of the arguments of those who would
deny to Congress the right to release sovereignty over territory that
has once come under the sovercignty of the United Btates, and ap-
proaching the matter from the afirmative side, it seems clear to the
author of this treatise that the constitutional right in gquestion ecan
be sustained as a right ‘resulting® from the fact that, viewed inter-
nationally, the United Btates Is a sovereign power, and, except as
expressly limited by the Constitution, Is to be viewed as possessing
within the fleld of international relations all those powers which, by
general International usage, sovereign and Independent States are con-
ceded to possess, and that, among such conceded powers is that of
parting with, as well as acguiring, political jurisdiction over terri-
tory. The propriety of resorting to this attribute of national sover-
eignty as a source of constitutional authority bas been earlier dis-
cussed, and further applications of the doetrine appear in connection
with the discussion of specific matters, as, for example, the exclusion
and expulsion of allens, the penalizing of the counterfeifing in the
TUnited States of the public securities of foreign States, ete., and it
will be sufficient here again to quote the language of the SBupreme Court
in the case of MacKenzie v, Hare in which it was held that Congress
might, upon reasenable grounds, deprive American eitizens of their
gtatus as such, The court said: ‘As a government, the United States
is invested with all the attributes of sovereignty. As it has the char-
acter of nationality it has the powers of nationality, especially those
which concern the relations and intercourse with other countries. We
ghould hesitate long before limiting or embarrassing such powers.”
(Op. cit., pp. 423-424.)

Speaking directly to thls question, Judge Maleolm makes the follow-
ing cobservations:

“ When we endeavor to resolve the guestion by means of authority,
we gain little additional light. As before remarked, Mr. Justice Taney
expressed the view in the Dred Scott case that territory is acquired to
become a State of the Union, which, of course, conversely means that
territory Is not acguired in order to be relinquished for independent
existence, One should, however, recollect in connection with this case
that it went upon the assumption that the right to acquire territory is
derived from the power to admit States, that this 15 the only case in
which this proposition has ever been accepted, and that it is counter to
the opinions of Marshall and a long list of jurists, and has since been
judicially ignored. Remembering all this, the language of Taney,
whether dietum or not, loses its force. The most authoritative expres-
gion of judicial opinion on the other side is that of Mr. Justice Brown
in the Insular cases, where he suggests that the Philippines and Porto
Rico *might be permitted to form independent governments.’ An As-
gistant Attorney General of the United States, at the request of the
Committee on Insular Affairs of the House of Representatives, rendered
an opinion holding that the Philippines eould be made independent.”
(Maleolm, op. cit., pp. 176, 177.)

For a discussion of both sides of the question of the power of Con-
gress to constitutionally grant independence to the Fillpinos, see 179
North American Review (1904), page 282.

3. METHOD OF GRANTING INDEPENDENCE TO PHILIPPINE ISLANDS

Admitting that the United States may withdraw its sovereignty from
the Philippine Islands, there remalns the question as to how this with-
drawal shall be accomplished. There is very little authority on this
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point.  Judge Malcolm finquires “And If Congress, or its agent, the
President, shall recognize the Phillppines to be n sovereignty, how long
on such a political guestion would a litigant have standing in court?”
The reference to the President as the agency of Congress doubtless
means the President acting pursuant to legislative authority, and thus
construed the statement apparently suggesits a legislative act as the
proper means., Moreover, Mr. Justice Brown, In De Lima ¢. Bidwell
(1901) (182 U. 8. 197), remarked that when territory is “once ac-
quired by treaty, it belongs to the United States and is subject to the
disposition of Congress.”

Unquestionably, if the granting of independence is based upon the
power to dispose of and make rules and regulations respecting the ter-
ritory of the United States it will require legislation by the Congress,
since that power is granted to the Congress under the Constitution.

Professor Willoughby, concluding his discussion on the principal ques-
tion, observes:

“1t is to be repeated that the foregoing discussion has had exclusive
relation to the alienation of American territory by other processes than
the exercise of the treaty-making power. That, through an exercise of
the treaty power, American territory may be allenated is abundantly
clear, as will be later shown. Of course, however, this power could not
be avalled of if the United States should decide to grant full independ-
ence to the Philippine Islands or to any other area, for, in such case,
not until such independence became a fact wounld there be any other
sovereignty with which the United States could deal by means of a
treaty. In other words, the United States could, by a treaty, recognize
the independence of the islands, but it could hardly be held, as a
logical propesition, that the independence owed its existence to the
treaty.” (Op. cit.,, p. 425.)

And as bearing directly upon the method of disposition, Willoughby
BAys:

“ Bhould territory be alienated to a foreign power, it would seem
that this would have to be dome by treaty., Should, however, the
allenation be by the way of granting independence to a particular terri-
tory, as, for example, Porto Rico or the Philippine Islands, this could
be done by joint resclution.” (Op. eit.,, p. 576.)

It would seem to be only logical that, since the treaty-making power
may not be resorted to, owing to the lack of an independent severeignty
with which to deal, legislative action wounld be the only solutlon. It
would scarcely be contended that a concurrent resolution of the Con-
gress, requiring no executive approval, would suffice, Nor would it
geem appropriate or competent for the Executive of his own volition to
releage the sovereignty of the United States, although it is to be noted,
conversely, that the sovereignty of the United States over the eastern
Samoan Islands apparently rested upon the acceptance by the President
of the cessiom made by the chiefs of those islands, until the Congress
enacted legislation during the Beventieth Congress accepting, ratifying,
and confirming the cessions,

Supplementing the little authority there is bearing upon the guestion,
some support for the competency of release of sovereignty by legislative
action may be found in the precedents for thus annexing territory, as in
the case of Hawaili and Texas, and, more recently, of eastern Samoa.
The annexation of Texas by joint resolution may be justified under the
power granted to Congress to admit new States into the Union, but
this, of course, could furnish no precedent for Hawail. Of the Tezas
and Hawall cases Professor Willoughby has this to say:

“ Though It thus appears that territory may be annexed without the
consent of the people, it has not yet been gshown that, In fact, a legis-
lative act is constitutionally adequate for the purpose, It has been
ghown that the admission of Texas by a Joint resolution of Congress
directly Into the Union as a State could be justified as an exerclse of
the power given to Congress by the Constitution to admit new States
into the Union, and did mot, therefore, establish a precedent for the
annexation of Hawali. To the author’s mind the annexation of Hawail
by legislative act was constitutionally justified upon the same ground
that the extension of American govereignty by statute over the Guano
Islands was justified, namely, as an exercise of a right springing from
the fact that, in the absence of express constitutional prohibition, the
United States as a sovereign nation has all the power that any sover-
elgn natlon is recognized by international law and practice to have
with reference to such political guestions as the annexation of ter-
ritory.”

* * - * " - -

“ The question as to the constitutionality of the anmexation of Texas
or of Hawali has never been directly raised and passed upon by the
Supreme Court of the United States. In faect however, the court has,
of course, Impliedly recognized the validity of the annexation, both of
Texas and Hawall, In every case In which it has enforced the laws of,
or Federal laws relating to, these territories., That the point has not
been directly raised is due to the prineciple uniformly declared by the
court when the point has, in other Instances, been ralsed that the ter-
ritorial limits of sovereignty is a question the decision of which by
the political branches of the Government is absolutely binding upon its
judiciary ® (pp. 420-430).
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Iu conformity with your request this memorandum expresses no opin-
len upon the constitutional questlons involved, but merely presents
pertinent legal materials from the authorities ; and in the latter respect
does 1ot purport to be exhaustive.

Respeetfully submitted.

Caarnres F. Boors,
Asgintant Counsel, Office of the Legislative Counsel.
Hon, WitLiasm H. King,
United States Senate,
JANUARY 13, 10380,

Mr, DILL, Mr, President, I was very much interested in the
statements of the Sepator from Maryvland [Mr. Typines] amd
the stutements of the Senator from California [Mr. JoHNsON]
regavding the development of the movement for Filipino inde-
pendence.  Luckily, there have been no serious riots in the
State of Washington. But the conditions that brought about
the riots in California exist in a lesser degree in the State 1
represent,

While I sympathize and agree fully with the high plane on
which the Senator from California would place the subject of
Filipino independence, I can not close my eves to the fact that
the reason why tlie law that was passed granting the Filipinos
the present governmental status which they enjoy failed to
give independence in its provisions then, primarily because of
financial considerations on the part of those who were inter-
ested in exploiting the Philippines.

It was my privilege as a Member of the other body to have a
part in the passage of that bill, and the reason why it was im-
possible to provide in that legislation for the independence of
the Philippines at a certain stated time, as provided in the
Senate bill, was that those who were representing people who
had finaneial interests in the Philippines by which they hoped
to develop and exploit them made it impossible to put such a
provision in the bill.

1 think it is only natural that those who have a financial
interest In the Philippines being given their independence, as
well as those who have a financial interest against such inde-
pendence, will present their case and will argue it and will have
their influence in the decision of that guestion.

I think the matter of the immigration of the Filipinos to this
country is a most serious consideration. They have not only
affected the labor situation in the orchards and in the fields in

the country districts of the Pacific coast section of the country,
but they are entering the Indugtries of this section of the United

States as well. The colored race have heen somewhat inclined
to accept the positions allotted to them by their white brothers
in certain industries and certain activities, We are all familiar
with the fact that the Pullman porters on the trains of this
country are practically entirely of the colored race, They seem
to make excellent porters. They seem to be willing to do that
kind of work. Yet I find that on the railroad trains running
from Chicago east a considerable number of Filipinos have come
In and taken the places of the colored porters, and I am informed
that they secure those places because they are willing to work
at a lower wage than the poor plttance—and I ean not describe
it by any other term—that is paid the eolored men by the
Pullinan Co.

I think that is a serious consideration, when the colored
people, who are willing to do the work they are doing, should
have even those positions taken away from them by the Fili-
pinog who come here, I think these considerations necessarily
will come into a discussion of the question of Philippine inde-
pendence,

I have been for the independence of the Filipinos ever gince
I understood thelr relation to this country and understood
their desires under the prineiples of our Government, But I
have found it impossible to get all Members of Cougress to con-
sider the matter entirely on the basis of the question of liberty
and the rvights of men, and have found that financial considera-
tions enter into this problem. When the question comes up
those of us who are anxious from the standpoint of the love of
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| exactly by the Senator from Nebraska.

liberty of men, from the standpoeint of justice and equality to
all men everywhere, will inevitably bring forward the economic |
arguments that will combat the economic arguments made by
those on the other gide who, by preventing independence, hope
to gain financial advantage,

Mr. President, 1 do not want to take more time on this now,
but I ecould not sit silent and refrain from expressing my views |
and giving vent again to my earnest hope that the Senate may |
have opportunity to vote on the guestion, and that we will do
Justice to those people in that far-away part of the world, and |
give them the same right we have always craved for ourselves, |
their right to have their own government under their own
control.

Mr, HAWES. Mr. President, It was not my intention at this
time to address the Senate on the subject of Philippine inde-
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pendence, but the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typines] has
called the attention of the Senate to the murder of a Filipino
in California, which has precipitated some discussion. In rela-
tion to the presence of Filipinog in the United States, the
hearings before our committee have disclosed that there are
68,000 Filipinos here, some 13,000 of them in the State of Cali-
fornia. The representative of union labor, Mr. Hushing, in
discussing the matter before our committee, called attention to
the fact that emigration might be controlled by the quota regu-
lations of the immigration act so that our Government could
control the character and the kind of immigrants that come
here from every portion of the world. By previous legislation
we had restricted Asiatic entry, but at the present time and
until independence is granted to the Philippines there can be no
control over this vast and increasing immigration to the United
States from the Philippine Islands,

It is true, as the Senator from Californin [Mr. JoaNsoxn]
said, that the subjeet may drift into a lower plane than that of
liberty and redeeming a national promise. Our committee
has already heard from the three great national farm organi-
zations of America asking for Philippine independence. We
have heard from the great national dairy organizations. We
have heard from union labor. We are now hearing from the
manufacturers of the United States. It is an acate sabject,
which has added to it the selfish motives of protection as de-
scribed by the Senator from California, but that selfish motive
should not cbscure discussion of the fundamentals of honesty,
the keeping of a national promise, the violation of a promise,
the expressions of our President and of our great men upon
the subject.

The matter came up during the tariff debate and the distin-
guished Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] was about to
address the Senate upon the subject when the Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. BiseHAM], the chairman of the Committee on
Territories and Insular Affairs, rose and stated to the Senate
that in his opinion that was not the time or the place to inter-
ject the subject of Philippine independence. The Senator from
Nebraska then took his seat becanse that seemed to satisfy him
that the matter would be brought before the Senate thils session
and would be discussed and passed upon.

Mr. NORRIS, Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri
vield to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. HAWES. I yield.

Mr. NORRIS. I would like to add to what the Senator has

| said that on that occasion I accepted the promise of the chair-

man of the Committee on Territories and Insular Affairs that
the matter would be considered by the committee and reported
to the Senate so the Senate might have an opportunity at this
sesslon to vote upon the question. I accepted that promise and
agreed then not to push the amendment or to say anything
further about it, because I realized it was not the right place
to discuss it on the tariff bill. But I assert again that it was
the only opportunity we had, that the committee had not
brought in any report, that they had pigeonholed the resolu-
tion, and when I was assured by the chairman of the committee
that a report would be made, and that we would at this session
be given an opportunity to vote on the question of Philippine
independence, 1 accepted it and agreed to say nothing further,
and I said nothing further and took no further action on the
subject so far as the tariff bill is concerned.

Mr. HAWES., Mr. President, I see that the Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. Bixeaaym] is present. I would lke to ask
the Senator from Connécticut if he has the same understanding
of the subjeet that the Senator from Nebraska had—that is, a
promise to bring in the measure this session and secure a vote
upon it?

Mr. BINGHAM. My, President, my understanding was stated
We have already had
two long hearings. The first part has been published. Others
desire to be beard in the near future, and another hearing will
be had on the 3d of February, Still others have asked to be
heard on the 10th of February. I hope we can complete the
hearings by the 10th of February, but we are now in the process
of holding hearings. Some people a long way off desire to be
heard. As the Senator from Nebraska knows, my intention was
to hold hearings during the first part of December, but by
regquest of our friends from the Philippines who eould not get
here until after Christmas, the first hearings were held in
accordance with their convenience. Those whe favor inde-
pendence have been given a full opportunity to state their
views, and those who are opposed to independence will also be
given a full opportunity to express their views. As soon as
may be thereafter the bill will be reported to the Senate, either
favorably or unnfavorably, or with amendments, as the com-
mittee may determine.
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Mr. HAWES. While we were holding hearings on the subject
it was a little remarkable in the element of time. Notice was
given in the Senate Chamber by the Senator from Connecticut
that hearings would be held. We held one hearing and then the
chairman adjourned the hearings for a week. We had another
hearing and then the ehairman adjourned the hearing for an-
other week, At the last hearing the chairman gave notice that
he would call another meeting of the committee. I know of no
more important subject than this, a great national subject, and
why we can not have continuous hearings day after day, as we
do on other subjects, and conclude the matter so that it can be
brought before the Senate is something that I can not under-
stand. I am under the Impression, Mr. Presldent, that the
delay has back of it the purpose of delay. Manufacturers want
to be heard and already propaganda has been started against
Philippine independence by a litile group in New York City,
who put human liberty, national promise, and economic confliet
aside because they believe they might sell a dollar's less of
goods to the Filipinos,

I understand we have the promise of the chairman of the
committee to give the Senate an opportunity to vote at this
session upon the question of Philippine independence, and I am
entirely satisfied with the promise. I am glad the chairman of
the committee has repeated it so there may be no misunder-
standing about it,

GRAND RIVER CONDUIT

Mr. VANDENBERG. I report back favorably from the Com-
mittee on Commerce without amendment the bill (8. 8152) to
legalize a combined sewer and submarine cable constructed
under the Grand River near the pumping station on Market
Avenue at Grand Rapids, Mich., and submit a report (No. 145)
thereon. This is purely a routine authorization for the con-
struction of a municipal conduit under Grand River at Grand
Rapids, Mich, Inasmuch as there is some urgency in the matter,
I ask for the immediate consideration of the bill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor-
mation of the Senate,

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows :

Be it enacted, efc., That the sewer with cable ducts constructed by
the city of Grand Rapids, Mich., under the Grand River near the pump-
ing station on Market Avenue at Grand Rapids, Mich., be, and the same
{8 hereby, legalized to the same extent and with like effect as to all
existing or future laws and regulations of the United States, as if the
permit required by the existing laws of the United States in such cases
made and provided had been regularly obtained prior to the construction
of such sewer with cable duncts: Provided, That any changes In sald
structure which the Secretary of War may déeem necessary and order in
the interest of navigation shall be promptly made by the owner thereof.

Spc. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act Is hereby ex-
pressly reserved.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

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

Is there objection to the immediate

CONBTRUCTION OF RURAL POBT ROADS

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, there ig on the ealendar a bill,
Calendar No. 140, which should be passed immediately., I will
ask the Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] if he will permit us to
take up Calendar No. 140, House bill 5616. It has been passed
unanimously by the House, and the Senate Commitiee on Post
Offices and Post Roads have reported it unanimously with
amendments. All of the States are interested in it. It is to
provide that the United States shall aid the States in the con-
struction of rural post roads. Some of the roads on account
of floods we have had.over the country are now in very bad
condition. I do not think consideration of the bill will lead to
any digcussion. I would like to have it taken up and passed
now.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, we have been in session an
hour now and not a word has been said about the tariff bill,
which is supposed to be before the Senate. I have no objection
to consideration of the bill mentioned by the Benator from
South Carolina provided it does not lead to disenssion.

Mr. BLEASE. If it does, I shall withdraw my request.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R, 6616) to amend
the act entitled “An act to provide that the United States shall
aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for
other purposes;” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and sup-
plemented, and for other purposes, which had been reported
from the Committee on Post Oilices and Post Roads with amend-
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ments. The first amendment was, on page 2, after section 2, to
insert the following as section 3:

BEC, 3. Bection 8 of such act of July 11, 1916, as amended and supple-
mented, is further amended so that the limitation of payments which
the Becretary of Agriculture may make s increased to $25,000 per
mile, exclusive of the cost of bridges of more than 20 feet clear span:
Provided, That the limitation of payments herein provided shall apply
to the public-land States, except that the same is hereby increased In
proportion to the increased percentage of Federal aid authorized by
section 11 of the act entitled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An
act to provide that the United States shall aid the States in the con-
struction of rural post roads, and for other purposes,' approved July
11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved November 9, 1921, as amended. The provisions of this section
relating to the limitation of payments per mile which the Secretary
of Agriculture may make ghall apply to all funde heretofore appro-
priated and available for payment to the States on the date of approval
of this amendatory act and to all sums hereafter appropriated for car-
rying out the provisions of such act of July 11, 1916, as amended and
supplemented.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That for the purposes of carrying out the provi-
glons of the act entitled “An act to provide that the United States shall
aid the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for other
purposes,” approved July 11, 1918, and all acts amendatory thereof and
supplementary thereto, there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the following
additional sums, to be expended according to the provisions of such act
as amended: The sum of $125000,000 for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1932; the sum of £125,000,000 for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1933.

Sec. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any
money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated,
in addition to the authorization approved In section 1 of the act of May
26, 1928, the additional sum of $50,000,000 for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1931, to be expended In accordance with the provisions of the
Federal highway acts and all amendments thereof and supplementary
thereto.

Bec. 3. Section 8 of such act of July 11, 19186, as amended and supple-
mented, is further amended so that the limitation of payments which
the Secretary of Agriculture may make is increased to $25,000 per mile,
exclusive of the cost of bridges of more than 20 feet clear gpan: Pro-
vided, That the limitation of payments herein provided shall apply to
the public-land States, except that the same is hereby inereased in pro-
portion to the increased percentage of Federal aid authorized by section
11 of the act entitled “An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to proyide
that the United States shall aid the Btates in the construction of rural
post roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended
and supplemented, and for other purposes,” approved November 9, 1921,
as amended. The provisions of this section relating to the limitation of
payments per mile which the Becretary of Agriculture may make shall
apply to all funds heretofore appropriated and available for payment to
the States on the date of approval of this amendatory act and to all
sums bereafter appropriated for carrying out the provisions of such act
of July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented.

Spe. 4, All acts or parts of acts in any way inconsistent with the
provisions of this act are hereby repealed, and this act shall take effect
on its passage.

Mr., FESS, Mr. President, what is the bill?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read the title of the
bill.

The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. FESS. Is this the bill that earries $125,000,0007

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr, BLEASE. It is a House bill unanimously reported by the
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads.

Mr. FESS. All right; I have no objection.

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

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the additional
amendment.,

The CHiEr CLERK. Renumber sections 3 and 4.

The VIOE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
is agreed to.

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in.

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.

PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT IN MONTANA

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed
in the REcorp an editorial from the Helena Independent of the
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23d instant relative to prohibition enforcement in Montana and
United States District Attorney Wellington D, Rankin,

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[Editorial from the Helena (Mont.) Independent of Thursday, January
23, 1930]

WIHAT DO THEY WARNT?

From the Helenn evening paper we learn that * Republican leaders ™
are seeking to have a successor appolnted to United States District
Attorney Wellington D). Rankin, whose term will expire soon. The
dispatch does not intimate who these * leaders " are. 'We had supposed
that Mr. Rankin was one of the leaders himself, having defeated half a
dozen or more * leaders " for the gubernatorial nomination in 1928,

But assuming that there are some ** leaders " or near leaders or tenth
earbon copies of leaders trying to displace Mr. Rankin, this newspaper
wonders what the Republican Party wants, anyway, and who does the
party desire to bave displace Mr. Rankin?

Pregident Hoover is committed to continue every effort to try out the
“ noble experiment " called prohibition. If the * leaders " mentioned by
the Montana Record-Herald are In accord with Presldent Hoover, they
bad better {ndorse Mr., Rankin for reappointment. The fact that they
are credited with trylng to displace him would Indleate that Montana
Republicans are not in sympathy with Mr. Hoover and his Anti-S8aloon
League administration.

Mr. Rankin has certninly made a record In prosecuting those charged
with viclation of the liguor laws. It is doubtful whether the Repub-
licans could pick a candidate for district attorney who would be as
vigorous and as Industrious as Mr. Rankin in his pursuit of bootleggers
and in successfully abating or padlocking places where liguor is sald to
have been sold,

Are the Republican * leaders" trying to displace Rankin to be con-
glilered “wet ™ ? Do they want a let-up in padlock proceedings, fearing
balf the business property in Montana cities will have Federal abate-
ment notices posted on their doors? If they want to see the liguor laws
more openly violated and bootlegging get less attention from the district
attorney, they will continue to lock for a successor for Rankin; but If
they want to help Herbert Hoover, Clarence True Wilson, and Bishop
Cannon, they will urge Mr. Rankin's reappointment.

As for the Independent, It could scarcely be asked to Indorse Mr.
Rankin. He is too efficient in the prosecution of people who are charged
with lgnoring the * noble experiment.” We would like to see a district
attorney who would refuse to prosecute any person or persons charged
with selling intoxleating Hguoor to any Federal sncop. Perhaps the Re-
publican * leaders " are In agreement with this newspaper and are
determined to have a district attorney who will slow down on prosecut-
ing the small offenders against the prohibition laws, If that Is their
iden, we are with them, but the chances are the Anti-Saloon League
will loom up as having more to say about it than the anonymous leaders
of republicanism In Montana, and Rankin will go back on the job.

THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS
Mr. President, I wish to ecall the attention

Mr, RANSDELL,
of the Senate to an admirable article from the pen of Parker
Thomas Moon, entitled *“The League Survives Its Obsequies,”
which appeared in the New Republic of the 224 instant. Mr,
Moon describes In a most Interesting way the first 10 years of
the League of Nations, which was created January 10, 1920,

under the leadership of Woodrow Wilson. This world combine
for peace has 64 members, embracing all the great nations of
the earth except Russia and the United States, and its accom-
plishments have beéeen very remarkable,

Mr. Moon says:

Kach year more Americans seem to be making the discovery that
what Woodrow Wilson fought for at Paris and dled for in Washington
was, and is, a world-wide attempt to realize America’s noblest ideals,
Many a name will be forgotten by history before that of the President
of the United States who earned the grateful recognltion of mankind
a8 " Founder of the League of Nations."

He continues:

Secretary Kellogg at length announced our willingness to * cooperate
freely, fully, and helpfully with the league in matters of genuine inter-
national concern,” and Mr. Hoover has reaffirmed the policy, * * =
America ean not afford to be volceless in International economic legisin-
tion ; still less enn we afford to be *not present ™ In humanitarian and
sclentific meetings,

The leagne—

Has proved itself to be the most effective mechanism yet devised to
promote the settlement of disputes before they reach the stage of arous-
ing an Irresistible war spirit. It has settled disputes involving great
powers as well as disputes among small powers,

The problem of cooperation would, of course, be much simpler if the
Unlted States were a voting member of the League of Nations, I do
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not venture to predict how soon it will happen, but I am convinced that
the United States will eventually find membership and leadership pref-
erible to cooperation. The prodigal parent will return.

Mr. Moon has made a valuable contribution to one of the most
important subjects confronting the world, and I invite the care-
ful perusal of his article by every lover of peace.

I ask that it be printed in the Recorp in connection with my
remarks,

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows: 3

[From the New Republic, January 22, 1930]
THE LEAGUE SURVIVES ITS OBSEQUIES

To say that its friends have expected too much, and {ts enemies too
little, of the League of Nations, would be the approved manner of pref-
acing an attempt to be judicious about the league's achievements dur-
ing these past 10 years. One might, however, gsay the opposite. Isola-
tionists, who dreaded the league as a “ superstate,” imputed to it more
strength and more masterful ways than it has yet displayed. On the
other band, many friendly optimists underestimated the actual develop-
ment of economic and humanitarian activities at Geneva. “Almost
nobody dreamed,” Mr. David Hunter Miller records, * how busy the
lengue would have to be™

As a matter of fact, the league has surprised many of its friends and
most of its eneémies. It has made prophecy risky. Doctor Stresemann
must have smiled as he presided over the League Council, if he remem-
bered the solemnity with which it had been predicted that the league
would be but a league of victors agalnst vanguished. Nor has the
league wholly fulfilled the hopes of those who regarded the covenant as
a charter of Utopla. It has not even justified the expectations of Sena-
tor Lodge! As for President Harding, who lamented too soon and per-
haps too cheerfully the demise of * the failed League of Versailles,” the
supposed corpse survived not only its obsequies but Its mourner,

What vitiated many early verdicts was a mistaken belief that the
league was an utter novelty. Hoped for at Paris in 1019, concelved at
Versailles the same summer, legally created on January 10, 1920, and
born in the flesh six days later, the infant was no babe in swaddling
clothes, but a group of grizzled diplomats, meeting together In the Salle
de I"'Horloge, exchanging compliments and holding a brief council ses-
sion. At its Inception, the league consisted of men who brought with
them Into that historie room generations of militarlsm, secular national
aims, imperialism, and ancient boundary feuds. Such a league could
be no superstate, when its members were ultranationalists. It could
not end imperialism, It wns no Messlah., It was an organization of
experienced” men attempting to solve old problems by a new technigue.

There was also a new spirit. Sacrifice and disillusionment had com-
bined to revolt the hearts of millions neainst seeret diplomacy, Im-
perialism, and war. A watchful Welshman had seen the new spirit of
the masses and attempted to be its spokesman, in the amnzing address
on war aims which he delivered on January 5, 1918: but with greater
sincerity and cournge Woodrow Wilson had suceceded where Lloyd
George falled. Perhaps never In history has a great Ideal won such
immediate acelaim. Though, for a time, it may have seemed too fragile
to endure the violence of the peace-making and the buffets of party
battles, in reality It was so strong, so vital, that it has emerged from
the ordeal and iIs now revolutionizing world polities.

It may be that In law the league is based upon the first 26 articles
of the Versnilles treaty. Historically, however, the league rests also
upon this spirit and vpon certuin realities of modern transportation,
commerce, finance, and statecraft, certain long-term trends of history,
Their Influence upon Geneva is what so many friends and ecritics of the
league were at first slow to percelve,

Two of these trends have contributed greatly to the vitality of the
lengue. Had their nature been better understood, President Harding
wonld never have mistaken Geneva for a mortuary chapel,

To begin with, there is something that may be called “ positive inter-
natlonalism "—that Is to say, international cooperation In the positive
tasks of pence rather than in the negation of war. This was not the
purpose envisaged in some of the early drafts of the covenant. The
bulk of the covenant Is concerned with other matters. Yet no fewer
than 7 of the 11 principal departments or sections of the Geneva secre-
tariat fall under thiz heading: Economle and financlal, communications
and traneif, health, intellectual cooperation and international bureaus,
soclal questions and oplum traffic, mandates, administrative questions
and minorities. They account for much more than balf of the league's
activity and-n great deal of its success.

Two propositions regarding this positive internationalism are almost
self-evident. The first is, that it iz the necessary concomitant of
modern means of transportation and communication. It is not an ar-
tificial creation of Versallles or Genevn, The steamship, the railroad,
the telegraph, wireless, the automobile, the airplane, radio, each in
turn has necessituted International agreements. Modern communicn-
tlons had begun to create a practical internationalism before the league
was born. They would continue to do so if there were no league. That
I8 no slur on the league's utllity, but a proof of It.
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Steamship, rallway, antomobile, and telegraph have knit so close the
world web of commerce, finance, and labor as to make International
economic legislation a growlng necesgity. Hven before the war there
was a world-wide network of commercial treaties and agreements on
such matters as traffic across frontiers, publication of customs tariffs,
gtandardization of weights and measures. * * * Bince the war the
trend has become more obvious and more compelling. That is why
the league's economic and financial organization and the organization
for communications and transit, as well as the international labor
office have outgrown initlal expectations. f

The gecond proposition is that such cooperation has been greatly facili-
tated by the organization and technique of the league (and the Interna-
tional Labor Office). Progress before the war was hesitant, ineflicient,
gpotty, because for each new problem it was necessary first to persuade
the officials of some national foreign office to take the initiative in
ealling and arranging for a conference; beeause counferences too often
lacked information and discussed ill-prepared plans; because conferences
go often adjourned leaving no permanent organization to press for
ratifleation and fulfillment of signed agreements. The league's per-
manent staff or secretariat and the associated expert commissions and
committees are not only in a better position to provide systematic initia-
tive for needed measures, but they collect data, supply documents, iron
out preliminary diffienlties, prepare agenda, and provide impartial secre-
tarial service for the conferences which the leagne so frequently calls.
Moreover, the league snpplies the continuing organization, to watch
over the ratification and execution of agreements and to work for their
improvement aud extension. In short, the league represents a signifi-
cant improvement in the technique of constructive diplomacy.

The results achieved through this Geneva technique are too many and
too specialized to bear pummary here. One can only give instances and
guggestions. The financial rchabilitation of Austria and Hungary was
an achievement difficult to imagine before it bappened. The health
work of the league is widely known and popularly appreciated, but what
needs emphasis here is the contrast between the modest pre-war labors
of the International Office of Public Health, established in 1907, and
the aggresive warfare waged against disease by the health organization
of the league ginece 1920, fighting typhus in eastern Eunropd, distributing
telegraphic reports of epidemics in far eastern ports, sending out wire.
less broadcasts during the European influenza epldemic of 1926, grant-
ing scholarships for the study of particular diseases, investigating infant
mortality, standardizing antidiphtheritic and other serums, and organiz-
ing exchanges of public health officials.

In greater or less degree one discovers Geneva has speeded up neces-
gary international action in the most varied fields. A glance at the
latest list of agreements and conventions concluded under the league's
auspices affords some idea of the number and range of projects which
have already been written into treaties—commercial arbitration, cus-
toms formalities, communicatlons and transit, standardization of eco-
nomic statistics, prevention of counterfeiting, removal of certain import
and export restrictions, transit cards for emigrants, traffic in women and
children, suppression of cbscene publications, abolition of slavery, the
munitions trafie, an international relief union. * * *

If my two propositions are granted it is clear that in the fleld of
economic and humanitarian cooperation the league has been reinforced
by a vigorous trend of contemporary life, and has in turn strengthened
that trend. The combination is happy. To expect not only its continu-
ance, but 1ts progressive expansion, does not seem unduly sanguine.

Turn now to another potent factor which has lent stremgth to the
league. The conference method of preventing war, one of the principal
ingredients of the covenant, was by no means new in 1919, It had been
employed in Metternich’s concert a century before; it had prevented an
Anglo-Russian war In 1878 and afforded an exit from the Morocco crisis
of 1905 ; Bir Edward Grey had used it successfully in the Balkan crisis
of 1912-13. Had there been time to arrange a conference in 1914 it
might have prevented the World War.

The covenant appropriates this device as the league's chief method
of preventing war. Arbitration and judicial settlement, to be sure, are
prescribed by article 13 for the peaceful settlement of disputes based on
treaty rights and International law. But until the scope of interna-
tional law is much further extended, most of the dapngerous inter-
national conflicts are likely to be conflicts of policy on matters which are
not yet subject to law., For these political disputes article 15 provides
the conference method; that is to say, any such dispute if * likely to
lead to a rupture’ must be submitted to the council of the league,

The council as a standing conference has notable advantages over
most other forms of conference for the gettlement of disputes. Above
all it exists, It does not have to be improviged in time of erisis; its
composition does not have to be agreed upon by formal diplomatic inter-
changes, To convene the Algeciras conference on Morocco in 1908 re-
quired about six months, By way of contrast, when a telegram from
the Bulgarian foreign minister announecing a Greek attack reached
Geneva early Friday morning, October 23, 1925, the secretary genéral
of the league was able to arrange by long-distance telephone for a coun-
cil meeting on Monday afternoon. Even before the actual meeting a
telegram to Greece arrived in time to prevent an attack, scheduled to
begin early Saturday morning, on the Bulgarian town of Petrich.
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A second advantage possessed by the council is information. Lloyd
George's Genoa conference discovered its ignorance after it met and
summoned experts to hold subsequent comsultations. The league, how-
ever, has a permanent secretariat to supply data and has almost made
a fetish of expert investigation as a preliminary to negotiation. To
some extent it substitutes facts for diplomatic blufing,

It might also be argued that the council is effective because of its
extenslve powers under articles 10 and 16. Practically, however, article
11 has been more useful. On golong over the rather long record of dis-
putes brought before the league one discovers that the council has
refrained from employing the military sanctions and ecomomic boycotts
of articles 10 and 16. It has either persuaded the nations in contro-
versy to accept a solution, or it has managed to keep them arguing, but
at peace; or it has refused to interfere. In general, it has relied upon
investigntion and conciliation rather than upon force,

The record shows further that the council has had six or seven con-
gpicuous successes and a larger number of rather dubious triumphs. I
would rank as outstanding victories the Anland Islands controversy be-
tween Sweden and Finland in 1920-21, the Jugoslav-Albanlan boundary
crigis of 1920, the Upper Silesian conflict of 1921, the Memel question
in 1923, the Corfu erisis of 1923, the Mosul contest In 1924-25, and the
Greco-Bulgarian border skirmish in 1925, Victories, be it observed, not
necessarily for even-handed justice, but for peace. Perhaps Poland was
favored in Upper Bilesia, Britain in Mosul, Italy in Corfu. Would the
old diplomacy bave been more just?

Several cases have been settled out of court; several boundary dis-
putes arising out of the peace settlement have been decided by the con-
ference of ambassadors with the council's acquiescence; a number have
been referred to impartial commissions; a few have been left unsettled.
For instance, after the World Court refused an advisory opinion on the
eastern Carelia dispute, the couneil desisted from interference between
Russia and Finland., Hungary and Rumania have been allowed to draw
out interminably their debate on the property of Hungarian optants,

The disputes in which the leagne has shown a notable reluctance to
intervene have been those concerning colonles, Latin America, Russia,
and certain features of the Paris peace settlement. Bagacious readers
will eagily divine the reasons,

This record brings us face to face with some of the realities of world
politics militating agalnst the league's success. One is imperialism, still
too prevalent and too powerful to be dealt with in drastic style, Hav-
ing a number of imperial nations as members the leagne has naturally
been inbibited from interference in Morocco, Niearagna, Haiti, Egypt,
It has even turned a deaf ear to Chinese pleas.

Nevertheless the league has already had a slgnificant influence upon
imperialism, and may exert more In the future. The mandates system,
compromise though it was between Wilsonian princlple and allied an-
nexationigm, marked an important forward step in prineciple and prae-
tice. The principle is that at least the mandated colonies are to be
held as * a sacred trust of civilization,” not as possessions for selflsh ex-
ploitation. The practice is the rendering of annual reports to the coun-
cil, and through the council to the international group of eolonial
experts forming the permanent mandates commission. Tt is easy to
point out flaws; instances of misgovernment, economic discrimination,
exploltation. It is true that the mandates commission has no real
authority and has been prudent even in its rdle of critic. To my mind,
however, it is most important that four of the world's imperial govern-
ments are learning to render aceount of their stewardship to the public
opinion of the world.

Besides imperialism, other forces must be taken into the reckening,
Militarism, for one. The league has so far been disappointingly un-
successful in carrying out the disarmament pledge (article 8) of the
covenant, The convention drafted by a league conferemce of 1925 on
the international arms traffic has been ratified by 7 nations, and a
protocol against poison gas and bactericlogleal war by 16. A draft
convention on the private manufacture of arms has been considered.
Statistics have been published, and committees have held Inmumerable
meetings. Yet the general disarmament conference so long planned and
g0 often deferred is still to be held,

Indirectly, however, the league's disarmament discussions have had
several results which may prove to be of inestimable value, They have
undoubtedly helped to strengthen public interest in the problem. They
have revealed, for Europe at least, the vital connection between dls-
armament, security, and arbitration. I the abortive Geneva protocol
of 1924 was one result, the successful Loearno pact of 1925 was another.

The realization that drastic reduction of armament is unlikely until
nations feel more secure, and that security requires improvement of
the peaceful machinery for preventing war, has stimulated a variety of
valuable projects. It inspired a series of extremely interesting studies
which took sbape in the ninth assembly’s plan for a model treaty and
the tenth assembly's proposal for a general comvention to tighten up
the league's methods of preventlng war. It was one of the reasons for
the tenth assembly’s decision te build up a radiotelegraphic station to
spesd up league communieations in time of erisis; and for a like purpose
it has been proposed that airplanes on league business be assured free
passage.
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The same traln of thought les back of the model treaties on arhitra-
tion and concilintion recommended by the ninth assembly. It has led
indivectly to the draft convention for financinl assistanee to states vic-
tims of aggression.

Muny of these matters are still projects untried by experience, though
formulated in the light of experience. If, however, the minds of states-
men and peoples continue to work along these lines, the grip of mili-
tarlsm upon the world will assurcdly be weakened. Nothing can be more
fatal to excessive armaments than a sane realization that security de-
pends primarily upon perfecting the means of settling disputes without
wWar.

To Imperialism and militarism we may add nationalism as a third
member of an unholy trinity. Reckless nationallsm left postwar Europe
searred with new boundary disputes, new Alsace-Lorralnes, new minority
problems, These remain, some of them inevitable; some, mockeries of
justice ; some, perils to pedace,

The league has been able to make a few readjustments, as in Upper
Silesin, Burgenland, Memel, and Jaworzina: and it has afforded some
protection to minorities In eastern and central Europe—just how much,
the privacy of the proeedure and the very nature of the problem makes
it diffioult to estimate. Baot the league bas not freed Aunstrian South
Tyrol from Italy, or returned the Sanr Basin to Germany (althongh
France now seems disposed to make the return), or restored Danzig to
Germany, or attempted to remedy various obvious Injustices in the
poundaries of the succession states. Critles who have denounced the
lengue for sanctifying the Inlquities of Versailles, St. Germaln, Neullly,
and the Trianon, bave been thinking In ldealistic, bdut not eminently
practical terms, There I8 one suflicient reason why the league could mot,
in this past decade, undertake radical revision of the boundaries so
recently drawn, Hven the atmosphere of Geneva could bardly be ex-
pected to Induce such Immedinte exhilaration on the part of French,
1tnlian, Poliah, Cgech, and Rumanian statesmen that they would easily
surrender the spoils of victory.

Article 19 of the covenant, stipulating that the assembly of the league
may * advise the reconsideration * of treaties which have become “ inap-
plicable * and the * consideration of international conditions whose con-
tinuance might endanger the peace of the world,” has remained a dead
letter from 1920, when Pern and Bolivia attempted to invoke it, to
1920, when China redirected attentlon to its lmportance. Its value as
a pufety value may yet be demonstrated.

During a decade the largest European nation has remained outslde the
league, Russinn leaders have been frankly hostile or contemptuous
toward Geneva, Russian participation In the preparatory commission
on disarmament served only to reveal more clearly the gulf between
eastern and western Borope, Communist feary that the league wounld
net ag a capitalist conlition agninst Russia have so far proved emptly.
In reallty, the league has handled Russla with gloves. On the other
hand, the fears of a Bolshevist attack on western Europe, or of a
Russo-German attack, have been somewhnt ¢almed by almost 10 years
of pence. 8Still there persists an uncertainty about Russla which will
doubtless serve, paradoxically, to impede BEuropean disarmament and
simultaneously to strengthen the resolve of bourgeois governments in
western and central Europe to remain peaceabiy united in the league,
lest by disunion they expose themselves to attack.

With the one other lsolated great power, the league's relations have
vastly improved during this eventful decade, Each year more Ameri-
cans seem to be making the discovery that what Woodrow Wilson fought
for nt Paris and died for jn Washington was, and Is, a world-wide
attempt to realize Amerlea's noblest ideals. Many a name will be
forgotten by history before that of the President of the United States
who earned the grateful recognition of mankind as “ Founder of the
League of Natlons.”

At this distance of years we can recall with more amusement than
shame the droll extravagances to which Isolationism led the Harding
ndministration—the failure of the State Department to acknowledge
league communications during the first half year; the transmission of
opinm-trafiic information to the league through the Dutch Government ;
the fear of conferences even on innocent economic toples; the temporary
nmnesin regarding the courageously helpful part which the United States
had formerly played in international conferences.

Then came the era of * unofficial observers.” The State Department
realized the necessity of contact with the humanitarian and economie
work of the league, but still felt constrained to maintaln at least a
fiction of lsolation, perhaps for the benefit of certain Senators.

Presently the fiction was discarded as regards conferences on customs
formalities, disarmament, import and export restrictions, opium, and
various other matters. Secretary Kellogg at length announced our will-
Ingness to “ cooperate freely, fully, and helpfully with the league in
matters of genuine International concern,” and Mr, Hoover has reaffirmed
the policy, These promises bave not yet been wholly fulfilled, but the
record of the past seven years affords good reason to anticipate that
stralghtforward officlal cooperation will inereaslogly be substituted for
slde-window observation and bnck-stairs diplomacy. America can not
afford to be voiceless in international economic legislntion ; still less can
we afford to be “ not present ™ in humanitarinn and sclentific meotings,
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The Root formula of 1929 and the Parls pact open up important
avenues of rapprochement. The former bolds out a bright prospect of
enabling us to join the Permanent Court of International Justice. Is It
too much to hope that in some future year we may also join the
natlons, now 40 In pumber, which have signed the “ optional clause ™
giving the court compulsery jurisdiction over their justiciable disputes?

The Paris pact for the renunclation of war opens up broader problems
concerning our attitude toward war prevention. Literally Interpreted,
the second article of the pact goes further than the covenant in re-
nouncing not only unjust wars, as the covenant does, but even wnr;; for
the enforcement of arbitral decisions or other justified claims. It re-
nounces, too, the right of duel in matters on which world opinfon is
divided. Hence, the resolution passed by the tenth assembly on Sep-
tember 24, 1929, providing for a committee to draft amendments har-
monizing articles 12, 13, and 15 of the covenant with the terms of the
pact.

If the league has indicated n willingness to cooperate with the United
States regarding the pact, what of our attitude? It has been well
argued that morally the United States can hardly sell arms or provide
raw materials and food to a nation which vlolates the pact (and the
covenant)—In other words, that the United States can not be strictly
neutral in case the pact should be broken. Some officlal indication of
our policy toward pact breakers would doubtléss afford tremendous relief
at Geneva, strengthen the league's war-prevention plans, discourage
war breeders, and simplify the problems of naval disarmament and
freedom of the seas. The chlef obstacles seem to be a reloctance to
adopt rigld pledges, a doubt as to the possibility of defining aggression,
and a desire that we should decide our own course in any erisis, Instead
of following the league's lead.

These obstacles may grow Jess formidable in the next decade. A
careful perusal of the league's published committee reports on the sub-
Ject, together with a study of the league’s record, onght to convines any
open-minded reader that the league system |s not by any means so rigid
as one might suppose, and that there is little likellhood of the council’s
attempting to apply boycotts or other sanclions against an aggressor
unless the case is 8o clear as to leave small room for doubt as to either
the justice or the expedieney of the action. In such a case, would the
State Department at Washington be likely to helieve that the * aggres
sor " was innocent, the victim guilty?

It does not require a very bold flight of imagination to concelyve that
the establishment of trans-Atlantic telephone serviee and of a league
wireless station may make it possible for Washington and Geneva to
hold long-range but timely consultations before either takes a definite
stand In a war crisis, If on consultation they should find themselves
happily In agreement, cooperation might be desired as much on this side
of the Atlantic as in Geneva.

However, such cooperation may be effected, It will do more than a
dozen cruisers to increase the gecurity of the United States, as well ns
that of other nations. The league machinery may not be effective in
ecase the great powers should be aligned In coalitions determined on war.
But it has proved itself to be the most effective mechanism yet devised
to promote the settlement of disputes before they reach the stage of
arousing an Irresistible war spirit. It has settled disputes involving
great powers, as well as disputes among small powers., To set up a
rival mechanism world-wide In operation would be fantastic. To attempt
the application of the pact without any mechanlsm produces such a
spectacle of straggling, retarded, [rritating exhortations as we have
recently witnessed in the Manchurian crisis.

The problem of cooperation would, of course, be much simpler if
the United States were a voting member of the League of Nations, 1
do not venture to prediet how soon It will happen, but I am convinced
that the United States will eventually find membership and leadership
preferable to cooperation. The prodigal parent will return.

Looking back over the past decade, the league may justly congratulate
Itself upon the obstacles over which It has triomphed. Hope was at
times feeble in those early years, when the league was overshadowed by
allied continuation conferences, when President Harding seemed bent
on substituting some other plan for the league, when war raged In
eastern Europe and in Anatolla, when French troops were in the Robhr,
when Mussolini's troops were in Corfu, when Germany was still a
resentful nonmember, and Latin American nations seemed to be drifting
away.

A different league enters the second deeade, with 54 members, with
7 premiers and 21 forelgn ministers among the 53 delegations at the last
assembly, with Latin American nations showing more enthusiasm, with
the Allles evacuating the Rhineland and seeking fioal settlement of the
reparations problem, with the corner stone laid for permanent buildings,
with Increasing cooperation from America, with talk of a tariff troce in
Europe and discussions of a united states of Rurope, with the Kellogg
pact In force, with a growing support in the publie opinion of the world.

The problems ahead should not be minimized—boundary disputes not
only in Europe but In other continents, conflicts between Imperialism
and self-determination, armament rivalry, economic struggles, the com-
ing of a new generatlon which may forget the sordddness and exaggerate
the romance of war * * @,
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Looking these problems honestly In the face, It is possible to be more
hopeful now than at any time in the past decade, TIf the league can
gucceed during one more decade in preventing small disputes from grow-
ing into great wars, the Geneva technique of practical cooperation may
open up such vistas of progress for mankind that the next contributor
of a decennial article on the league will be able to write: ** Intelligence
and idealism have added to their list of triumphs a final victory over
war."”

PargER THOMAS MOON,

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, to protect American labor, and for
other purposes.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President; on page 203, the amendment
which went over on yesterday is as follows:

Beginning in line 23, down to and including line 25, insert
“any of the foregoing containing any part, however small, of
rayon or other synthetic textile, 80 per cent ad valorem.”

I send to the desk an amendment to that amendment reading
as follows:

On page 203, line 22, strike out all after the word * containing™
down to and including Hne 25, and insert “a substantial part of rayon
or other synthetic textile but not wholly or in chief value thereof, 45
per cent ad valorem.”

I ask for the adoption of the amendment to the amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair). The
Secretary will state the amendment to the amendment.

The CHigr Crerx. On page 203, line 23, the committee pro-
poses to strike out the word “ valorem " and o insert * valorem
any of the foregoing containing any part, however small, of
ravon or other synthetic textile, 80 per cent ad valorem.”

The Senator from Utah [Mr. Smoor] proposes, after the word
“ containing,” to strike out *“any part, however small, of rayon
or other synthetic textile, 90 per cent ad valorem” and to in-
sert “a substantial part of rayon or other synthetic textile, but
not wholly or in chief value thereof, 45 per cent ad valorem.”

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, this amend-
ment deals with a very important commodity. It deals with
what is popularly known in the trade as pedaline braid. Ped-
aline braid is a braid which is used extensively to-day in the
making of women's and children’s spring and summer hats.
It is made of hemp as the basic material and is improved or
ornamented by having rayon threads wound around the hemp
or by having the hemp surfaced with cellophane, thus giving a
luster and a coloring to the hemp that makes it a very attrac-
tive braid. In the making of women’s hats these braids are
sewed together and shaped or framed according to the popular
demand.

Pedaline braid was first produced in Switzerland. In origin
it is Huropean, like many other women’s fashions and styles. It
has not been produced in this couniry until recently, and only
to a very limited amount. The use of this braid in the making
of women’'s hats has increased tremendously. In the last few
years it has become the most popular of all the braids that are
used in the making of straw hats for women,

The hats which are made from pedaline braid are what are
known as popular-priced hats, selling at a retail price of from
$2 to $5. The importation of pedaline braid has undoubtedly
affected seriously a portion of the braid industry in this coun-
try, but the injury is due to the fact that the styles of women’s
hats, like other wearing apparel, change rapidly. Imported
pedaline has been substituted for other bralds which were used
by women in making their hat bodies.

Pedaline braid at the present time bears a duty of 15 per
cent ad valorem. It bears that duty because, as Senators will
observe in reading the present law, that is the rate fixed upon
braids composed wholly or in chief value of straw, chip, paper,
hemp, and so forth. The fact that the material of chief value
in this commodity is hemp makes the duty on pedaline braid 15
per cent.

Mr. SMOOT. That is on the unbleached.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exaectly; on the unbleached.
When dyed or bleached the duty is 25 per cent.

The Finance Committee, after hearing the petitions of the
braid manufacturers and the story of the distress from which
that industry is unguestionably suffering as a result of the sud-
den popularization of pedaline braid and the extensive and
increasing demand among women for it in the making of hats,
sought some way of protecting the braid indusiry and recom-
mended a duty of 90 per cent, using this language:

Any of the foregoing [braids] containing any part, however small,
of rayon or other synthetic textile, 90 per cent ad valorem.
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For the first time, so far as I know, where several materials
are used in the production of a commodity it was proposed by
the committee to abandon the principle of seeking to find out
the material which is the component of chief value and fixing
the rate on the basig of the duty on that material. It was upon
that prineciple that the rate in this instance was fixed at 15 per
cent under the present law, because the customs officials deter-
mined that the article of chief value was hemp and not rayon,
and because it was hemp, therefore, it should bear a duty of 15
per cent when unbleached and 25 per cent when bleached. So
for years, under the ruling of the Treasury officials, the duty has
been 15 per eent, though at an earlier period it was rated as
braid containing rayon of chief value and rated at 90 per cent.

However, in order to take care of the demands of the braid
industry the Finance Committee resorted to this most unusual
language, embodying what seems to me to be an indefensible
principle :

Any of the foregoing—

That means any braid made of straw, chip, paper, paper
grass, palm leaf, willow, and so forth—

Any of the foregoing containing any part, however small, of rayon
or other synthetie textile—

Containing any part, however small, so that if there is one
or few threads of rayon on the hemp, which is the basic ma-
terial, the maximum duty on the material of lesser value shall
apply—

Ninety per cent ad valorem.

Understand, if cotton threads were used upon the hemp, the
customs officials would find out what was the material of chief
value—the cotton thread or the hemp—and would fix the duty
upon the material of chief value. 8o, if the material of chief
value were silk or wool, the customs officials would find out
what was the material of chief value and would fix the duty
accordingly; but it is proposed in the case of rayon, because
pedaline braid happens to be a popular braid and one that is
being imported in a very large volume, to make an exception, so
that however small the quantity of rayon on the hemp may be,
the duty shall be 90 per cent.

The chairman of the Finance Committee I believe now con-
siders 90 per cent too high, and he has offered an amendment
somewhat in the nature of a compromise proposing to fix the
duty at 45 per cent and fixing the duty at that rate because
it is the rate which rayon thread, if imported into this country,
would bear.,

I have been somewhat influential I hope in urging the chair-
man of the committee to modify the 90 per cent rate. I want
to hear what other Senators say before I reach a conclusion as
to whether it is desirable to accept the rate now proposed. I
particularly want to hear from the Senator from New York
[Mr, Coperanp], with whom I have not had a chance to confer.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts yleld to the Senator from Nebraska?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes.

Mr, NORRIS. In the amendment Is it proposed to retain
the peculiar language to which the Senator has referred?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No; it is not; the language
as well as the rate is also changed so as to read:

A substantial part of rayon or other synthetic textile.

Mr. TYDINGS. On what page is that?

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. On page 203.

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

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I will yield in a moment.
How important this matter is can best be appreciated when I
say that the most reliable mformation I am able to get from
the domestic hat manufacturers, who are already in the midst
of the season of manufacturing straw hats for the coming sum-
mer, is that if a duty of 90 per cent shall be levied it may resulf
in an increase in the price of hats to the women and children of
this country of 25 per cent,

Mr, BINGHAM. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yield, and, if so, to whom?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I yield first to the Senator
who first rose, the Senator from Maryland.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator from
Massachusetts and the Senator from Utah whether any amend-
ment is to be offered to change the deseription of hats? Aside
from changing the rate, is there an inteniion to change the
language new in the bill?
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. We are not now speaking of
hats but of braid of the kind that is used to make the hat.

Mr. TYDINGS. I understand.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, This particular braid is
what is known as pedaline braid, being a braid made of hemp
but ornamented by being covered with threads of cellulose or
rayon.

Mr, TYDINGS. I do not want to take up another subject
while the Senator is discussing the one to which he has been
addressing himself, but I believe this question is pertinent to
the matter which he has in mind. On page 204, line 19, sub-
paragraph (c), the Senate Finance Committee has inserted
these words:

Hats, bonnets, and hoods, wholly or in chief value of any braid—

And so on.

Is it the purpose of the Senator from Utah to change that?

Mr. SMOOT. I have an amendment to offer to that para-
graph when the pending amendment shall have been disposed of.

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not want to discuss rates, but I want
to make sure, if the pending amendment shall be adopted, that
the language shall be made uniform in other places and not
merely that the rate affecting a few hats shall be changed.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts, The same language is used
in the paragraph to which the Senator from Maryland refers:
and, of course, that is likewise objectionable. The rate should
not be fixed upon the theory that, however small the amount
of rayon, the duty shall be the rate upon rayon rather than
upon the hemp, which ig the commodity of chief value, and so
found by the experts in the Customs Service.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President——

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator from
Connecticut for a question.

My, BINGHAM. I hold in my hand samples of what s called
neora, from which braids are made which have been coated with
cellulose or cellophane, and of ramie, which Is the original ma-
terial before it Is coated, and alzgo a braid made of hemp, and
a braid after this same braid made of hemp has been coated
with rayvon.

It seems to me the argument offered by the Senator from
Massuchusetts would be very reasonable if it were a guestion of
making the braid of a large number of threads of hemp and one
thread of rayon. Then it would be unreasonable, just because
there was one thread of rayon put in, to increase the rate from
15 per cent on hemp to the 90 per cent charged on articles the
chief value of which is rayon. But actunally, Mr. President, as
will be seen by examining these samples, when you dip hemp
in the cellulose or the cellophane it looks like an entirely differ-
ent article. There is no rayon used in the manufacture of it in
the sense of its being a textile, as would be the case in cotton
or silk. It is coated with rayon and becomes an entirely differ-
ent looking and appearing article, Furthermore, the chief value
of the article is really the rayon put on it, even though that does
not cost as much as the hemp.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, if the chief value of it is rayon,
then it falls in the rayon schedule and is dutiable at 90 per cent.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Then, of course, it would
bear the duty on rayon. The duty on rayon threads, I under-
stand, is only 45 per cent.

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 was using the word * value” in the sense
of the spirit of the argument rather than techniecally. Tech-
nicaily the customhouse Is guite correct, because the hemp part
costs more than that part which makes the article desirable and
sgalable,

Mr, SMOOT.

That is why I offered the amendment I have
offered, changing the words “ small part” to “ substantial part.”

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the language offered by the Senator
from Utah in that regard is undoubtedly better than the lan-
guuge which was worked out in the committee; but in answer
to what the Senator from Massachusetts has said about the
increased price of hats, 1 hold in my bhand a brief offered by
the manufacturers of braids, who represent

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr, President, I wish the
Senator wonld answer me in his own time. 1 desire to be cour-
teous, and permit the Seénator to ask me any question, but I do
not think it is quite fair to inject in the middle of my arguament
# statement attempting to answer what I have been saying. I
hope the Senator will discuss the general subject in his own
time.

Mr, BINGHAM. I am sorry. I thought the Senator had con-
cluded. All I will ask the Senator, then, is whether his infor-
mation comes from the braid manufacturers or from the hat
manufacturers with regard to the Increased cost of the mer-
chandise, because the braid manufacturers claim that in the
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case of hats costing as much as four or five dollars the increased
cost would be only 15 or 20 cents per hat, and not the 25 per
cent just mentioned by the Senator.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I will say that my informa-
tion has come from both sources,

I have a good deal of sympathy with the braid manufacturers.
Indeed, my sympathy has gone to the extent of being willing
to increase the present duty of 15 per cent. I appreciate that
the vogue for this particular braid has caused a serious diminu-
tion in the business of the domestic braid producers, because
the American women have chosen hats made of an Imported
braid as against the domestic braids of a different style of
braid heretofore used. It is a matter, however, that is one of
the risks of present-day business,

We can not set up by tariff rates obstructions to prevent the
changing styles demanded by American women. Here is a style
of braid that was introduced in Switzerland, has grown rapidly
in popular demand, and has been produced recently by only one
braid manufacturer in this country, althongh there was a lot of
controversy or difference of opinion about that; but after sur-
veying the situation very closely I am convinced that only one
braid manufacturer has made pedaline, and that Is the concern
in New York known as Brendt & Bro. Information coming
from the domestic hat manufacturers is that even this concern
has not been able to produce pedaline braid that is as satisfac-
tory for making hats as the imperted braid. The Swiss have
made it for something like 8 or 9 years now, and therefore
have steadily and constantly perfected the quality and appear-
ance of the brald.

It is urged upon me by the braid manufacturers that they will
be able to and can almost instantly, if given a proper duty,
manufacture this brald. I am inclined to concede that ; namely,
that given a proper duty they can develop a pedaline braid here
that may be satisfactory. But at the present time it is impos-
sible for hat manufacturers to get sufficient pedaline braid to
make the quantity of pedaline hats that the American public
are asking for and expect to wear during the coming season.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mussa-
chusetts yield to the Senator from Connecticut?

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield.

Mr, BINGHAM, Is not that state of affairs due to the Treas-
ury decision? Is it not true that prior to the Treasury decision
which reduced the rate to 15 per cent ad valorem there were a
considerable number of manufacturers making pedaline braid
who now have machines that are standing idle because they can
not compete with the enormously increased imports of pedaline
braid from Europe? That there is only one factory now making
it is correct; but the reason is that the duty is too low, and so
the machines of the other companies are not working.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is a fact that the decision
reducing the rate to 15 per cent has now been in operation nbout
four years, and that may be possible, although I have some
doubt about it because pedaline hats are a recent style.

I appreciate the harm and injury that has been done to the braid
industry by the sudden demand by American women for hats of
this braid above all others. Naturally, it has cansed a depres-
sion in the business; and these braid makers find the American
public using an imported article rather than something they have
produced. It is possible that prior to this deeision in 1926, when
the duty was 90 per cent, they were able to make this braid, but
it has grown very rapidly in popular demand since 1926. In
fact, in my own State, one of the hat manufacturers tells me
that last year he made scarcely any pedaline hats, and that
they constitute 60 per cent of all the hats he is making this
year. In one season his entire hat business has been changed
over because of this popular demand.

I am troubled, first, about the increased cost to the con-
sumer ; secondly, as to just what protective duty is fair to the
braid manufacturers, and is not overburdensome to the con-
sumer. I am willing to increase the duty above the 15 per
cent, up to 25 or even 35 per cent; but I certainly shall protest
most vigorously against increasing this duty to 80 per cent, and
against a duty which will mean an increased price of 25 per cent
of hats to American women,

I think I have said all that I eare to say, except that I
should like to put in the Recorp some correspondence and state-
ments I havé had from hat manufacturers; and I desire par-
ticularly to call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut
to a statement made by a hat manufaciturer who read his state-
ment here at an earlier time in connection with this matter:

Senator Bingaam refers to ramié braids. These braids are provided
for under paragraph 1504, and are not contested, and thercfore have
nothing to do with the case.
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, just a moment. I desire to
make a correction in the statement the Senator just made
from the letter. I know the Senator did not make the state-
ment, but the lefter is wrong. Paragraph 1504 refers to braids
made wholly of ramie. The Senator’s corréespondent was in
error.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The situation is this: Are we
prepared now, for the sake of a possible improvement in the
business of a limited number of braid manufacturers, to raise
the price of women’s and children’s hats to millions of women
to the amount of 25 per cent, so that if it is a $4 hat, the new
price will be $5; if it is a $2 hat, the new price will be $2.507

1 said to these braid manufacturers, “If you can make this
pedaline braid with a reasonably increased duty, I am willing
to concede that the publie ought to bear that duty; but if you
require almost doubling the price of this braid, raising the duty
from 15 per cent te 90 per cent, I can not ask the American
public to bear that duty and that burden. It is too much to
exact from the consumers for the sake of helping a limited
group engaged in this industry.” But if a fair rate could be
determined upon, I should be willing to make some concessions
to help the braid industry, which I appreciate is greatly dis-
tressed, and whieh, I will say, the hat manufacturers have ex-
pressed a willingness to do. I think they were willing to go as
high as 30 per cent.

Mr. COPELAND, Mr. President:

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator from
New York.

My, COPELAND. I should like to ask the Senator a ques-
ticn. He has been flooded, no doubt, as I have been, by tele-
grams from hiz State about thig article. Does the Senator think
that a rate of 35 or 40 per cent would encourage the manufacture
of pedaline braid in this country?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes; I think it wounld en-
courage it. The hat manufacturers have not, of course, in their
desire to get a high rate, been willing to say that they could
profitably make pedaline braid with that degree of protection,
I think they could, however. The hat manufacturers say they
can at 25 to 30 per cent.

Mr. COPELAND. This is the tone of 40 or 50 telegrams I
have here:

We are now paying 50 to 100 per cent more on imported pedaline
braids than the prices quoted at the begioning of the season.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am glad the Senator raised
that question. I did not want to go into that angle of this
matter, because it gets into personalities and side issues, and I
rather wanted to avoid it.

Some very ardent and very enthusiastic braid manufacturers
who have been following this matter sent out some telegrams
to bat manufacturers, and the hat manufacturers sent in tele-
grams such as the Senator has read. I have in my papers here
two affidavits by hat manufacturers stating that they never sent
alleged telegrams; that they were sent by braid manufacturers
who used their names.

The leading manufacturers of women's and children’s hats
with whom I have been in consuitation, some from the Senator’s
own State, some from Detroit and St. Louis and other parts
of the country, state to me that there are a large number of
small hat manufacturers such as are represented in these
telegrams. They state that the demand for pedaline braid has
become so very extensive this season that those hat manufac-
turers who did not put their orders in last fall, and did not make
their contracts for the braid with the importers, and undoubt-
edly now are rushing around at the last minute to get some
braid for this season, are being charged a higher price than
was offered last fall, The hat manufacturers with whom I
have conferred state that the small manufacturers who have not
been making these hats, who see them coming into popular
vogue, are rushing to make them, and, therefore, the demand
has been so great that there has been an increase to the smaller
hat manufacturers.

1 appreciated the seriousness of the charge, and I have two
affidavits, one from the Senator’'s own State, in which it is
represented to me that there has been absolutely no increase
on their pedaline braids which they contracted for last fall, it
being necessary to make the selections in the late summer and
fall in order to manufacture the hats for the winter and have
thent on the market for the spring. They also state to me that
a good many of the names in these telegrams they could not
recognize as those of prominent hat manufacturers, 1 have
an affidavit from one hat manufacturer saying he never sent a
telegram he was purported to have sent, that some braid manu-
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facturer used his name. But that is apart from the real issue,
I did not want to go into those extraneous questions.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, is it not wise, under the eir-
cumstances, since we have the pulling and hauling, one group
wanting the rate away up, another wanting it away down, to
accept the amendment suggested by the committee?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The anrendment suggested
by the Senator from Utah?

Mr. COPELAND. Yes.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am inclined reluctantly to
come to that conclusion. The Senator from Utah has reached
that rate largely because of his desire to meet my demands for
a lower rate, and we have had many conferences to that end.
He wanted to impose a much higher rate. I can not agree to
the duty of 90 per cent.

Mr, COPELAND. If we could make it lower I would be glad
to have that done, but at the same time I am very much confused
by reason of the representations which have been made to
me, one side positive that it is right, and the other positive
that it is right.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the people who are so
urgent upon the Senator and me, the braid makers, after all,
have a problematic case. We ask, What is the aetual amount
of duty they need? After all, they have the laboring oar.
Of course, if they can not with a rate of 45 per cent make this
braid, we ought not to impose that duty. We should not make
the consumer and the Public Treasury pay an advanced price
unless the domestic trade can produce pedaline at a reasonable
price with this rate.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, what is the present duty?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. TFifteen per cent,

Mr. SMITH. And the committee proposes to raise it to what?

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts, It was proposed to raise it
to 90 per cent originally, and now they are willing to accept
45 per cent.

Mr. SMOOT.
bleached.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes,

Mr. SMOOT. I want to say to the Senator that the American
manufacturers of these braids claim that they have all the
machinery, they were put out of business the year before, they
can make the material immediately, and will make it. As to
that, I only take their word.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President, the Senator
from Utah has been very fair about the matter, and I think he
will agree that I have been trying to reach a just decision.
I have been more sympathetic to the braid manufacturers than
perhaps the facts justify.

Mr. SMOOT. I appreciate the position the Senator has taken
right through., He wants to do what is fair, not only to the pro-
ducer but to the consumer as well.

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator
from Massachusetts a question.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I yield.

Mr. SMITH, Is there evidence to show that if we raise this
duty the American manufacturer can supply the market? The
Senator appreciates that fashions change and fluctnate.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes.

Mr. SMITH. Are we justified in imposing a higher rate of
duty, increasing the cost to the consumer, when perhaps it will
only result in increasing the cost through importations rather
than through domestie produetion?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I appreciated that peint, and
I have been very much impressed with what the Senator from
South Careolina has said., That angle of the question has
troubled me. But I have come to the conclusion that it is wise
to let this compromise amendment go through, and later, if we
find that the manufacturers can not do what they have said
they can, go back to the old rate in the conference. I have
spoken on the matter this morning in order that the Recomrp
might eontain our argunments, and when the matter is in con-
ference perhaps the rate can be reduced below 45 per cent.
But I will say to the Senator from South Carolina, whose judg-
ment I esteem very highly, that in my judgment this is the best
disposition for the time being. -

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

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts want to have some material inserted in the RmCcoRp?

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes, Mr. President; and I
thank the Chair for calling my attention to the matter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed
in the Recosp, as follows:

Fifteen per cent if unbleached, and 25 if
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WasHINOTON, D. C., January 25, 1930,
The Hon. Davip I, WaALSH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. O,

My Dear SeENaTOor WALSim: You will remember that I called to see
you on Friday, on behalf of the National Association of Women's and
Children's Hat Manufacturers, who are very much Interested In the pro-
viglong of section 1505 (a) of the tariff bill,

At the time of my visit you showed me a number of telegrums from
firms which were urging you to support the 90 per cent duty on pednline
bralds. The association, which I represent, has been Investignting this
matier and the first two cases they investigated brought to light the
fact that in these two instances the telegrams which you received were
sont without the anthority of the person whose name was signed thereto.
I am inclosing herewith nn affidavit of Samuel Feldman, and one of
William Legch, the former being proprietor of 8. Feldman & Co., 48
West Thirty-elghth Street, New York City, and the latter of whom ls
a member of the flrm of Lucille Hat Co., 48 West Thirty-seventh Street,
New York Clty. I eall your particular attention to Mr., Feldman's affi-
davit, in which he indleates that most of these telegrams sent to you
were sent by the firm of Joseph Brandt & Bro. This is the firm which
you will recall we stated In our brief wag the only firm which made any
pretense to making pedaline braids.

I am also Inclosing herewith a short memornodum with respect to
the debate on the floor of the SBenate upon this section, ‘This memoran-
dum takes up and answers four points which Senator Smoor endeavored
to make against your argument. In addition to the points set forth
in the first paragraph of this memorandom, I eall your. attentlon to
page 3 of the brief of our association which has been snbmitted to the
commlittee and copy of wbich you have. I am sending you herewith
another copy of this brief for your convenience,

Respect fully,
DpaN HiLL STaNnEy,
IN CONNECTION WITH PARAGRAPH 1505-A

Refer to page 2024, CONGRESSIONAL Recokrp, the bottom of first col-
umn : Senator Smoor states that the Senate Finance Committee's amond-
ment is intended to put the classification of pedaline where Congress
intended it to be by the act of 1022, This Is in error,

All biraids were always classified on the basis of chief value. For a
time pedalines were misclassified at 90 per ecent, until the customs
authorities realized that the chlef value therein was manila hemp, where-
upon thoy were properly classified at 15 and 20 per cent, respectively,
as provided for in the act of 1022,

Refer to affidavit introduced by Senator 8stoor, second column, page
2024 : Senator Ssmoor In introducing afidavit by Ambers, Schwab & Co.
(Ine.), showing that a certain pedaline braid was manufactured by the
domestic manufacturer, Joseph Brandt & Bro., apparently overlooked the
fact that this a@davit was accompanied by another aMdavit which covers
two lmported articles comparable to the one made and sold by the
domestic manufacturer, (See Kxhibit 13 on brief on behalf of National
Assoelation of Women's and Children’s Hat Manufacturers.)

This affidavit shows that the selling price of the domestic-made article
(which it must be assumed includes overhead and profit) Is only 15
per cent, and 4.87 per cent, respectively, higher than the landed cost
of the compurable Imported article on the basls of the present 15 per
cent rate,

Refer to the last paragraph, first column, page 2025 : Senutor Bixa-
HAM refors to ramie brald. These brailds are provided for under para-
graph 1504 and are not contested. Therefore have nothing to do with
the case,

Refer to middle of second column, page 2025 : Benntor SMOOT'S state-
ment to the effect that the proportion of hemp and cellophane in peda-
Hne can not be ascertained by analysis is in error. On the contrary,
it is n wery simple thing In pedaline to separate the eellophane from
the hemp mevely by untwisting It, and a ehemist can readlly ascertain
the proportionate yalue of the two materials. We herewith attach a
clipplog of n typleal pedaline brald, at the end of which some of the
strands have been untWisted, showing clearly and separately the cello-
phane and hemp,

MEMORANDUM

8raTR o New YORK,
County of New York, as:

Bamuel Feldman, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I am the proprietor of 8B, Feldman & Co., manufacturers of women's
hats, with place of business at 48 West Thirty-eighth Street, city,
county, and Stnte of New York., I am informed that n number of
telegrams have been sent to Members of the United States Sennte from
manufacturers, Including deponent, protesting agalnst the increased
price In pedaline, and requesting that the proposed 90 per cent duty
contalned in the tariff bill as approved by the Senate Finance Commit-
tee be enacted into law. 1 never at any time sent such a telegram,
nor have I at any time authorized any person to send the same in my
name or behalf or In the name or behalf of 8, Feldman & Co. I have
investigated the sending of such telegrams and find that the telegram
sent in my name was drafted and transmitted by one A. Beane, of the
firm of Jos. Brandt & Bro., manufacturers of domestic brald in thig
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city. Mr. Beane, whom I have questioned in regard to this;, stated
that he had not only gent the telegram in my name or that of my firm
but that about 100 similar telegrams had been sent in the name of
domestic hat manufacturers. I categorically and wholly repudiate the
telegram sent out in my name. The sentiments expressed in such tele-
gram do not in any way reflect the oplnion of myself or other domestic
hat manufacturers. We belleve, and have publicly stated #s a matter
of Senate record, that the proposed duty of 90 per cent I8 unwarrnnted
and will be ruinous to our use of pedaline.
Our opinion, as already embodied In statements heretofore placed
before the Senate Finance Committee, i In no way changed.
BAMUEL FELDMAN.
Sworn to before me this 24th day of January, 1030,
[SEaAL.] WaALLACR H. ERSKINE,
Notary Public,
Certificate filed in New York County,
Commission expires March 30, 1930,

Kings County elerk's No. 43.
No. 4.

StarTe or NEW YORK,
County of New Yurk, ss:

Willlam Leech, being duly sworn, deposes and says:

I am a member of the firm conducting business under the name of
Lucille Hat Co., with pluce of business at 48 West Thirty-seventh Street,
city, county, and State of New York, where we are engaged In the manu-
facture of domestic women's hats, I am informed that a number of
telegrams have been sent to Members of the United States Senate, in-
cluding one purporting to come from my firm, The burden of such
telograms, I am informed, is a protest against the incrensing price 4f
Imported pedaline and a request that the 90 per cent ad valorem duty
fixed by the Senate Finance Committee be retained, I never sent such a
telegram ; no member of my firm sent such a telegram, Such telegram
was never authorized In any way. Such telegram is directly contrary to
my own personal views and that of my firm, all of us being opposed to
the proposed increase as reported by the Senate Finance Committee,
The telegram in question was sent by an imposter,

W, A, LeecH.

Sworn to before me this 24th day of January, 19380,

| SBaL. ] Ropent J. MEEHAN, Notary Public.

Bronx County, 121. New York County, No. 790. Commission expires
March 30, 1930.

81, Louis, Mo., Jonuary 25, 1939,
Senator Davip I, WaLsm,
Senate Office Buwilding, Washington, D, C.:

We have been unable to buy pedaline braild in domestic product satis-
factorily to compete with forelgn braids. Commend your stand agaiust
increase you are fighting.

Davip Conex Har Co. (Ixc.).

CHIcAGO, ILL., Jonuary 25, 1080,
Benator Davip I. WALsH,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. O.

Sig: We are a millinery manufacturing house, and we use a lot of
pedaline braid, We wish to protest to you against the D0 per cent duty
on these braids. We find that the pedaline bralds manufactured in this
country are very unsatisfactory, and at no time have we ever found
where any of the importers have taken advantage of us by doubling the
prices on pedaline because of any combine or control of the market.

We urge you to use your Influence to the most of your ability to
prevent this increase of duty from belng passed.

Yours very truly,
GexM Har Co.
By BENJ. ASTRAHAN,

New Yorx, N. Y, Janwary 2}, 1039,
Senator Davip 1. Warsm,
Carve Benate Office Building, Washington, D, €.:

Referring to telegrams forwarded to you by number of New York hat
factorles urging retention of 90 per cent duty on pedalines and clalming
price charged by importers has been doubled, investigation by National
Asgociation of Women's and Children's Hat Manufacturers so far reveals
that in the first two cases investigated alleged senders clnim that such
telegrams were entirely unauthorized as views expressed therein dia-
metrically opposed telegrams apparently sent by unauthorized per-
sons, Are forwarding sworn afidavits to that effect from two alleged
senders,

New Yok Orrice oF Eowix V. Mitenenn Co.
or MeppigLn, Mass,

STATEMENT OF WOMEN'S HAT MANUFACTURERS

I, Edwin 8. Mitchell, a member of the firm of Edwin V, Mitchell, of
Medfield, Mass., manufacturing women's hats, both straw and felt, here-
with mnake oath to the following facts iu conunection’ with pedaline
braids :
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{1) Prior to the present geason, we have not made many pedaline
hats, but the demand for this class of hats among women has neces-
gltated our producing this line. We commenced manufacturing them in
large volumes about the middle of December, having purchased the braid
In the early fall. However, we have made pedaline hats in small
guantities for the last four years.

{2) Al the pedaline braid that we have used in our bats we have
purchased from importers. We have never been solicited by domestic
producers of pedaline braid and never heard of pedaline braid being
produced by American braid makers until this guestion was raised in
the tarlif debates. About 60 per cent of our straw hats for the present
seagon ig the so-called pedaline hat. These pedaline hats are the popu-
lar-priced hats, retailing at $2 to $3.

(8) We have purchasged pedaline since early last fall, but up fo the
date of this statement have observed no increase in the price of pedaline
over that procured earlier in the season.

(4) We purchase a large amount of domestic braids and do an exten-
give business with domestic-braid manufacturers. None of them has
ever offered or displayed pedaline braids, Undoubtedly the switch in
style to pedaline braids has deprived the domestic-braid manufacturer
of a market for some of the braids which were formerly used in straw
hats, but this is the result of style changes. Of course, we would pre-
fer to buy braid from the domestic manufacturer If the style and
quality were such as that which the public used and demanded.

(5) Practically the entire material nsed in the hat, outside of the
lining, is pedaline braid. It is my opinlon that if the duty is in-
creased from 15 per cent to 90 per cent, the retail price of pedaline
hats will increase about 25 per cent,

Epwin B. MITCHELL.

1, Isanc Mindheim, a resident of New York City, and a member of the
firm Max Miudbeim, ladies’ hat manufacturer, herewith make oath to the
following facts in connection with the pedaline braids:

{1) We manufacture all kinds of ladies’ straw hats. Pedaline-braid
hats are clasgified as straw hats. We also manufacture felt hats which
are worn by women during the winter season. The so-called pedaline
hat has become an extremely popular medium-priced hat. Of the straw
hats worn during the spring and summer seasons by women, the pedaline
hat is the style most commonly in demand at the present time among
the popular.priced bats. Women's hats made from pedaline braids re-
1ail for $2 to $5. Of the straw hats manufactured by our concern, at
least 60 per cent are pedaline hata.

{2) Pedaline braid originated in Bwitzerland and has never been
made in this country in substantial quantities. When the demand for
pedaline hats became general, at least one American braid manufacturer
began to produce pedaline braids. This concern is the Joseph Brandt
Co., of New York City. It has been making braids only within recent
months. Prior to that time the sole straw-hat manufacturers had to
depend entirely upon obtaining pedaline braid from abroad.

(3) I have examined the pedaline braid made by the domestic con-
cern referred to, but have not purchased any for it seemed to me, for
the purposes of my business, to be inferior to the imported braid, and I
could not satisfactorily use it. The price for which the domestic braid
was offered was not controlling, but the fact that it seemed to me
somewhat inferfor prevented my ordering any.

(4) Statements bave been made that pedaline brald has substantially
increased In price, or, in fact, doubled In price. This is not my experi-
ence. Pedaline bralds vary in price, depending upon the pattern. Some
patterns now are cheaper than they were at the beginning of this sea-
son, which was late in the summer and early fall. Other pedaline bruids
in new patterns mow In popular demand have increased somewhat in
price, but not materially, 1 know of nmo braid that has increased in
price to the extent of 50 per cent. My impression is, that considering
all kinds of braids, the average prices would be about the same as one
year ago.

(5) 1t is claimed that domestic braid manufacturers, whose business
undonbtedly has been lessened by the American women's demand for
pedaline braid hats, can euccessfully copy the design and put on the
domestic market pedaline braids comparable to the Swiss braid. In view
of the fact that Switzerland has been turning out these braids for sev-
eral years aud has made considerable progress in the style and material
of this braid, it is doubtful if the American producer can immediately
produce as fine a quality as the imported. It may be a season or two
before he can produce comparable bmtid. In the meantime the style
may have changed entirely, and pedaline braid thereby become passé.

(6) I had submitted to me some of the names of the hat manufae-
turers who requested a duty on pedaline braids and who claimed that
the price of pedalines had jumped from 50 per cent to 100 per cent.
Muany of these names I had never heard of, and it is my judgment that
they are either small hat manufactorers or makers of women's sewed
hats.

(7) If the present duty of 15 per cent is increased to 90 per cent it is
the judgment of myself and other hat manufacturers with whom I have
talked that the retail price of women's pedaline hats will increase
about 25 per cent.

1aaac MiNDHEIM,
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Mr. COPELAND, Mr, President, I join in the feeling ex-
pressed by the Senator., I am quite at sea myself as to what
rate should be fixed, but the Senator huas said that this will
give opportunity in conference at least to consider the matter,
and the record is made, and, so far as I am concerned, joining
in the reluctance expressed by the Senator from Massachuseits,
I am willing to accept the proposal of the Senator from Utah.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment to the amendment,

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, in the committee amendment
on page 204, line 21, 1 move to strike out all after the word
“composed " down to and including the word “textile” in
line 22, and to insert the words I send to the desk. It is exactly
the same amendment,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state
amendment.

The LecistATiveé Crerg. On page 204, line 21, strike out
all after the word " composed” down to and including the
word *textile” in line 22, and insert the words -“of a sub-
stantial part of rayon or other synthetic textile, but not wholly
or in chief value thereof,” so as to read:

(e) Hats, bonnets, and hoods, wholly or in chief value of any
braid not provided for in this paragraph, if such braid is composed
of a substantial part of rayvon or other synthetic textile, but not
wholly or in ch!e[ value thereof.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, that is to
carry out the intent of the amendment we have just adopted?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing
to the amendment to the amendment,

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator from Mississippi [Mr., HAr-
RISON] desires to offer an amendment to a committee amend-
ment,

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
Barxiey] has an amendment on the hemp duty which he de-
sires to offer. I think he will be in the Senate in a moment.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What paragraph is that?

Mr, SMOOT, I do not know to which paragraph the amend-
ment of the Senator from Kentucky is to apply, as I have not
seen the amendment.

I understand, Mr. President, that unanimous consent was
given that in the consideration of paragraph 1505, committee
amendments as well as amendments offered by individual Sen-
ators should be allowed. If consent has not been granted, I
make the request now.

Mr. COPELAND. May I ask the Senator from Utah the full
significance of the request? Does it mean that our last oppor-
tunity to offer amendments to this paragraph will be past?

Mr. SMOOT. When the bill gets into the Senate the Senator
can offer any amendment he desires to submit.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re-
quest made by the Senator from Utah? The Chalir hears none,
and it iz so ordered.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to
the straw-hat provigion.

The PRESIDING OFFIOCER. The clerk will report the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky.

The Leaiscarive CiERg. The Senator from Kentucky moves,
on page 204, paragraph 1505, subparagraph (b), section (3),
to strike out the words “$4 per dozen and,” so that section 3
will read as follows:

(3) Blocked or trimmed (whetber or mot bleached, dyed, colored, oz
stained), 50 per cent ad valorem.

On page 204, line 14, to strike out the words * $4 per dozen
and,” so that section 4 will read as follows:

(4) If sewed (whether or not blocked, trimmed, bleached, dyed,
colored, or stained), 80 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. BARKLEY, The amendment is in two subsections,
can consider the two together or separately.

Mr., SMOOT. Let them be considered separately,

Mr, BARELEY. Then I will offer the first now.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I gincerely hope the amendment
will not be agreed to.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President——

Mr. SMOOT. I know the Senator wants a vofe, and he is
entitled to one, but I do not want to go into a discussion of
the amendment unless I am compelled to do so.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Menator yield?

Mr. BARELEY. I yield,

the
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Mr, TYDINGS, I would like to ask the Senator, in order
to make doubly sure that I understand the situation, if there
was not a hearing on hats by the Tariff Commission and If the
Tariff Commission did not make a sort of a sliding rate, from
50 per cent to about 88 per cent? Is not that correct?

Mr, BARKLEY. The Tariff Commission made no rate. The
Tariff Commission made a report to the President, based upon
which the President increased the ad valorem rate on hats
selling for $0.50 per dozen or less from 60 per cent to 88 per
cent, He made no change in the rate on hats imported at
more than $6.50 per dozen,

Mr. TYDINGS. May I ask the Senator from Kentucky
whether or not the President's proclamation was in line with
the findings of the Tariff Commission, as he stated?

Mr. BARKLEY. It was based on the report of the Tariff
Commission,

Mr, TYDINGS. Did the Tariff Commission in their findings
show that the rate in the presidential proclamation was the
fair and necessary rate for the hats mentioned?

Mr. BARKLEY. They reported that, based upon certain
conditions which they investigated, the difference in the United
States and.abroad in the eost of producing the certain types
of hat covered by the investigation was 88 per cent ad valorem,
and based upon that statement the President issued his procia-
mation, but limited its application to bhats invoiced at less
than $0.50 per dozen. In other words, the President's procla-
mation inereased the tariff on the cheaper quality of hats but
did not touch the ad valorem rate of 60 per cent on the higher-
priced hats.

Mr. TYDINGS. Now, may I ask the Senator, as & member of
the committee, if he will tell us what the Tariff Commission had
to say in reference to the first paragraph which the Senator
from Kentucky seeks to amend, and whether or not the rate
contained in the bill is the rate they recommended or whether
it is less or whether it is more than the rate they recommended?

Mr. BARKLEY. The proclamation of the President was based
on hats——

Mr. TYDINGS. No: I mean when the committee was having
its hearings did the Tariff Commission give to the Finance Com-
mittee what it conceived to be the fair rate on these particular
articles?

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not recall that the Tariff Commission
testified at all. We had tariff experts sitting in the room who
were consulted by members of the committee, but the Tariff
Commission as such did not testify before the committee and
made no recommendations. As far as that is concerned, the
tarifl’ experts did not regard it as a part of their province to
recommend rates to the committee. They answered questions
when they were asked about the industry.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr, SMOOT, I think this Is rather a serious amendment. I
think the facts should demonstrate to the Senate that it is a
very dangerous amendment. Let me refer to the imports of
sewed straw hats coming in under the 88 per cent rate. The
number of imported hats for 1927 was 1,499,852, For the year
1928 the number was 1,045,982, For 11 months of 1929 the
number was 1,804,809,

Let us see how the importations run of sewed hats dutiable
at 60 per cent not falling under the presidential proclamation,
In 1927 the number imported was 750,240, in 1928 the number

was 1,808,204, and for 11 months of 1929 there were 5,196.768 |

hats.

Mr. BARKLEY.
little bit in my own time.
that have been coming in are not straw hats. They are chip
hats. They sell at retail in the United States in the neighbor-
hood of $1 apiece. The rate applied on these hats amounts to
an ad valorem rate running as high as 185 per cent on some of
them. It is a rather strange circumstance——

Mr. SMOOT., The Senator well qualifies his statement by
saying “ some of them.”

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield to the Senator from North Carolina?

Mr, BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky
if he will not discuss the question of the justice and fairness
of the increase authorized by the President’s proclamation with
reference to the hats spoken of in this paragraph. As I under-
stand it, the paragraph is the only one under which there has
been up to this time any application to the President for an
increase in duaty., The Senator from Utah just read us some
figures of imports of hats embraced in the other paragraphs.

I was going to discuss that phase of it a
The larger proportion of the hats
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It does not appear that the domestic producers of these hats
have applied under the present law to the President for an
increase in duty, notwithstanding the increase in imports. The
only application we have had is under this particnlar para-
graph, and it, I understand, is the paragraph under which the
cheap hats come in which are largely used by the poorer people
of the country. That is the only paragraph about which there
had been any complaint up to the time the House acted upon
the general revision of the tariff. Am I correct about that?

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is correct about that.
application for an increase in rates was on the sewed hats,

Mr. SIMMONS. But there has been no application with refer-
ence to these various paragraphs?

Mr. BARKLEY. I think not. I do not know of any other
application, and I think that is a correct statement,

Mr. SIMMONS., What I desire the Senator to discuss, and
I think it Is very important, is why was the application made
as to this paragraph and not as to the other paragraphs. Does
the testimony that was taken seem to the Senator to Justify the
increase?

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not think the testimony given before
the Finance Committee justifies the increase for reasons which
I desire to mention very briefly, for the very reason that the
application for the increase applied to the cheaper quality of
bats, many of which are not even made in the United States:
but operating on the theory of the banana tax, that if we can
keep bananas out it will compel the people to eat apples, an
application was made for an increase in the tariff on the cheaper
hats on the assumption that to restriet the importation of the
cheaper hats would require the American people to buy more
of the higher-priced hats, and in an indirect way the channels
of trade wounld be directed into the hands of the manufacturers
of the more expensive hats.

My opposition to the increase is based very largely upon the
fact that many of them are not produced in the United States
and that they are used very largely by the laboring men and
farmers who can not afford to buy the higher-priced hats. Not
only does the increase apply the most heavily to the character
of hats carried in the bill, but even the President’s proclamation
is limited in its increase to the cheaper hats which come into

The

| the country.

Mr. SIMMONS. Taking all the different paragraphs, five in
number, dealing with different kinds of hats, I think the duties
under the present law are sufficiently high. They have not been
questioned by the American producer anyhow, except in one
instance, T recognize the fact that when the Tariff Commission
has considered an application for an increase, and when the
President, acting upon their report, has ordered an increase,
that fact is entitled to favorable consideration at the hands of
the Congress.

But the Congress is no more bound by the President’s increase
of a tariff rate, unless it finds it was justified, than the Con-
gress is bound by a tariff rate levied by a previous Congress,
unless it finds that It was justified under the circumstances. I
winted the Senator to discuss that because I think it is a very
important matter, and this is the first time, I believe, that we
have dealt with an increase made by the President which has
been called into question.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator will recall that in the metal
schedule in the tarlff on pig iron——

Mr. SIMMONS. I beg the Senator's pardon.
that case.

Mr. BARKLEY. We there dealt with the same proposition,
where the President had increased the rate from 75 cents to
$1.125, and we reduced the rate back to 75 cents as carried in
the act of 1922,

Mr. SIMMONS. I would regard an increase by the President
a8 being some evidence that the rate ought to be increased, but
I would not regard it as any more binding upon the Congress
than if the Congress itself had made a rate that was too high.

Mr. BARKLEY, I take the same view of it that the Senator
from North Carolina takes.

Mr. SIMMONS. There is nothing sacred abont an inerease
made by the President. We are taking increases made by pre-
vious Congresses and say that they were too high. There is
nothing sacred about a rate of taxation imposed by the Presi-
dent by proclamation, It is entitled to serious consideration and
maybe what a lawyer would describe as somewhat in the nature
of prima facie evidence.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator has stated the proposition with
clarity and fairness, as he always does. I would say that the
burden of proof on those who rely on the President's proclama-
tion increasing the rate is still greater when that increase ap-
plies more heavily on the clothes of the people who are less able
to bear it, which is the fact in relation to these straw hats.

It did occur in
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Eentucky
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator understands that the application
to the Tariff Conmission for rates on straw hats was not as
to any particular class of hats. It was a request for a complete
investigation of straw hats that were imported into the United
States. :

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I think the application was so made,
but the investigation and proelamation largely centered around
hats contained in subsection 4.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. BARKLEY. 1 yield

Mr, COPELAND. I should like to ask the Senator, in order
that we may have all of the matter before us, if he intends to
offer any other amendment to paragraph 1505 than the two he
has suggested?

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I have no other amendment to offer.

Mr, COPELAND. Then the two matters before us relate to
gubeection 8, where the Senator proposes to strike out the
specific duty; and to subsection 4, where likewise he proposes
to strike out the specific duty. Is that correct?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. The change I propose is to eliminate
the $4 specific duty per dozen.

1 desire to call the attention of the Senate to some of the
reasons why I think the $4 per dozen specific duty ought not fo
be adopted. In the first place, with the exception of the very
Tow-priced hats known as chip hats and used almost exclu-
gively in the farming districts, the present duties are so high
that American manufacturers can and do undersell the im-
porters, In the second place, the imports of all hats except the
low-priced chip hats are rapidly declining, If the duty is raised,
as it is provided in the bill, it will result in an absolute embargo
upon the importation of all hats, including chip hats.

In order to show the enormous inerease provided in the two
sections, I want to discuss them both together, because they
apply to the same thing, subsection 3 applying to blocked or
trimmed hats, whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained,
and subsection 4 applying to sewed hats, whether or not blocked,
trimmed, bleached, dyed, colored, or stained, the difference be-
tween the two paragraphs being the difference in the ad valorem
rate of 50 and 60 per cent, the specific $4 rate being the same.

Many of the cheaper hats that are imported into this country
are imported at a price below $4 per dozen invoice price. This
increase applies very largely to the hats which are not made of
straw but are made of chip, chip being very fine shavings which
are obtained from wood and other similar materials, which at
first sight have the appearance of straw but which, as a matter
of fact, are not straw at all.

These hats come into this country invoiced at less than $4 a
dozen, but, in order to make my illustration plain, I will say
that they come in at $4 per dozen. At the present time such a
hat is imported under a tariff rate, we will say, of 50 per cent.
Some of them are bearing a 60 per cent tariff rate under the
law, and not under the President’s proclamation ; but if such a
hat is bearing a 50 per cent ad valorem rate and is valued at $4
per dozen, the tariff on that dozen hats amounts to $2, but under
the pending bill it amounts to $6, so the tariff rate carried in
the bill on a $4 per dozen hat, assuming that it were a 50 per
cent rate, would be 150 per cent as compared to 50 per cent;
or if such a hat bears a 60 per cent rate, the duty would be
$2.40 plus $4, making $6.40, which would be the tariffi and
which amounts to about 165 per cent.

Mr, COPELAND, Mr. President—

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. BARKLEY. 1 yield.

Mr, COPELAND. I desire to show the Senator an exhibit.
This [exhibiting] iz an Italian chip hat.

The net foreign selling price is $3.58 per dozen.

The total landed cost at present rate of duty is $6.39 per
dozen.

The total landed cost under rate of duty in Senate Finance
Committee’s report is $10.43 per dozen,

The actual American net factory cost on a hat exactly com-
parable with this without any selling, administrative, or other
expenses is $10.86 per dozen,

The hat which I have here will show the Senator the type of
hat which is being imported.

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from New York,
of course, understands that American hat makers are not mak-
ing chip hats. They are making a hat that may be comparable
out of cheep siraw, but they are not making a chip hat. The
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chip hats are altogéther imporfed, and the American manu-
facturer does not produce them. What is attempted to be done
here is to prevent the importation of chip hats so as to compel
the American people to buy the hats that are being produced
in the United States at a higher cost.

The chip hats that are brought in under the present rate ean
be bought in any community in the United States for around
a dollar apiece. They are not harvest hats ; they are not woven
hats; they do not come in under the exemption of subsection
5 providing for harvest hats coming in at less than $3 a dozen,
bearing a 25 per cent ad valorem rate. The chip hats can be
bought now by the American farmer and by American working
men for an average of about §1 apiece at retail. At present
they bear a rate not exceeding 60 per cent, but under this bill
it Is proposed to bring in an identical hat with a rate of 165 per
cent ; in other words, it is proposed to make the $4 specifie duty
levied on these hats greater than the inveice price of the hat
as it is imported.

It will offer no consolation to the American farmer to say
that he may buy a woven hat, which is known as the harvest
hat, and pay a tariff of 25 per cent on it, for if he desires a
little better hat, one that he may wear to town when he quits
his work, one that he may wear to church or to any sort of
public gathering or anywhere else that he pleases outside of the
harvest field, he must pay the 165 per cent duty on that kind
of hat. That is what is proposed in the pending bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
vield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from Kentucky has stated that
we do not make any chip hats in the United States. That is
true, because the Italians ship such hats in at less than the labor
cost alone in this country would be. The reason why we do not
make those hats is not that we can not make them, but because
of the fact that it has been demonstrated beyond any question of
doubt that the labor cost in the United States alone to make a
hat such as the foreign article valued at $4 a dozen would be
more than the entire cost of the hat imported here with the
duty paid.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, that may be true, but does
the Senator from Utah take the position that in order to enable
the American manufacturers, paying higher wages to their work-
men, to make chip hats the importation ought to be either so
restricted or prohibited as to make it possible for them to make
them, paying high wages, and sell them to the American people
at the price which the high wage would justify? The American
hatters are paying their labor—and I am glad that they are
doing it—about a dollar an hour. That is a good wage, and I
do not want to see it reduced.

The American hat manufacturers are in no bad way, because
the hat manufacturers who are able to pay a dollar an hour fo
their laboring men and at the same time make profits are not in
distress, and there is no reasom on the part of labor why we
should increase the tariff on these hats.

The laboring men have not asked for an inerease over a dollar
an hour, which they are now receiving as workmen in the hat
factories of the United States, and, in my judgment, it will be
nothing short of an onfrage to raise the tariff on these cheaper
hats so high that it will prevent their importation or would
muake it possible for American hat makers to produce them at
American high wages and sell them to the American people at
three or four times the price at which they now purchase them,
in order that they may be produced under the high wages paid to
the American workingman. The guestion is, Shall we deny the
American people, especially the classes who buy these cheaper
hats, selling for a dollar or $1.50 or $2 apiece, the opportunity
to purchase them at a reasonable price? Many of them can not
pay $5 and $6 and $8 and $10 for a straw hat.

Every Senator knows that during the last 10 years the price
of straw hats has increased gradually. We have not been able
to tell always the reason for the inerease, which has been evi-
dent not only in the case of men's hats but likewise in women’s
hats, but the manufacturers of high-priced hats*are not in any
distressed condition, Mr. President, that justifies an increase in
the price which we are to pay them, or an increase in the taviff
which is to be levied upon the product.

Furthermore, the manufacturers of hats who c¢ame before
the committee urging this increase in the tariff rate undertook
to show that the increase in the importations of these cheap
hats, largely coming from Italy and very largely made up of
chip hats, to which I have referred, had enormously increased.
In order toc show the volume of importations they included
about three and one-half million hats that were brought in here
as raw material, upon which they are asking a reduection from
85 per cent to 25 per cent, and upon which they have received
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that reduction, The raw, body hats thus brought in as raw
material by the American manufacturers have been bearing a
a5 per cent duty, but, because they wanted a decrease in the
price of their own raw material they came before us and asked
for a reduction from 85 per cent to 25 per cent ad valorem, and
they based their request for the reduetion on the fact that rough,
raw body hats, as they are called, were imported as raw mate-
rial, and therefore were finished in the United States, were
blocked and prepared for the American consumer in American
factories, employing American labor, at the high rates of wages
to which I have referred, and based upon that plea they secured
a reduction from 85 per cent to 25 per cent on this raw material.
Yet when they ask for a higher rate, an increase in the rate on
the finished produet, they add the three and one-half million
rough, raw, blocked hats upon which, as raw material, they
have secured a reduction in duty, and they add those three and
one-half million to the number of bats that are imported, in
order to boost the volume of importations, and thereby convince
Congress that they are entitled to a higher rate upon the im-
ported finished product,

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr, BARKLEY. 1 do.

Mr. COPELAND. There is not any doubt in the mind of the
Senator, I take it, that there have been such importations of
hats, elther identical or comparable to hats made here, that
our straw-hat Industry is threatened with annihilation. Does
the Senator doubt that?

Mr, BARKLEY. I do not admit any such statement as that.

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator is aware of the fact that
domestic hat-manufacturing establishments are declining in
number ?

Mr. BARKLEY. They may be declining in number for the
sime reason that earthenware establishments have been declin-
ing in number, because of absorption and purchase, just as what
are known as merchant pig-iron farnaces are decreasing in num-
ber, beenuse they have been absorbed by larger units in the same
manufacturing industry, or it may be that the hat-manufacturing
establishments have been reduced in number by a similar process
to that which Is now apparently going on in the cement industry,
where the United States Steel Corporation is purchasing every
now and then a very successful and profitable cement plant,
The statisties, no doubt, over a course of years will show a still
further reduction in the number of plants if that process shall be
continued.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Senator will bear with
me again, let me call his attention to the fact that the New
York hat factories during the last two years have suifered a
loss of employment of over 33 per cent. Whether that is due to
consolidation or some other movement of that sort, the fact
remains that, so far as the men employed in making hats in the
State of New York are concerned, the number is one-third less
than it was two years ago.

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

The VICE PREBIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yleld to the Senator from Utah?

Mr, BARKELEY. 1 yield.

Mr. SMOOT. My, President, these are the facts: There were
23 straw-hat manufacturers who signed the brief which was
sent to all Senators when the tariff rate was changed. Twelve
have gone out of business, 2 have sold out, 3 have merged,
and 2 are to-day selling foreign hats as a part of their product.
In other words, they are selling, as I am told, more foreign hats
than they are selling hats of their own production, and they gave
08 a reason the fact that it was absolutely a question either of
going out of business or deing that, and they concluded finally
to run as much of their plants as they could and sell the foreign
importations in order to make up whatever loss they ineurred
in operating thelr plants,

Mr. BARKLEY, I gave the fizures a while ago at three and
one-half million, I find by reference to my notes that the num-
ber of raw hats imported by the American manufacturers as
raw material and finished by them with American labor actually
is 4,286,888, They, of course, are entitled to go into the figures
of American domestic production.

Mr. BMOOT, There are two institutions in the United States
that import the hats referred to. It is true that they did import
those hats and are selling them because of the fact that they had
to do that or else closge their plants, and between the two evils I
think they chose the lesser,

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Benator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. BARELEY, I will yield In just a moment.
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In 1928—1 think it was 1928; I do not think the figures in-
clude 1929, because they are taken from the testimony before
the committee—we consumed in the United States 21,705,831
hats; we imported of sewed straw hats, which largely consist
of the cheaper hats, 2,812,428 and of finished hats, 1,043,000,
making a total of 3,855,428 hats that we imported, compared
to a domestie consumption of 21,705,000 bats; showing that all
importations of hats—cheap, medium priced, and high priced—
comprise about 17 per cent of our total domestic consumption.

1 yield now to the Senator from New York.

Mr. COPELAND. I called attention the other day, in a
colloquy with the Senator from Nebraska, to what is going on
about silk hats.

Because of the importations and the cheap labor abroad, it is
now impossible for the makers of silk hats to continue operation
here; so they do exactly what is going on with reference to the
hats discussed by the Senator from Kentucky. The manu-
facturers and also the stores where those hats are sold bring
in the foreign hat, take out the lining of the foreign manufac-
turer, and put in an American lining.

Take the hat that is sold to the Senator—the crush hat that
he $\;‘l'l.l'['s on certain occasions, for which he pald from $20
to $25.

Mr. BARKLEY., I beg the Senator’s pardon.
raised his “ ante " a little too high there.

Mr. COPELAND. I will make reference, then, to the Sena-
tor from Ohio [Mr. Fess], who has a carnation to-day, this
being McKinley day. Bat, anyhow, the crush hat that is sold
here with the Knox label in it for $20 or $25 is a hat made on
the other side of the ocean and brought here for $72 a dozen,
and this label is put.in it, and it is sold. The American hat
manufacturers are doing the same thing. They are finding
that they can buy these foreign-made hats so much more
cheaply than they can make them that they bring them here
and sell them to their eustomers instead of their own more
expensive product.

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Senator that what may be
going on in the manufacture of Knox hats selling at $25 and £30
apiece—and I will gay to the Senator that 1 am not on speaking
terms with any such hat—has no application whatever to the
hats T am talking about. Why, these cheap chip and straw hais
about which I am talking are not lined. The hat offered here
as an exhibit by the Senator from New York has no lining in it.
These straw hats, except very high-priced hats, have nothing on
the illrfiid(! except probably a little ornament in the way of lace
or SliK.

Mr. COPELAND. Of course, I was only giving an illustra-
tion; but the Senator had already stated that these American
manufacturers are bringing over foreign hats because they can
buy them so cheaply. They can better afford to import them
and sell them, whether under their own label or otherwise, than
to make them themselves.

Mr. BARKLEY. They are not bringing them over. They
brought over last year 4,286,388 of them, because they do not
make that identical prodnet in the United States. They im-
port it 4s a raw product, and it is included in the figures of total
domestic production, and is not ineluded in the importations of
hats, because it is not a hat. It is made into a hat after it gets
into the United States,

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. BARKLEY. I do.

Mr. COPELAND. They bring them in because they can buy
them so cheaply in Italy and sell them at such a price here.

Mr. BARRKLEY. Assuming for the sake of the argument that
that is frue, they are not produced in the United States. By
importing them in that raw condition they do give employment
to thousands of American workmen. Otherwise they might not
be able to give employment to these men; becanse if the rate of
wages paid these men in factories in the United States pre-
cludes the poseibility of their starting the proeess by which they
are produced up to the point of their importation in this raw
condition, then we might assume that either they would not
produce them at all, or the price would be prohibitive to the
ordinary American who is compelled to buy a straw hat at re-
tail for from $1 to $1.50 or §2 apiece; and it is largely in be-
half of this class of American consumers that I am making this
effort to reduce the rate.

I am not concerned about the man who can pay $10 for a
straw hat, or $15 for a straw hat, or $20, or even $5. I am con-
cerned about the men—and there are thousands and hundreds
of thousands, if not millions, of them in this country—who ean
not afford to pay more than a dollar or a dollar and a half
or two dollars apiece for their straw hats, The rate of tariff

I think he has
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upon these hats has been boosted from 50 per cent ad valorem
to 165 per cent ad valorem; and the very increase made by
the President’s proclamation takes no account of these high-
priced hats which men of wealth can afford to buy, but the in-
crease in the President's proclamation is made upon the cheaper
hats wholesaling at $9.50 per dozen or less.

In the calculation to which I have referred, the very cheap
hats about which I am talking really ought not to be taken
into consideration, because they are not made in this country;
and if they were not imported the American wearer would
not be able to obtain that quality of hat. He would either have
to do without his straw hat—a so-called straw hat, whether it
is made of straw or chip—or he would be required to pay, in all
probability, twice the price that he now pays in order to obtain
one.

In order that a few manufacturers of hats, located in a very
restricted area of our country, may increase their prices to
the American consumer, I ask whether the Congress of the
United States is going to deny to millions of our people who are
not in a pogition to indulge in luxurious straw hats the op-
portunity and the right to buy hats at prices at which they
are now able to obtain them.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. BARKLEY. I do.

Mr. COPELAND. Would the Senator prefer that I should
not ask him these questions during his speech?

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I am perfectly willing for the Senator
to interrupt me. What we are trying to do here is to get
information. .

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator has said that we do not
make these hats.

Mr. BARKLEY. We do not make the chip hats; no.

Mr. COPELAND. No; but if it were possible for our manu-
facturers to have some degree of protection they could make
a hat comparable to these and sell it at a very low figure.

There is a hat that costs 25 cents in Italy, and when it gets
to the consumer here it costs him a dollar; but we could have,
by some degree of protection, an encouragement of the straw-
hat industry so that a comparable hat could be made here and
sold at that priece.

Mr. BARKLEY. I am sure the Senator does not contend that
the American hat manufacturer could turn out that sort of a
hat, and pay the rate of wages we pay American workingmen,
and be able to sell it to the consumer for a dollar.

Mr. COPELAND. Not a chip hat; but he could make a straw
hat.

Mr. BARKLEY. We could not turn out very many of them,
paying the rate of wages we now pay, and sell them at a dollar
apiece.

er. COPELAND. Is the Senator willing to have the country

flooded with the cheaply made Italian product, even though,
conceding his point, it might be necessary to add a trifle to the
retail price of the article?

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not advocating a fariff rate that will
result in flooding the country with a cheap product; but I will
say this to the Senator: If those who are able to pay exorbi-
tant and high prices for expensive hats like the Milan, which
is not an American product, and the leghorn, which is also
an imported produet, and the Panama, which is not an Amer_-lcau
product but which is imported, why should we object to giving
the ordinary, common citizen of our country a right to have a
hat imported at a price he can afford to pay for it?

It is all right to say that there shall be no increase in the
price of Panama hats; and this bill carries no increase on
Panama hats, It is all right to say that there shall be no
increase, and this bill carries no inerease, on leghorns and
Milans and these other high-grade imported hats that we bring
in from Italy. But when it comes to the cheap hat that the
ordinary laboring man and farmer is compelled to use because
of his finaneial restrictions, we are asked to put an increase
of 165 per eent on that sort of hat, because there are more
of them coming in, becanse there is a greater demand for
them than there is for the higher-priced hats which the Senator
and I sometimes buy and, with rarve economy, may be able
to wear.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
vield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes,

Mr. COPELAND. I will go just as far as the Senator with
any =ort of tariff upon anything which is a luxury, but we have
a different enterprise here. We used to be the leading straw-
hat country of the world. For 60 years New York led the
world in making straw hats. Now, however, because of the
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fact that these imitation straw hats, made out of wood shavings,
ean be brought in, and because they look well and are sold at
a low price our industry is dying. The reason why the Presi-
dent’s proclamation did not include hats like this, as the Sen-
ator very well knows, is because chip hats were not under
consideration.

Mr. BARKLEY. No; but it includes the cheaper straw hats
that sell for less than $9.50 per dozen.

Mr. COPELAND. Yes; but because these hats were made of
wood they did not come under that proclamation.

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me ask the Senator a question: If the
American manufacturers, paying their rates of wages, could
make a chip hat like this one and gell it to the American con-
sumer at the same price that he now pays for it, why did they
not, with all of their ingenuity and their foresight, originate
the production of this type of hat rather than allow it to be
produced by the ingenuity of some other country, and then, as
soon as the American people have seen it and desire to buy it,
come here and ask Congress to prevent its importation by
imposing a rate so high that it can not come in?

Mr. COPELAND. The American consumers are not buying
it because of the fact that it is a chip hat. They are buying
it because it is a fine-looking hat.

Mr. BARKLEY. In all probability the average man who
buys it does not know what it is made out of.

Mr. COPELAND. No; he thinks it is a straw hat.

Mr. BARKLEY, Yes; it looks like straw, and probably wears
as long as the same quality of straw would wear in the same
type of hat.

Mr. COPELAND. And yet, after all, it is a counterfeit.

Mr. BARKLEY. Well, no; it is not a counterfeit. It is
not advertised as straw; but even if the retail merchant who
sells it to the consumer does not go to the trouble of explaining
that it is not made of straw, that is no indication that there is
any deception in it.

I bought a bat down here in Washington last summer that
happened to attract my particular attention, and which I
thought might add to the defects of nature and make me look
more presentable. I bought it. In ordinary parlance, it might
pass as straw; but it has not a single straw in it. It is made
out of some kind of grass or composition material which I have
never been able to understand or define or know the origin of;
but that was just as much a counterfeit, so far as I am con-
cerned, as these chip hats.

Mr. COPELAND. I do not raise that point; but I do say
this to the Senpator: How can we expect to have American
labor paid and have income enough to buy a thing, whether it
is a straw hat or something else, unless we maintain in our
protective tariff the difference between the labor cost here and
the labor cost abroad?

I know that the Senator and I are quite together on that
proposition. There are many varieties of Democrats, I know ;
but I think it is the attitude of the Senator—it certainly is
mine—that we must equalize the difference between domestie
and foreign labor. Now, because an Italian laborer working 12
hours a day at almost nothing per day can produce that cheap
hat, but which looks well—it is a nice-looking hat—and flood
our country with it, then immediately we say, “ Well, we must
protect the poor man who must buy a hat”; but, as a matter of
fact, the poor man would not have the money to buy even an
Italian hat unless he had protection enough to make it possible
to have employment in the United States.

Mr. BARKLEY, The Senator does not dispute the fact that
the rates carried in this bill will operate as an embargo on the
importation of the ehip hats from Italy, does he?

Mr. COPELAND. I do not know. I am not sure that the
specific rate fixed is right. I should be willing to argue that
matter with the Senator; but I know that unless some specific
rate is added to the ad valorem rate there will be no benefit to
the American manufacturer, and that, instead of having a re-
duction of one-third in two years of those employed in muking
hats in my State, there will not be anybody making hats in my
State. They have been looking forward in the hope of having
protection through this bill in order that they might continue
their operations. I believe in all sincerity that the straw-hat
industry of my State and of that vieinity—and the Senator
knows that is the center of it—is at stake now. If we strike out
the specific rate, ag the Senator proposes, the industry will be
destroyed and these workmen will be on the streets, They will
be eating their last year's straw hats instead of buying any new
ones,

Mr. BAREKLEY. Mr. President, the Senator knows that
brings up the question of the relativé benefits to a relative num-
ber of people involved in any tariff rate, and, of course, around
it also revolves the question, if we apply the same rule to all
the importations that come in confliet with American produc-
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tion, where will we have any market for the surplus products
of our own factories and our own flelds? The balance of trade
between the United States and Italy is in our faver. The same
is true of Switzerland ; the same is true of Belgium; the same
is true of England; the same is true of France. If when acting
on each individual schedule in this bill we take the position
that, although we have never produced the article in the United
Htntes, we are going to levy a tariff so high that the article can
not come in from any country where it is produced, thereby auto-
matically raising the price of that article to the American
people, hundreds of thousands of whom purchase it to every
hundred who make it, I wonder, after all, what is going to be-
come of the boasted forelgn commerce of the United States.

That is a question that most men in this body seem to have
lost sight of. We are an exporting nation. The nations of the
world can not buy our products by the payment of money.
Italy owes the United States, Belgium owes the United States,
France, England, and Germany owe the United States. They
ean not buy our surplus products by paying cash for them.
The only way they can buy them i= to exchange something they
have for something they want that we produce. Yet, if in the
consideration of every individual schedule we say, “ This will
not harm the Ameriean people much if we put an embargo on
it,” when we get through the bill and add up the sum total of
our deliberations we will find that we have not only crushed
our foreign international trade but we have thrown out of
employment infinitely more men than we haye given employ-
ment by a narrow restriction of our foreign trade in the manner
sgeemingly advocated by the suggestion of the Senator from
New York.

I know he does not intend that, but we must not lose sight
of the fact that we have millions of men working in the fac-
tories of the United States producing commodities which all the
nations of the world desire. If we prevent those nations from
gending to us at least those things that we do not make, how can
we hope to sell them the things we do make? That is the pre-
cise gituation with reference to the cheap chip hats in this
straw-lat schedule to which the Senator refers. We do not
make them, we never have made them, and I take it for granted
that if we could have made them so as to sell them to the
American consumer at a reasonable price, the ingenuity of the
Ameriean people would have found a way to do it. Now that
some other people have found a way to do it and are sending
those hats here in exchange for some of the goods of which we
do make a surplus, we are asked to prevent that interchange
of international trade because it interferes with the sale of
hats on the part of some people who make a different quality.

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

Mr, BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. COPELAND. 1 agree with almost every word the Senator
has said. I would be the last person in the Senate to do any-
thing to hurt the nations abroad or refuse to do anything pos-
gible to relieve their economic distress. Some time I should like
to enlarge upon that. But let me engage the Senator's atten-
tion just a moment on this point. 'We are not seeking to estab-
lish in this country factories for the making of chip hats, but
60 years ago the straw-hat industry started in the United
States, Bear in mind that this industry is an American indus-
try, and It was a prosperous industry for many years. But
now, because Italy, by reason of cheap labor and Mr. Musso-
lini's desire to get everybody back to work, and also because
the Italians possess the mechanical ingenuity to invent this sort
of a hat, they are shipping them into the United States to kill
the straw-hat Industry here.

We are not seeking to establish the manufacture of chip
hats but we want fo preserve the industry now making straw
hats,

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator will permit me to interject
just there, in 1927 there were imported 1,499,352 sewed braid
hats, which Is the ordinary straw hat we wear, made of braids
of straw sewed together, according to the briefs submitted to
the Finance Committee by the manufacturers asking for this
Increase, The very next year, 1028, the number of those same
hats imported decreased to 1,005,682, a decrease of almost
500,000 hats, or more than 30 per cent below the importations
of 1927,

If that is the type of hat the Senator Is seeking to protect
by stopping the importation of these cheap chip hats, T suggest
that the falling off of 30 per cent of Importations from 1927 to
19028 offers a very poor basis for such a conclusion,

Mr. COPELAND, Mr, President, if the Senator will yield,
let him listen to the figures which I want to give.

Mr. BARKLEY, 1 may say to the Senator that the decrease
Is accounted for in part by the fact that the President’s procla-
mation raised the rate from 60 to 88 per cent ad valorem on
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those hats, and thereby reduced the number from about a
million and a half to about a million.

Mr. COPELAND. But the President's proclamation did not
touch hats of the type of that I hold in my hand.

Mr. BARKLEY, I realize that, because that is not a straw
hat.

Mr., COPELAND. Therefore the hat which is American-
made, and competes with this hat, has been put out of business,

In 1913 the percentage of lmportations of hats as compared
with the consumption was 6 per cent, in 1927 it was 40 per
cent, in 1928 it was 50 per cent, and in 1929 it was 60 per cent.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the Senator realizes that,
aside from importations, there has been a decline in domestic
consumption due in part to the habit of many of our young
people to weiar no hats at all in the summer,

Mr. COPELAND. And due to the weather.

Mr. BARKLEY. And due to the weather. During the last
two or three years the late spring, the cold weather, and the
rains, have made the seascns abnormally late, and, of course,
in this country the hats are produced almost on short notice,
because a sample hat is made in May or June and is sent around
and orders are given, and then those hats later are manufac-
tured in accordance with the needs of the trade.

Merchants do not stock up much in advance on straw hats.
They have shipments coming in every week, and those shipments
are largely regulated by the weather in the springtime, but due
to late seasons, and due to this fad of going bareheaded on the
part of a lot of people in the United States, especially young
men, and akso another fad of adopting the European habit of
wearing in the summer a light-weight felt hat instead of a
straw hat, consumption of straw hats in the United States has
decreased without regard to importations, So that accounts
for a considerable part of the falling off in our domestic con-
sumption.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I think the Senator is cor-

rect about that, but the Government report shows that for the
year ending June 30, 1929, importations of sewed straw hats
had increased 78.1 per cent.

Let me say further that the Senator has mentioned a thing
which is deadly so far as the making of straw hats in the United
He has said that the style is promulgated

States is concerned.
the year before.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes,

Mr. COPELAND. The very fact that it is, and that the style
is fixed, and, like the laws of the Medes and Persians, can not
be varied, means that in June of this year the straw-hat manu-
factarer will fix what the style is to be for next year.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes.

Mr. COPELAND. Due to that fact the knowledge of the
styles leaks out to the foreigners, who get the information, and
they have ample time, with their cheap labor and foreknowledge
of what the style is to be, to make a hat which can be sold here,
identical in appearance and style with the American hat, and
which yet can be sold here for very much less.

Mr. BARELEY. 1 assume it is true, and I am willing teo
admit it is true, that it is impossible to prevent foreign manu-
facturers from obtaining Inside information. I do not know
that it is even inside information; it may be general knowledge,
because the samples are token around either to the jobbers or
to the retailers, or they send their representative to the fac-
tory. At any rate, samples are made up in May or June, we
will say, of this year., During the fall months, August, Sep-
tember, and October, either by sending the samples out to the
trade, or having the representatives of the trade come to the
factory, a selection of the type of hat the retailers want for the
next gpring is made. Those hats are not made up as soon as
the selections are made. They are made up the next spring,
according to directions given by either the jobber or the re-
tailer, so that the number of hats which will be produced next
spring will not be dependent upon the styles or the selections
made this year but will depend largely on the state of the
weather next spring and summer. If the spring is late and the
weather is cold up until April or May or June, of course the
number of hats that were anticipated by the factories as being
their output will be materially curtalled.

It has so happened tbat in the last three or four years the
springs have been late, and there has been an abnormal delay
in the start of the straw-hat season all over the United States
where straw hats are worn. But not only have the importa-
tions of the sewed hats to which I referred a while ago de-
ereased from 1,499,000 to 1,005,000, a half million in one year,
but also the importations of finished woven hats have fallen off
almost in the same proportion. In 1927 there were imported
into this country 1,378,044 finished woven hats. That is accord-
ing to the tables submitted by the manufactarers’ committee to
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the Finance Committee when they were asking for this increase.
In 1928 there were imported of these same hats 1,043,015, That
is taken from the Department of Commerce statistics for 1928,
which wtll be found on page 57 of the summary issued in
December of that year.

The only hats that are coming in, the importations of which
have inereased, are the cheap, low-priced chip hats retailing at
an average of about $1 or $1.10 a piece.

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

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr. COPELAND. Has the Senator the figures showing the
imports of shells; that is, of incompletely made hats?

Mr. BARKLEY. I bave the figures. They are called raw-hat
bodies. The importations amounted to 4,286,388.

Mr. COPELAND. I have figures showing that the importa-
tions were more than that. The last census of manufactures of
the United States, taken in 1927, clearly shows that of the
straw hats completely made in the United States there were
547,727 dozen sold, braid hats, and 256,461 dozen finished woven-
body hats, except harvest hats. That makes a total of 804,108
dozen, or 9,650,226 hats.

The same report shows that we imported shells to the extent
of 235,175 dozen, or 3,022,000 hats, which were finished in the
United States.

Mr. BARKLEY. My fizures are higher than that. The fig-
ures I have are 4,286,388 of the body hats, so ealled, shipped in
here as raw material, upon which the manufacturers them-
selves have secured a reduction in the tariff. The American
manufacturers of hats have come before the committee, and at
their request have secured a reduction from 35 to 25 per cent
on the 4,500,000 raw hats. They can not be included in the
4,500,000 as raw material and used as a basis for a reduction
because they are raw material, and in fhe next breath be
included as finished hats when an increase is asked on
finished hats.

Mr. COPELAND. Can the Senator refer me to the reduction
in rate requested by the manufacturers?

Mr. BARKLEY. The bill carries a reduction from 35 to 25
per cent ad valorem, and it was granted at the request of the
manufacturer.

Mr. COPELAND. That was on hats valued at less than $3
a dozen?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes.

Mr. COPELAND, Harvest hats?

Mr. BARKLEY. No. The harvest hat is a completed hat.
These hats are in the paragraph providing “not blocked or
trimmed, and not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained, 25 per cent
ad valorem.” That was 35 per cent.

Mr., COPELAND. That is a reduction, of course.

Mr. BARKLEY. That is a reduction, and it is a reduction
nrade at the request of the American manufacturers of straw
hats because they wanted to get these partially mmade-up hats,
which they regard as raw material, brought in here at a lower
rate. Acting upon their request a reduction has been granted.
At the same time that they ask a reduction on the raw material,
they should not say that it is a finished hat and therefore
ought to be included in the number of importations upon which
they are asking us to increase the rate 165 per cent.

Mr. COPELAND. I doubt if the Senator can quite claim that
i raw material, because nearly all of the labor was furnished
by the foreigner.

Mr. BARKLEY. The manufacturer said it was raw material,
and because of that he asked that the tariff be reduced and it
was reduced. If it were a finished produect produced here at
home, I have no doubt he would not be asking for a reduction.

My, President, I have said about all that I have to say on the
subject. I want to emphasize the fact that the importations of
sewed and unsewed hats have fallen off in 1928 below 1827
about 30 per cent. The only increase in importations is in the
cheap chip hat which we do not make in the United States and
which we could not make and sell at anything near the price
the Anrerican people are now paying for it, and yet we are asked
to increase the duty so as to place an embargo on it and deny
to the American farmer—because these hats are sold largely
among the farmers and in the small villages—and to the Ameri-
can workingman the right and opportunity to have and wear a
cheap hat in order that we may compel him to wear some other
kind of a hat that is not imported, but which he will have to
wear if he can not get this article about which we are talking,

Mr, SIMMONS. Mr, President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senetor from North €arolina?

My, BARKLEY. I yield.

Mr, SIMMONS. Can the Senator give us the import value
of the hats at present? My impression is that it is about 40
cents apiece or $4.80 per dozen, .
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Mr. BARKLEY. These hats are imported at an invoiced
value of 35 to 40 cents apiece. The average is about $4 a dozen,
which would be 331 cents apiece. Some of them come in at
40 cents, but I think $4 a dozen is a fair estimate of the
average import price of the chip hats.

Mr. SIMMONS. But conceding they are worth 40 cents,
which would be $4.80 per dozen, the seection to which the Sena-
tor is addressing himself proposes to add on to those hats $4
a dozen or within 80 cents per dozen of what they are worth,
plus 50 per cent ad valorem.

Mr, BARELEY. Yes

Mr. SIMMONS.

Mr, BARKLEY.

Mr, SIMMONS.
valorem.

Mr, BARKLEY.

Mr. SIMMONS.

Mr. BARKLEY.

It is 60 per cent in the bill.
Yes.
Four dollars a dozen, plus 60 per cent ad

Yes.
That is an inecrease of about 160 per cent?
It is about 160 or 165 per cent,

Mr, SIMMONS. Over the present law?

Mr. BARELEY.. No; because if we base it on a valuation of
$4.80 per dozen, $4 would be about 90 per cent and plus 50
per cent would be 140 per cent; but as to the hat which sells
at $4 a dozen import price, the addition of $4 per dozen tax
is exaetly 100 per cent ad valorem,

Mr, SIMMONS, So that the poor man when he buys that hat
willl Dé‘l_v more tax to the Government than he is paying for hat
value?

Mr. BARKLEY. Absolutely. In other words, the greater por-
]L;'o;l of the price he would pay would be in taxes and not in

at.

Mr. SIMMONS. More taxes than hat value.

Mr. BARKLEY., If he has to pay $1 for a hat imported at
40 cents and we add this duty, he will pay not only that dollar,
but he will pay about $2.50, because we add 100 per cent ad
valorem to the 60 per cent which it now bears, and of course
the retailer and the jobber will take that fundamental price at
which it is laid down in New York, which includes not only the
invoice price but the expenses ineident to office, insurance, and
=0 forth, and then add the duty, and it will be found that this
dollar hat will be selling for about $2.50 to $3 by the time it is
multiplied and pyramided to the man who is able to buy it.

Mr., SIMMONS. How many American workers are employed
in making these hats?

Mr. BARKLEY. There are no American workers employed
in making this particular hat, but there are about 5,000 Amer-
ican workmen employed in the making of straw hats of all
kinds in this country.

Mr. SIMMONS. Including the cheap hats?

Mr. BARKLEY. Including the cheap hats that are referred
to as comparable hats. Including all of the kinds of straw hats
that we make, there are about 5,000 men employed in about 14
different factories in this country making straw hats.

Mr, COPELAND. Mr. President, the Senator is not including
the salesmen and traveling men and clerks, is he?

Mr. BARELEY. Oh, no; I am not including the traveling
salesman, of course, because he is not regarded as a laborer
employed in the making of the hats.

Mr. SIMMONS. I presume he is selling some other hats ag
well as this particular hat?

Mr. BARKLEY. He is not producing the hat.
passing it on to somebody else.

Mr. SIMMONS. I notice that in all of these schedules there
have been somewhat considerable increases, but in the first
schedule, hats not blocked or trimmed, not bleached, dyed, col-
ored, or stained, the committee only imposes a duty of 25 per
cent ad valorem.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; and that I will say to the Senator is
a reduction below the present rate of 35 per cent, and it was
made because the manufacturers of hats who import these raw
blocks or unblocked aggregations of chip, whatever it is or may
be called

Mr, SIMMONS.
they needed?

Mr. BARKLEY.
than they needed.

Mr. SIMMONS. The next one is 25 cents per dozen and 25
per cent ad valorem—=25 cents a dozen instead of $4 a dozen.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. The difference there is that 25 cents
each is added presumably to take care of bleaching. In sub-
section 1 the Senator will observe that hats *“ not blocked or
trimmed " are 25 per cent ad valorem, but if bleached the same
hat comes in at 25 cents a dozen and 25 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. SIMMONS. Subsection 3, blocked or trimmed, whether
or not bleached, dyed, colored, or stained; $4 per dozen and 50
per cent ad valorem. Why does not the Senator, in proposing
to strike out the $4 a dozen and retain the 60 per cent as in the

He is merely

They thought they had more protection than

Yes; they thought they had more protection
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present law, make the same proposition as to subsection 3, to
strike ont $4.50 and insert the present rate?

Mr. BARKLEY. That is the amendment which
offered.

Mr, SIMMONS, I thought the Senator’s amendment was ¢on-
fined to subsection 4.

Mr. BARKLEY. Oh, no,
gections 3 and 4,

Mr., SIMMONS. The Senator proposes to strike out $47

Mr. BARELEY. Yes; and reiain the 50 per cent; but I will
say to the Senator frankly that I believe it ought to be 60 per
cent because that Is the present law,

Mr, SIMMONS, Yes; I think go, too.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator is proposing the
rate in the present law, but not the rate fixed by the President
in his proclamation?

Mr, BARKLEY. I am proposing the rate in the present law
enacted by Congress. Let me illustrate how this works. The
effort is to raise the proportionate cost of the cheaper hats
bought by the men and women of the country who ean not
afford expensive hats, If a hat is imported into this country
valued at 16 a dozen, then it pays under the bill a rate of $4 a
dozen specific, which is 25 per cent ad valorem. If that hat is
worth only $4 a dozen, then it pays 100 per cent ad valorem, so
that the higher the price of the hat, the lower the rate in pro-
portion to its value, The Increased costs are pyramided in pro-
portion as the man is unable to buy his straw hat. That is the
real effect of it

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts,
cific duties,

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is correct, That is the effect of
all specific duties where the specific rate is a flat rate without
regard to the value,

I have already referved to the faect that the consumption of
straw hats in this country has been affected by weather condi-
tions and by style and the habits of the people, and I do not wish
to refer to that any further.

Mr, President, I hope the amendment will be adopted. I am
going to modify the amendment as it applies to subsection 3 by
changing the figures from “ 50" to “60." I had it right in the
beginuing. It ought to be “ 60" because that is the rate in the
present law. Subsection 4, which we will consider later, has the
same rate as earried in the present law, but I do not seek to

1 have

My amendment applies to both sub-

That is the effect of all spe-

impose the additional rate taxed by presidential proclamation.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky desires
to modify his amendment, which he has the right to do.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sena-
tor explain what effeet his amendment would have on the kind
of hat exhibited here a few moments ago?

Mr. BARKLEY. That was an exhibit presented by the Sena-
tor from New York [Mr, CorEraxn].

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What kind of a hat is it?

.\ér. BARKLEY., It is a chip hat, which sells in this country
at $1.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts.
section 87

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. If it is blocked or trimmed, whether
bleached or not, it falls under subsection 3, but if it is sewed,
it comes under subsection 4,

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts.
about 40 cents when imported?

Mr. COPELAND. About 25 to 30 cents.

Mr. BARKLEY., The import price of that hat would be about
$3 a dozen. They sell at $1 aplece, but if the increased rate
is put on it, it will carry a $4 specific rate, which is 125 per cent
ad valorem if based on a 33 value, and in addition to that it
will carry the 50 per cent, which is another $1.50, and by the
time the tarifl rate under the proposed increase is pald on that
identical hat now selling at $1 to the American consumer, it
will then cost him from $2.50 to $3.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, The imported price is about
25 cents?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The present duty because of
the presidential proclamation is 88 per cent?

Mr., BARKLEY. Not on that hat. The presidential procla-
mation does not apply to chip hats,
Mr. WALSH of Muassachusetts.

cent?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; and that makes $1.80.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts, Does the Senator think that
the chip hat should be dealt with and treated on the basis of
the duty which is applied to the other hats referred to in sub-
section 37

Does that fall under sub-

Is that the hat which costs

The present duty is 60 per
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Mr. BARKLEY. T think that all these hats ought to bear
the spme duty based upon their value. The chip hat, of course,
is not made of sixaw, but it is more or less of an imitation.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, It is a substitute for straw,

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; it is a substitute, and it has been
adopted as a substitute because of the constantly increasing
price of real straw hats. I think that the chip hat ought to come
in under the same rate that the same kind of a hat would come
in if made of straw ; in other words, if it is a hat worth $3 or
$4 per dozen, 1 =ee no reaszon why there should be a different
rate on it because it happens to be made out of shavings instead
of straw, for, as a matter of fact, straw Is more plentiful in this
country than are chips.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President:

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
vield to the Senater from Massachusetts?

Mr. BARKLEY, I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. SimmoNs] suggests that the specific rate in this
instance makes a discrimination between hats of different value.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I just illustrated that.

Mr. SIMMONS. While the rates the Senator from Kentucky
proposes treats them all exactly alike.

Mr. BARKLEY. They treat all exactly alike,

Mr. SIMMONS, That is, the Senator proposes to tax them
according to their value?

Mr. BARKLEY. In other words, under my amendment a hat
worth $4 a dozen will pay a tax of $2.40 a dozen, and a hat
worth $16 a dozen will pay $0.60 per dozen; so that the tariff
rate paid on the hat increases in proportion to the value of the
hat, which is, after all, the fair way to fix tariff rates on articles
of consumption such as hats,

Mr. SIMMONS. Bot the committee’'s proposal is to place
the same duty upon the cheap hats as is imposed upon the
higher-priced hats.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; in other words, the $16 hat pays $4
and the £3 hat pays $4.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Of course, that method of
fixing rates runs all through this bill.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; that is one of the vicious tendencies of
this bill, namely, to fix wherever possible a specific rate which
operates more severely upon people who are less able to pay
than it does upon those who are more able to pay.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have not heard all the
Senator's able argument, but what does the Senator say to the
argument that there has been an investigation of the subject
of straw hats and there has been a presidential proclamation,
after investigation by the Tariff Commission, fixing the rate
somewhat higher than the Senator now proposes, although that
rate is very much less than the rate the committee has recom-
mended?

Mr. BARELEY. The Tariff Commission, at the request of
the hat manufacturers, made an investigation of all straw hats
and submitted a report to the President. They estimated that
because of the difference in the cost of straw hats of certain
types—of course, it was not a uniform difference; it varied
according to the type of hat—but that upon certain types of
hats, in order to bridge the chasm between the cost of produc-
tion here and in Italy, an increase from 60 te 88 per cent ad
valorem would be justified. Aecting upon that report of the
Tariff Commission, the President increased from 60 to 88 per
cent ad valorem the tariff rate on all hats coming in of a valoe
less than $9.50 per dozen, carrying out what I consider still to
be the vicious tendency of increasing the tariff on lower-priced
hats consumed by the average man, by the working people of
the country, and leaving untouched the high-priced hats, which
men are able to buy according to their particular fancy and the
size of their pocketbooks,

I will say in this connecticn that the increase on the part of
the President was entirely too much, I do not really think that
it was justified, any more than I think the increase in the tariff
on pig iron was justified as fixed on the basis of the Tariff
Commission report. That is why I have offered my amendment
to restore the law as it was before the President issued his
proclamation. :

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Some of us who have made
a study of this paragraph were disturbed about the faet that,
notwithstanding the presidential proclamation, there has been
no cessation of imports; but, on the contrary, they have rather
increased.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator is mistaken as to that. I have
just given fizures showing that the importations of blocked hats
have decreased from a million and a half to a million, and that
the importations of sewed hats have decreased from 1,350,000,
approximately, to about 1,000,000; so that there has been a de-
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crease since the proclamation of about 30 per cent in the impor-
tation of hats to which the proclamation applied, but not ap-
plying to chip hats. There has been an increase in the importa-
tion of chip hats which, however, has been largely offset by de-
crease in the importation of other hats made of straw.

Mr, President, I do.not want to take any more time.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator a guestion.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. BARKLEY, I yield to the Senator from Mississippi,

Mr. HARRISON. As I understcod the Senator, he has modi-

fied his amendment affecting subparagraph 3, so as to apply a
rate of 60 per cent ad valorem ; is that right?
. Mr. BARKLEY. That is right. I was under the impression
that the rate of the present law was 50 per cent, but upon learn-
ing that it is 60 per cent I restored the rate in that instauce to
60 per cent.

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator is mistaken. I have
just invstigated and I have found under subsection 3 that the
present rate is 50 per cent ad valorem, but in subsection 4 the
ad valorem is GO per cent; in other words, there is a differential
of 10 per cent there, because one kind of hat is sewed and the
other is not.

Mr. BARKLEY. Subsection 3 reads, “blocked or trimmed, 50
per cent ad valorem,” but I have no objection to allowing 60 per
cent to stand, even though it may be a 10 per cent increase over
the present law.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President:

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kentucky
yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield the floor.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the amendment proposed
by the Senator from Kentucky shall be adopted and the bill
shall become a law, there will not be any trouble about Italy
paying her war debt. She will make all the straw hats which

are consumed in America from Oregon to Florida and from
Maine to California.

Mr. President, I am not at all sure whether the specific rates
as written in the bill are the proper ones; I am not competent
to determine that question; but I know that unless some rates
shall be provided beyond the rates which exist at the present

time the straw-hat industry of America ig destroyed. The gues-
tion is up to the Congress, If it is willing to have the straw
hats which are used in the country made in Italy, and the thou-
sands of men and women who now work in the hat factories of
America thrown onto the streets, that is its responsibility ; but,
Mr, President, I do not want that to happen.

Here [exhibiting] is a straw hat to which repeated reference
has been made this afternoon. It is made of wood shavings,
it iz a nice-looking hat. It is made by workmen over in Italy,
who get 14 cents an hour, as against $1 per hour which is
paid in the hat factories of New York. Do we want to protect
the American laboring man? Do we want to equalize the differ-
ence in cost as represented by the wage paid by the American
manufacturer for labor and that paid by the Italian manu-
facturer? In my opinion, Mr. President, the pending bill will
not be a fair and just bill unless there shall be written into it
a rate which will eompensate the American manufacturer of
hats for the higher wages which are paid the American work-
ingman. That is the whole problem; there is not any other.

Here [exhibiting] is a hat which one can buy in Italy for
$3.58 per dozen—for 30 cents apiece. It is made in establish-
ments that correspond to the old sweatshops of New York. It
may be said that it is a wonderful thing for the American
people that there may be imported into this country 30-cent
hats. Of course, such hats can not be sold for 30 cents here,
because the duty must be paid on them, but the total landed
cost at the present rate of duty is $6.39 per dozen. This hat
may be landed in New York for 50 cents. If the rate recom-
mended by the Finance Committee were adopted, it would in-
erease the cost of this hat to 80 cents. The cost of such a hat
laid down in the store in America would be 80 cents.

Do we desire to have American laborers to the extent of
several -thousand put out of business and the investment of
millions of dollars on the part of American business men saeri-
ficed to the Italian hat manufacturers?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr, President, will the Senator
from New York vield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WHeELerR in the chair).
Does the Senator from New York yield to the Senator from
Kentueky?

Mr., COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. For information I should like
to know what kind of straw is used in the making of the hats
referred to by the Senator,
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Mr. COPELAND. This class of hat is made out of wood
shavings; there is not any straw in it; and because there is
no straw in it, when the question of the duty on straw hats
was before the Tariff Commission and was considered by the
President in connection with the issuance of his proclamation
this type of hat was not included.

Mr. SMOOT. It was not known.

Mr. COPELAND. It was not known at that time; but it is
a ihat which is made out of shavings—the waste of the planing
mills.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. May I inguire if we have any
such raw material available in this country?

Mr. COPELAND. We do not want to make that type of
hat, but we ean make straw hats that would be comparable in
price to that hat if a proper tariff were levied upon it.

Mr, ROBSION of Eentucky. How much tariff does the Sena-
tor think ought to be placed upon it?

Mr, COPELAND. Let me repeat to my friend from Kentucky
what I said & moment ago, that I did not know what amount of
duty should be levied on these hats; I am not competent to
say whether the rate imposed by the committee is a just rate;
but I do know that if the rate propesed by the senior Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Bagxigy]—which is the same rate that
we have at present—shall be adopted the hat business is ruined.
There must be a higher ad valorem rate or, in addition to the
ad valorem rate, there must be some specific rate fixed.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Will the Senator permit me to
proceed a little further?

Mr. HARRISON. Yes.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It was stated here the other
day that last year there were brought into this country 41,000,000
hats. Does that include any of the type of hats which the Sena-
tor from New Yorlke is now talking about?

Mr. COPELAND. Pardon me. Will the Senator repeat his
question?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It was stated on the floor, I
believe by the Senator from Massachusetts, the other day that
last year there were brought into this country 41,000,000 hats.

Mr. COPELAND. Something like that,

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky, Did that include any of this
type of hat?

Mr. COPELAND. This type of hat is brought in in enor-
mous guantities. Twenty-one millions is the * hypothetical pro-
duction ™ of straw hats consumed in the United States.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, sewed hats dutiable under the
60 per cent rate, however, are increasing in this proportion:

In 1927 there were 750,240 of them imported.

In 1928 the importation had increased to 1,808,214,

For 11 months of 1929 the importation was 5,196,768.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Is that the type of hat the
Senator from New York is talking about?

Mr, SMOOT. He is talking about the sewed hat now.

Mr. ROBBION of Kentucky. The importations have in-
creased from a little more than 700,000 in 1927 to more than
5,000,000 in 11 months of 19297

Mr. SMOOT. Five million one hundred and ninety-six thou-

~sand seven hundred and sixty-eight.

Mr.
there?

Mr. COPELAND. Yes,

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, that enormous increase is due
to the fact that they are trying to get some of them in here
before this tariff is put on, because after this tariff is put on
none of them will come in,

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, I do not think so.

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course it is. That is what has always
happened.

Mr. SMOOT. These are the figures for 11 months. They
have been increasing. I do not know whether this rate will
keep them out or not, because of the faet that they pay only 14
cents an hour there and we pay $1 an hour here,

Mr. BARKELEY. We do not pay $1 an hour for making these
hats, because we do not make them.

Mr. SMOOT. No; we do not make them ; but who can make
them at a dollar an hour against 14 cents an hour? In other
words, the cost of labor in the United States would be more
than the price of the hat—nearly twice the price of the hat.

Mr. ROBSION of EKentucky. Let me get a little more in-
formation, please, from the Senator from New York or the
Senator from Utah., Were the 41,000,000 hats that were men-
tioned by the Senator from Massachusetts the other day as be-
ing brought into this country wool hats or straw hats?

Mr. SMOOT. Al kinds of hats, Mr. President.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The 41,000,000 includes all hats?

Mr. SMOOT. All hats.

BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield
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Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. And more than 5,000,000 came
in of this particular kind of hat that is made out of shavings?

Mr., SMOOT. Of the sewed hats—just this one kind of hat,
Mr. President—the Importations have increased from 750,240 in
1927 to 5,196,768 for 11 months of 1929,

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky., And it is a question of Ameri-
ean labor receiving $1 per hour in our factories competing with
Italian labor at 14 cents an hour?

Mr, SMOOT. Fourteen cents; and that is not disputed at all.

Nobody disputes that fact. Not only that, but it is not dis-
puted now that American labor—just Iabor alone—would cost
more than the hat itself that is imported into this country.

Mr, ROBSION of Kentucky. I want to get a little more infor-
matlon.

In the case of this hat made in Italy, we have already been
informed that the shavings, the raw material used for making
that hat, are produced there, In the case of the other 35,000,000
hats, where do they get the raw material to produce those hats—
the wool, straw, and so forth;

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator mean the raw material
for the hats that the Italians make?

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Yes.

Mr. COPELAND. They have the material in their own
country,

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. So we not only lose the labor but
we lose the sale by the American producer of the raw material?

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator is right.

Mr. BARKLEY., Mr. President, will the Senator advise me
which 35,000,000 hats he has reference to? v

Mr, ROBSION of Kentucky. It has been stated that last year
there were 41,000,000 hats brought into this country made of
wool and straw and shavings.

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, most of them were women's wool
hats. In 1928 only a little more than a million straw hats came
in here, including these cheap chip hats.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. But let it be confined to wool
hats. Those hats, of course, must be made from wool from the
backs of Italian sheep Instead of wool from the backs of Ameri-
can sheep?

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senate has already fixed the rate on
wool hats, and that has no connection with straw hats. Under
the wool schedule the Senate fixed the rate on wool hats, and

raised it, and presumably that rate will not be interfered with.
8o I do not quite see the relationship between wool hats, where
the rate has been raised, due to the increase in the tariff on wool,
and these straw hats or chip hats, which we do not produce in
this country, which are made in Italy and imported normally at
the rate of about a million a year.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky., If the rate should be held as it
is, may I inquire of my colleague from Kentucky—for whom I
have a very high regard, I may say

Mr. BARKLEY. I thank the Senator; it is mutual.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Would that rate keep out the
increase of these chip hats?

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the chip hat is a new thing, It
is hard to tell how long it will last, how long it will be a fad.
It may be merely a fad. The importation inereased from 700,000
in the first year given by the Senator from Utah te about
1,000,000 in 1928,

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. And to about 5,000,000 last

T,
. Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator will realize that when this
tariff began to be agitated a year ago—the House committee be-
gan its hearings over a year ago, and this tariff bill, earrying
this increased rate, was passed through the House nearly a year
ago—Dbased upon the fear of what would happen or what would
not happen if this bill should become a law with those rates in
it, of course, the foreign manufacturers have rushed in impor-
tations in order to avoid the duty and be able to get them in
at all, If my theory is correct, when this bill goes into effect
they will not be able to import any of them. Based upon that
fear, they have inerensed their importations; and that is not
only true of straw hats but it is true of other things,

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. If we are not able to bring in
any of these hats and produce our own hats, will not that be to
the advantage of the American people?

Mr. BARKLEY., 1 will allow my colleague to do his own
fizuring about that.

Mr, ROBSION of Kentucky. Using Amerlcan raw material
and American labor, will not that be an advantage to us?

Mr. BARKLEY. We can not produce these hats in the United
States and pay the rate of wages which we are paying and sell
them at anything less than three or four dollars apiece. That
ean not be done. The question is whether it is better to shut out
these hats and produce them here at the high cost of production
which Is involved in American production and Increase the price
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to the American consumer three or four hundred per cent or let
some of them come in as they are now coming, and let the
Ameriean people at least get the benefit of that much competi-
tion in the American straw-hat market,

Mr. SMOOT. Mr, President, I desire to call attention to an-
other fact—that the unit value of all sewed hats dutiable at
60 per cent is 30 cents. That is the unit value of all of the
hats that are imported info the United States under this sewed-
hat provision. That not only takes in the chip hats but it takes
in the sewed hats as well,

Mr. BARKLEY. If that is true, that still further increases
above the present rates the percentage of iucrease in this tariff
that you have brought in.

Mr. SMOOT. Nobody has denied it at all. The only question
in this matter is to decide whether we are going to attempt to
make hats in the United States or turn the industry over to
Italy. That is all it is.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator can not say whether, even if
we put an embargo on these hats from Italy, there would be a
single chip hat made in the United States. We are not making
them now, and there is no guaranty that they would be made;
but in place of themn the American consumer would be required
to pay two or three times as much as he now pays.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator knows that the
American manufacturers can make these chip hats just as well
as they can be made in any other country in the world.

Mr. BARELEY. Why have they not done it?

Mr. SMOOT. Because they can not make them against 14-cent
labor in Italy.

Mr. BARKLEY. No; because they can not make them with-
out charging three or four dollars apiece for them; and they
know that the American people who are compelled to buy this
type of hat would not pay that mueh for the American product.

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator says “ $3 or $4 apiece.,” That is
perfectly absurd. The unit value of all of these hats that come
in here is 30 cents,

Mr. BARKLEY. Well, suppose it is. Can we pay the
American laboring man a dollar an hour, which is $10 a day,
to make hats and sell them for a dollar apiece?

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator was talking about $3 hats.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I am talking about $3 huts. I say,
that to pay the American rate of wages and make this particular
hat will increase the price of it to the Ameriean consumer two
or three times.

Mr. SMOOT. There would not be as much profit made hy the
Ameriean manufacturer, then, if that were the case, as the
profit made by the Italian who makes this chip hat. His own
acknowledged unit value was less than 30 cents,

Mr, BARKLEY, Mr. President, it is easy to work on onr
prejudice by sneering at an Italian who makes a hat; but I
am thinking, not of the Italian but of the American who is
required to buy these hats. I should like to have somebody
stand up here and defend him.

Mr. SMOOT. Then, if the Senator's theory were carried out,
the rest of the world would make everything; and where wonld
be the workingman of this country, or where would be America?

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator's theory were carried out,
all we would do would be to consame everything we make our-
selves, and have no market anywhere else for the surplus that
our American labor turns ount.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. It certainly must be of some
interest to have somebody in this country earning money with
which to buy things. Unless that is done, we ean not purchase
them.

Mr. COPELAND. Mpr. President, now that the storm is over,
I will resume my remarks.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts.
tor vield?

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusefts. I think there is a misappre-
hension as to what is the raw material of which straw hats are
made. As I understand, the raw material is something known
as sennit, which is produced in Japan, and has to be imported
into Italy and the United States and every other country in
order to make what are commonly known as straw hats. The
raw material for the chip hats is made in Italy, and therefore
the chip hat can be made much more cheaply than the common
gtraw hat which Iz made from a basi¢c material imported from
Japan.

Mr. BARKLEY.

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. BARELEY. I will say to the Senator that we do not
produce this chip hat in this country at this time: and, even if
we did produce it, we should have to produce it at a very greatly
increased cost over the cost of production in Italy, I will say
further, however, that when we could import strew hats at a

Mr. President, will the Sena-

If whoever has the floor will yield
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rate of 60 per cent there were very few of these chip hats im-
ported; but when the rate was increased to such a point that
the American consumer buying these cheap hats could not afford
a straw hat, then our imports of chip hats increased,

Mr, SMOOT. The reason why they were not imported in
previous years, Mr. President, is simply because the chip hat is
a new product.

Mr. BARKLEY. It is a new product, largely brought about
by the necessity to introduce something new that the American
consumer interested in a produect of this price could buy. The
importation of straw hats fell off immediately upon the increase
of the tariff by the President, and the importation of chip hats
increased.

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, speaking of the two or three dol-
lars that it would cost the American to make the hat that is
spoken of—and that is the best sewed hat—this is what the in-
vestigation of the Tariff Commission showed; and upon this
showing the President made the proclamation inereasing the rate
of duty to 88 per ecent.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator is reading now
from the Tariff Commisgion’s report?

Mr. SMOOQT. Absolutely. I am reading from the report that
was made to the President, and on this report the President in-
creased the duty from 60 to 88 per cent.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What was the date of that
proclamation? I think it was 1925, was it not?

Mr, SMOOT. July 17, 1925,

Here is what the Tariff Commission found that sewed hats,
the highest priced, and all that were made in the United States,
amounted to.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts.
flooded the market.

Mr. SMOOT. No. The material cost was $6.44 a dozen, the
labor cost was $4.60 a dozen, and the overhead was $1.70 a
dozen, making a total manufacturing cost of $12.74 a dozen, or
$1.06 apiece. That has reference to dollar-an-hour labor and
the very best of hats. Talk about these hats costing $3 if there
was a duty upon them! The best straw hat we make here would
cost $1.06.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts,
imports of those sewed hats?

Mr. SMOOT. Thirty cents.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts, I notice in the Recorp that
the unit value has decreased from 68 cents to 33 cents. The
Senater has again and again zaid the unit value was 30 cents,
He is correct if he speaks of the present time, but the present
unit value includes chip hats, while formerly there weré no
chip hats, but there were sewed hats; and I take it the unit
value of sewed hats was somewhere about 60 or 70 cents.

Mr. SMOOT. I will give the figures exactly as the Tariff
Commission found them as to the hat to which I have referred.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The sewed hat.

Mr. SMOOT. The total manufacturing cost in Italy was
$5.98; that is, $6 a dozen less than the cost in the United
States, approximately 50 per cent less, which would mean that
the American cost would be approximately a hundred per cent
increase over the Italian cost.

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

Mr. SMOOT. T yield.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. Predident, I think the
difficulty with the Senator’s amendment is that his rate is too
low, considering the increase in imports and the distressed con-
ditions of the hat industry.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator scoffed at the suggestion that
the hats would cost two or three times as much if this tariff
were put on. Let us do a little figuring. The Senator says that
the unit value ig 30 cents. That is §3.60 a dozen. The rate of
60 per cent ad valorem would add about $2.16; $2.16
added to the $£3.60 would make $5.76. That is the price of the
hat coming in under the present law, $5.76 a dozen. The hats
coming in at $5.76 a dozen sell at a dollar apiece. If the Sena-
tor's amendment is adopted, that hat, with a unit value of
30 cents, which is $3.60 per dozen, will have added to it $4 a
dozen, which will make it $7.60, and then if we add the 50
per cent, or $1.80, it will make it $9.40. If the hat that comes
in at $5.70 sells at a dollar, what will the hat sell for if it comes
in at $9.40, when you pyramid the percentage of all the in-
creases?

Mr., SMOOT. You do pot pyramid a hat. If it is a chip
hat it is a chip hat, and if it is a fur hat it is a fur hat, You
do not pyramid from a chip hat up to all the other hats that
are manufactured.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator knows we do not pyramid the
hats, but we pyramid the prices of the hat.

Mr, SMOOT. No; you do not pyramid the different hats,

Chip hats had not then

What is the unit value of the
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Mr. BARKLEY. The percentage of profit is based on funda-
mental cost. The percentage of overhead is based on that, and
the percentage of profit for the wholesaler and the jobber and
the retailer will be pyramided every time the hat goes from
from one hand to another, and if we start out with $9.40 in-
stead of $5.70, the Senator will arrive at a point not far from
my figure of two or three times the price paid for these hats
noew.

Mr. SMOOT. That is not In accord with what happens in
the trade, and the trade determines what the American people
pay. It is not what we predict here, it is not what we figure
ouf, it is what the American consumer pays, that we must
take into consideration,

As to the rates, the question is what rate is necessary in
order to maintain the industry in the United States, and I do
not want any higher rate than is necessary for that purpose,

Mr. COPELAND, My, President, the second battle having
ended, I will go on. I want to say to the junior Senator from
Kentucky that in 1927, according to the United States Tariff
Commission, the importations of sewed straw hats amounted
to 2,249,592, The importation of blocked or trimmed woven
hats amounted to 1,378,044, To. this must be added imported
finished shells, made almost completely by foreign labor,
amounting to 3,022,000. That makes a total importation in
1927, according to the United States Tariff Commission, of
6,649,636 straw hats, either completely finished or in shells,
which went into American consumption.

Mr, BARKLEY, Mr. President

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Waeerer in the chair).
Does the Senator from New York yield to the senior Senator
from Kentucky?

Mr. COPELAND, T yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. Does the Senator think that the tariff
shonld be increased on these three million and odd of what he
calls shells, or rough, unblocked hats?

Mr. COPELAND, Of course, since the manufacturers came
and were stupid enough to accept the present rate, I have noth-
ing to say, but I think there should be an increase on the
shells.

Mr. BARKLEY. In the first place, the manufacturers were
not stupid enough to accept the present rate. They were cun-
ning enough to obtain a reduction from 35 per cent to 25 per
cent, because they regard these as raw material out of which
they make hats, and in the making of which they employ
American labor. Certainly those three and a half or four
milllon rough blocks which are brought in as raw material
should not be considered in boosting the figures of imports of
hats in an effort to justify an increase in the rate, when the
very manufacturers who import them have come to us and
gotten a decrease in the present rate because they are raw
material, and not finished products.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr, President, I have given the Senator
from Kentucky the fizures as presented by the United States
Tariff Commission.

Mr. BARKLEY. T will say to the Senator that if he will
read further, if he will read the figures for 1928 instead of for
1927, he will find that there was a decrease, as I have already
pointed out, in the importations of blocked and sewed hats,

Mr. COPELAND. But the Senator has pointed out also, I
think, that because of the possibility of the change in the rate
the country has been flooded and that the importations of the
finished hats have actually increased.

However, to go back to the question asked by the junior Sen-
ator from Kentucky, the imports of straw hats have increased
rapidly since 1922, They increased in 1923 over the preceding
year by 6 per cent. By 1927 the United States consumption of
straw hats supplied by foreign manufacturers was 40 per cent.
In 1928 the percentage had increased to 50 per cent, and in 1929
to 60 per cent. Last year 60 per cent of the straw hits worn by
Americans were hats preduced abroad. Sixty years ago the
straw-hat industry started in this country, and for many years
the straw-hat industry of the United States led the world, but
now it iz on the way to destruction,

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr., President,
further?

Mr., COPELAND. T yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. I read from the Summary of Taviff In-
formation that in 1922, from September 22, which was the
date when the Fordney-MeCumber law became effective, to De-
cember 31 the importations of straw hats bearing a rate of 60
per cent amounted to 82,012,

Mr. COPELAND. What year was that?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yor practically three months of 1922, 1In
1923 the importations amounted to 1,119,708 hats.

Mr. COPELAND. In the three months?

will the Senator yield
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Mr. BARKLEY. No; the whole year. In 1924 the importa-
tions amounted to 1,967,806; in 1925, to 2,506,462; in 1926, to
1,107,000 ; in 1927, to 1,499,352; in 1928, to 1,005,000. So that
there has not been a constant increase sinee 1922, but, on the
contrary, there has been a distinet decrease.

Mr. COPELAND. 1 do not know where the Senator got his
information.

Mr. BARKLEY. I am reading from page 1911 of the Sum-
mary of Tariff Information, furnished by the Tarlff Commission
of the United States, under the heading * Straw hats.”

Mr., COPELAND. The United States Tariff Commission re-
ports show that in 1027 there was an lmportation of 2,249,502
sewed straw hats and 1,378,044 blocked or trimmed woven hats.
I will leave out the figures which the Senator disputed about
the shells, but still insist that in 1927 we imported 3,650,000
straw hats.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mpr. President, does the Senator know how
many of them were of the unblocked, raw hats, which were im-
ported by American manufacturers as raw material?

Mr. COPELAND, Does the Senator refer now to the shells?

Mr. BARKLEY. I suppose the words “shell” and *un-
blocked raw hat” are interchangeable,

Mr, COPELAND. If I add those, the total importations in
1927 appear to have been 6,049,636 straw hats.

Mr. BARKLEY, Compared with a total domestic production
of over 21,000,000,

Mr. COPELAND. Of all kinds of hats.

Mr. BARKLEY. Certainly, straw hats of all kinds.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr, President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the junior Senator from Kentucky?

Mr, COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. If I have understood the state-
ment of the Senator from New York, last year 60 per cent of all
the straw hats worn in this country were imported. Is that
correct?

Mr., COPELAND. That is correct.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Of course, that 60 per cent rep-
resents foreign raw material and foreign labor.

Mr. COPELAND. Yes, sir.

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. I understand the Senator from
New York is seeking such a duty as will Increase the use of
raw materinl and the production of these hats in this country
by American labor, Is that the point?

Mr. COPELAND. That is correct.

Mr. BARKLEY and Mr. WHEELER addressed the Chair.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator yleld; and if so,
to whom?

Mr, COPELAND,
tucky.

Mr. BARKLEY. It seems rather difficult for me to under-
stand the Senator's mathematics. We agreed a moment ago
that the total number of straw hats produeed in this country
was about 21,000,000, and that outside of these raw, unblocked
hats, the raw material which the American manufacturer im-
ports, and upon which he Is obtaining a reduction in duty, we
imported last year about three and one-half million hats. How
can the Senator say that three and one-half million imported
hats compared with a domestic consumption of 21,000,000 hats
constitutes 60 per cent of the hats consumed in the United
States?

Mr. COPELAND. I will answer that, and then I will yield
to the Senator from Montana.

To support the argument that we had a hypothetieal produe-
tion of 21,000,000 straw hats consumred in the United States,
certain figures have been taken into consideration which should
not be. To begin with, we will take the 4,286,000 body hats
imported as raw material, as the Senator says. Over 50 per
cent of that number were consumed in the women's trade. Also
in these figures of 21,000,000 we find included 7,000,000 hats of
cotton and sgilk tapes and braids, which were called imitation
Leghorns and imitation Panamas, This estimate is entirely
false, as an investigation will show that the number of such
hats made for men's trade does not exceed 400,000. The state-
ment I desire to make is that G0 per cent of the straw hats
worn by American men are made in BEurope.

Mr, WHEELER. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fronr New York
yield to the Senator from Montana?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. WHEELER, Is there any contention that the straw
used In the making of straw hats is produced in this country?

Mr, COPELAND. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Warsn] says it is not; that the material from which the hats
are made Ig produced in Japan,

1 yield to the genior Senator from Ken-
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Mr. WHEELER. I did not know but what the theory upon
which they were asking for the Increased rate was that it was
going to help the farmer. I did not know whether there was
any farm relief involved in the hat schedule or not. It seemed
to me if the straw is not produced in the United States and
we take into consideration the miilions of farmers who have
to have cheap hats because of the fact that their products are
on the free list, that if we want to give the farmer some relief
we onght to keep the duty on hats as low as we can.

Mr. COPELAND. I want to speak about that matter. As
the Senator knows, I have consistently supported the various
farm bills. Why did I do it ontside of the sentimental interest
that a nran has in the group from which he has his origin? I
was born on a farm, I live on a farm, and my relatives are
farmers; but there is a further economic reason beyond all
sentimental interest in the farmer.

It is because we manufacture things in the cities. My city
of New York—I have said this so often that there are one or
two Senators who smile when I repeat the figures, but let me
give them again. My city of New York manufactures products
which exeeed in bulk and value the combined output of Pitts-
burgh, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Milwaukee, Cleveland, Detroit, and
Boston, The Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] will
be talking about the manufactures of furniture in Grand Rapids.

The value of the furniture manufactured in New York City
exceeds the value of the furniture put out in Grand Rapids.
New York City is a great manufacturing city. We can not use
all the things we produce. We sell them, and where do we sell
them? The chief purchasers are the farmers, The farmer
must have prosperity, otherwise there are bread lines in the
cities. There are bread lines there now under Republican pros-
perity. There is a queue of people every morning in front of
every employment agency in New York City.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr, COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. How many men are there in the city of
New York who are out of work now and who necessarily, if
they are out of work next spring and summer, if they wear
straw hats will have to wear cheap ones compared to the
entire number involved in manufacturing in the United States?

Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator from Kentucky has his
way, in addition to those thousands who are now in front of
the employment bureaus in my city, there will be 3,000 more
up there by reason of the amendment put into the bill by the
SBenator from Kentucky.

May I say further to the Senator from Montana that we are
willing in our State to add severely to our tax; that when
recently the Congress appropriated $500,000,000 for the support
of the Farm Board, $150,000,000 of that comes from the people
of my State. We have got to do that no matter where we get
the money, whether we get it out of the mines of Montana or
whether we get it from some other place.

Mr, WHEELER. 1 was just going to remind the Senator
that a great deal of the money that he talks about having in
the ¢ity of New York comes out of the mines, the mills, lumber,
and farm products that flow from the great farming districts
which help to enrich his eity and make it prosperous.

Mr, COPELAND. I will admit every word of that statement.

Mr. WHEELER. Let me call attention to another fact, We
were called into this extraordinary session for the purpose of
providing farm relief—to help the farmer. That was the orig-
inal idea. I have received to-day a plea from the farmers of
five or six counties in my State who have not money enough by
reason of economie conditions on the farm to buy their spring
seed wheat, asking me to appeal to the Congress of the United
States to loan them the money to furnish them with seed wheat
next summer, In the face of that condition and in the face of
the frightfully depressed coudition of the farmers of the country
generally, the Senator from New York is here pleading on this
occasion to increase and keep up the eost of hats. Some one
else Is pleading to raise the price of rayon so that the farmer's
wife will have to pay more for everything she wears in the
way of underclothes, dresses, and so on, The net result of the
bill is going to be that the prices of everything the farmer has
to buy are going to be increased, and his wheat—which is his
chief product—his ecorn, and other products are still going to
be without any benefit from the tariff.

I have always contended, and I still contend, that we ¢an not
put up the price of the things the farmer has to buy and keep
him on the free list as to the things he has to sell, and still
have prosperity in the country. It just can not be done. The
reason why the Senator is having nnemployment in the city of
New York and the reason why there are bread lines in other
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cities is because of the fact that the purchasing power of the
farmer is so low that he can not buy the things the Senator’s
people have to sell in the city of New York, and yet the Senator
is here pleading, and others are pleading likewise, to raise still
further the price of those commodities when the farmer is so
depressed at the present time that he ean not buy them.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I want to reply briefiy to
the Senator from Montana. I agree with practically every
word the Senator has said. In my opinion, the President made
a great mistake, when he called Congress into special session,
that he did not limit us in the consideration of the tariff bill
absolutely to the things which the farmer raises and to the
farmers’ products. That is what he should have done, if I may
say so in all respect to his high office. Instead of doing that
his message to us was such that it encouraged a descent upon
the Capitol of practically every manufacturing interest in the
counfry asking for higher tariffs, and the floodgates were
opened,

Speaking once more with all respect, the President should not
have done that, If he had asked for an increase in Schedule 7,
if he had confined the activities of the special session to the
consideration of farm products, we would have passed the bill
in two weeks and gone home, But instead of doing that the
House passed a tariff bill containing 21,000 items, involving
every article manufactured in the country, and then when the
Senate spent months over the bill there was great discontent
and appeals were made to us to pass the tariff bill in two
weeks. How could we pass a general tariff bill in two weeks?
It was an absurd suggestion, because once we have before the
Congress a general revision of the tariff it means exactly what
we have before us here to-day. If I had my way, if I could wipe
out the past and wipe out history, I would go back to the time
when the special session was called, and would have the Presi-
dent write into his message only a request for consideration of
the tariff on farm products. That is what should have been
done, but that is not what was done. There was brought to us
a general revision of the tariff.

There is no time when I am so unhappy, may 1 say to the
Senator from Montana, as when I stand here pleading for any-
thing which may increase the cost of living for the farmers. All
of my instincts are against it. If I could lower the cost of
living and the economie pressure upon every farmer and upon

every family in the United States I would do it, and the
Senator knows it.
Mr. WHEELER.
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield further to the Senator from Montana?
Mr. COPELAND, I yield.

Mr. President

Mr. WHEELER. Let me say to the Senator that I have voted
for farm relief measures when I felt that they probably would
not give any real relief to the farmer at all, but many of the
farm organizations felt that they wanted to try something be-
cause of the depressed condition of the farmers throughout the
country. In my humble judgment the farmers of the country
are not going to get any benefit out of the farm relief bill which
we passed some fime ago, and they are going to be exactly in
the same condition they were in before that bill became a law.

Mr. COPELAND. Worse off!

Mr. WHEELER. I would not say they are going to be worse
off, but they are going to be just’as badly off. This talk about
farm relief and a tariff for the benefit of the farmer is to a great
extent just pure unadulterated “bunk” for home consumption
on the part of those who are doing the talking, There are a few
things on which we can put a tariff that will help a few of the
farmers in the country, but the great mass of the farmers of
the country—and when I speak of the great mass of the farmers
I mean the wheat farmers, the corn farmers, the cotton farmers,
Eh(; little fellows—are going to get no bepefit out of the tariff

ill.

When I see Republicans stand here asking for an increased
duty upon the things the farmer has to buy, the manufacturer
that is doing it and the people who are doing it for the manu-
facturer, are in reality in my judgment injuring not only the
farmers, but they are injuring themselves because of the fact
that the farmer has not the money with which to buy. We are
going to see labor conditions worse instead of better as a result
of an increased tariff upon manufactured articles in the coun-
try. The Senator knows perfectly well that as a matter of fact
the great trouble with industry in the country to-day is that we
have an oversupply of practically everything. We are manufac-
turing more than we can consume, and yet we are putting a
high tariff wall around us. We ought to be trying to get new
markets for our produets instead of building a Chinese tariff
wall around the country.

I am sorry to see the Senator from New York apparently
feeling that he has to stand here and advocate a high tariff
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upon hats, a high tariff upon rayon, and a high tariff upon all
of those things which are so absolutely necessary for the use of
the common, ordinary citizens of the country. I think he is
doing the country an injury by so doing. I think it is unfortu-
nate. I know the Senator feels just as kindly toward and has
as much sympathy for the farmer and for the average ordinary
citizen of the country as I have, but I think he is entirely mis-
ta!t:en in trying to get the rates raised upon some of these prod-
ucts.

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator for what he has said
and in the main I agree with him. I said a moment ago that
nothing hurts me more than to have to stand on the floor of
the Senate and urge a tariff rate which is likely to impose a
new burden upon any farmer in the United States. At the
same time this is true. Since the President saw fit to place
before us a general revision of the tariff and set us to work
upon it and since we have the bill here, I take it to be my
duty as one of the Senators from the State of New York to
do what I can to present to the Senate the necessities of any
specifie industry in my State. I am going to stand for a tax
upon cement and a tax upon brick. I have already spoken for
a tax upon leather and I am here now asking for an increased
tariff upon straw hats—why? Not because I want to impose
any additional burden upon the American people, but the amount
which would be added to the American-made produet, and which
it would be necessary to pay above the price of the foreign prod-
uct is so small, and beecause thousands of men and women in
my State are now threatened with the destruction of the in-
dustry which has given them their living through these years,
I feel that the kind-hearted people upon the farms and else-
where will say, “ We want to help the particular class who are
engaged in that industry.”

I recognize if we go on providing a higher rate for this item
and that item and the other item that finally the added burden
will be unbearable. I am not prepared to say that I am going
to vote for this bill when it shall be ultimately completed; I do
not know, my mind is open as to that ; but so long as we have the
measure before us, every time an item comes up which has to
do with the welfare of great groups of people in my State I
conceive it to be my duty to do what I can to present their cause
to the Senate of the United States.

Mr. President, the fact has been brought out that the labor
in Italy is paid what in our country would be starvation wages.
Mr. President [the Viee President in the chair], have you seen
those people at work in Furope? I have a friend who is an
Irish laird, a chieftain of Ireland. He has taken his American
money and used it to restore Castle Dunloe. The people of
Killarney and Dunloe are delighted that my friend is restoring
the old castle. He has given employment to hundreds of his
clan in the restoration of the estate,

Cromwell, when he destroyed castles in Ireland and elsewhere
and “stole their gold plate for the glory of God,” destroyed
Dunloe Castle, So my friend is restoring that castle. He has
gone down and found the stone foundation of the destroyed
part of the castle and he has stone masons engaged in building
up the castle walls, Those workmen labor from 7 o'clock in
the morning until 9 o’clock at night. It will be recalled that in
Ireland in the summer time the days are very long; that it is
still daylight at 9 o’clock. Those workmen, I repeat, labor until
9 o'clock. They take time off to eat four meals during that
time ; but they work from 11 to 12 hours at a time. How much
do Senators suppose they get for that work? They get $10.
What—a day? No; they get $10 a week, and are very glad to
have it and even at that they are paid above the going price in
that neighborhood. That is the difference between the wages
which are paid in Europe and the wages which are paid in the
United States. It is safe to say, it is almost a safe rule to lay
down, that whatever we pay per day for labor in this country
is what is paid per week on the other side of the Atlantic. The
laborers in the hat factories of Italy, including the bonuses and
other perquisites, in the way, perhaps, of an oceasional bottle
of red wine, earn less than 14 eents an hour, while our workmen
get $1 an hour. It is now proposed here to bring in and to sell
cheaply to the American people a hat which is made out of
shavings, a hat which is beautifully shaped and is a decent-
looking headgear but which is made in the sweatshops of Italy.

I can recall when the women of America followed Jacob Riis
and Theodore Roosevelt and other great social leaders, who said
the sweatshops of the great cities of America must be destroyed.
They caused to be removed from insanitary and disease-produc-
ing basements industries which had caused the death of millions
of people from tuberculosis. The good women of America said:
“We are unwilling to secure a cheaper price at the expense of
the lives of the workers in the cities of the country.” We, how-
ever, are not willing to do that, it seems, with reference to this
business, and if we goniinue to buy sweatshop goods or goods
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that correspond to sweatshop-made goods, we are going to do
exactly the same thing that we did in those old days when the
women bought lingerie and other articles made in sweatshops in
the United States.

Mr, President, there are 3,000 men and women in my State
alone, to say nothing of other cities in America, who will be
thrown on the streets if the amendment proposed by the Senator
from Kentucky shall be enacted into law.

Mr., BARKLEY., Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr, COPELAND. 1 yield.

Mr, BARKLEY. I appreciate the doleful situation desecribed
by the Senator from New York, but I remind him of the fact
that if 3,000 of those workers are employed in New York that
only leaves a thousand more of them scattered through the
remainder of the cities of the United States, there being between
4,000 and 5,000 all together,

Mr. COPELAND, Mr, President, 1 can hear the ery of one
baby almost as well as I ean hear the ery of a chorus of babies.
I am not going to vote to put out of employment 3,000 or 5O,
if I can help it, because we can make a more durable hat, a
better hat, and a better-looking hat for a very slight increase
over the cost of this hat [exhibiting]. The cost of this hat,
foreign selling price, Iz $3.68. The total landed cost, under the
present rate of duty, is $6.39 per dozen. See how the poor
people are buying these hats. A hat of this kind sells for $1.95
in Philadelphia, although it costs only 25 cents in Italy. 1 say
that we can make a hat comparable in appearance and uses to
that hat, if we are given sufficient proteetion to keep out
foreign competition, for very much less than $£1.95, the price
charged in Philadelphia.

It is not alone that type of hat; there Is a hat with a stiff
brim. Senators are familiar with the type of hat with a
stiff brim.

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr, COPELAND, 1 yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator says that we can make such
a hat and sell it in Philadelphia at less than it is selling for
now, why do we not do it?

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator mean the chip hat?

Mr. BARKLEY. 1 refer to the character of hat which the
Senator just mentioned.

Mr. COPELAND. How can we sell that hat at $1.95 or 95
cents or anything else when the country is flooded with hats
that can undersell anything the American manufacturer might
make?

Mr. BARKLEY.

I thought the Senator said the particular
hat about which he was talking sold for $1.95 in Philadelphia
and that if we could keep that hat out of this country we could

produce it and sell it for less than that. If we counld produce
it and sell It for less than that, having a monopoly and no com-
petition at all, why is it that we are not producing it now and
selling it for less than £1.95, or at least for $1.95, which we are
not doing?

Mr. COPELAND,
dealing in sophistry,

Mr. BARKLEY. I am asking the Senator a question based
on the statement that we could make an ldentical hat and sell
it for less than $1.95, whereas it i8 now being imported and
sold at $1.95.

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator have any question that if
there was to be raised an embargo—and that is what he Is
talking about, an embargo——

Mr. BARKLEY. That is what the Senator says,

Mr. COPELAND. Very well. Does the Senator believe If
there were an embargo against Italian hats that there would
be any lack of competition among the manufacturers of this
country in straw hats? The Senator knows very well—

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, there would be some competition,
but I still insist that if there were an embargo on Italian hats
or hats from any other country that we could not produce this
hat and sell it to the American consumer for the price which he
is now paying for it. But even if we could do it, having de-
stroyed all competition, we know the trend of business in this
country well enongh to realize that it could not be done.

Mr. COPELAND. Is the Senator talking about the $1.95 hat?

Mr. BARKLEY. I am talking about the hat the Senator was
just describing,

Mr. COPELAND. Very well. This is the answer as I see it:
Perhaps I am not competent to speak about the figures in the
bill, for, us I have said, I do not know about the specific rates;
but if it g granted that there is an aectual embargo by reason
of the tariff, whatever the tariff may be, so that we may keep

Well, Mr, President, the Senator is merely
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out of this counfry from three to six million hats, whatever the
number may be—and we seem to differ about that—if the tariff
is raised so high that it has the effect of an embargo so that
every single Italian hat is kept out of America, would there he
no inducement for the small hatmaker in Loulsville and Mil-
wankee and Kansas City and every other city in Ameriea to
make hats and to get some of that business?

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Senator that, of course,
consuming 21,000,000 hats in this country, if all importations
were excluded, necessarily the three and a half million hats that
we import would have to be substituted by some sort of hat
made in the United States; but the point Is that it would not be
the same kind of hat. 1 insist—and I do not think the Senator
can deny this—that if there were an embargo on the importa-
tion of hats, so as to have no competition at all, there is no
way to assure ourselves even of the probability that our Ameri-
can hat makers would engage in the manufacture of the same
kind of hat as that about which we are talking.

The Senator from New York is unable to say whether the
American hat makers, if we put an embargo on these hats,
would ever in the future produce a single chip hat. We are
not producing them now; we never have; and if we shut out
those that are coming in, either the chip hat or the cheaper
straw which comes into competition theoretically with some of
our hats, ean the Senator say, in view of our history as hat
makers, that a single hat of that particular design and quality
would be produced by the American people?

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the Senator from EKentucky
talks as if this were the sacred cow, and it must be worshiped
because it is a chip hat. 1 do not know whether they would
make chip hats in this country or not. I do not ecare whether
they would make chip hats in this country out of shavings, or
whether they would make straw hats out of grass,

Mr. BARKLEY. Whatever they made them out of-

Mr. COPELAND. Would be comparable in price to this.

Mr. BARKLEY. Would not be comparable in price to this,
in the first place, because we could not produce them to sell at
that price; and, in the next place, if we shut out all competi-
tion there would be no inducement to do it, because the Ameri-
ean workingman is not going to allow his wages to be reduced,
and I do not desire that they be reduced; and, based upon our
present cost of production, into which labor and every other ele-
ment must enter, we can not produce this hat to sell at anything
like the present price.

Mr. COPELAND. All right; let me ask the Senator a ques-
tion. He is good at asking questions, so let me ask him one,

Suppose this doleful prediction or sad prediction which I
mide should be verified, that if the Senator’s amendments are
adopted the straw-hat industry of America will be destroyed.

Mr. BARKLEY. That is a rank supposition, in which I do
not indulge.

Mr. COPELAND. Al right; I think it will be. If it is,
how long will the poor man in America buy that chip hat at the
price it sells for now?

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, that is a speculative proposition
that extends out into the future,

Mr, COPELAND. In that respect it is like a lot of the propo-
sitions the Senator from Kentucky has made.

Mr. BARKLEY. I suppose the Senator means, by the destruc-
tion of the American hat industry, that if we do not stop the
importation of this cheap chip hat that sells for a dollar or a
dollar and a half we are going to quit making hats of any kind,
including the higher grade hats; because, after all, the hat in-
dustry in America 18 not engaged in making these cheap hats.
It is making a better quality of hat, with which this hat does
not come into competition. It seems to me it is preposterous to
assume that if we do not shut out these chieap dollar or dollar
and a haif hats all of the hat makers are going out of business,
regardless of the fact that they are producing largely hats that
sell for three or four times the price of this hat.

In the first place, I can not indulge that speculation: but if
it were to come about that all of the hats in America wounld
cease to be manufactured because of the importation of a few
million of these cheap hats, then I suppose we would all reach
a common level, and all of us would wear a dollar hat instead
of a $5, $10, or $15 hat, which might not be such a bad thing
after all

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I am going to be even
gadder and more doleful than I have been.,

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator will be “going some” If he
does,

Mr. COPELAND. I shall have to be ready for a funeral, I
suppose; but, to get into this funereal frame of mind, the
apostles of protection across the aisle have not done their duty
by the hat industry of America. It is not alone the straw hat
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but all the hats, beginning with the “ topper ” and going down
to the cheapest sort of chip hat.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield there?

Mr. COPELAND. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY, The Senator will not contend that the im-
portation of this cheap chip hat has had anything to do with
the decrease in the manufacture of high silk hats, will he?

Mr. COPELAND., In America?

Mr. BARELEY. Yes.

Mr. COPELAND. The importation of these chip hats?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes.

Mr. COPELAND. No; I do not think it has disturbed the
sale of silk hats.

Mr, BARKLEY. 8o, in spite of all that, the silk-hat industry
will be able to eontinue?

Mr. COPELAND. Not in Amerieca.
to say.

Mr. OVERMAN. Do they buy them in Europe?

Mr. COPELAND. Surely, they buy them in Europe. Knox
& Co. buy silk hats over there, may I say to my good friend
from North Carolina, for $72 a dozen, and they bring them
over here and put their lining in them and sell them to us—
I mean gell them to the Senator, not to me—for $20 to $25
apiece ; and the Senator is so handsome that he does not need a
silk hat to add to his beauty. He is all right anyhow.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I do not like to be interrupt-
ing the Senator, for the more I interrupt him the more this
debate is prolonged.

Mr. COPELAND. That is the purpose of it.

Mr. BARKLEY. It is not the purpose of my interruptions.

Mr. COPELAND, Let me say before the Senator proceeds
that the purpose of my continuing my remarks is to fry to get
the Senators who are proposing thiz unreasonable tariff to agree
on a compromise that will be acceptable and decent.

Mr. BARKLEY. What I desire to inquire of the Senator is
if he thinks that the adoption of my amendment would drive
the American people either to wearing a chip hat or a silk hat,
and whether he thinks that is the only alternative that would
be left to them?

Mr. COPELAND. The adoption of the Senator's amendment,
if it applied to everything else that we manufacture in the
United States, would drive the American people to fig leaves.
That is about what it would do. There would be such poverty
in this country that they could not buy anything beyond the
barest necessities,

The Senator has spoken about top hats and other hats.
There are more silk hats worn in America to-day than ever
before, and yet there are very few made here—very few—
because the Republicans have failed to give a decent protective
tar:ff that would preserve that industry; and the same thing
is true of all grades of hats. Now, after these years of expe-
rience with the last tariff act we come here hecaunse the Presi-
dent has invited us to revise #he tariff. If we are going to
revise it and do justice to the people who make hats, to the
industries engaged in it, to the preservation of American capital,
to the protection of the American workingman, to the continu-
ance of employment in these establishments, there must be
some further protection than the present rate, Yet the Senator
from Kentucky is proposing what is less than that which was
established by the proclamation of the President of the United
States, though these men through the past two or three years
have been looking forward to the time when there could be
built up a protective-tariff arrangement as regards hats that
would give the American manufacturer of hats an opportunity
in this field.

Mr. President, I have tried now, as best I can, to present the
cause of a suffering industry which is very dear to me, because
many of these people, 3,000 of them, live in my city; and when
I know how many people are now out of employment in the
city of New York I do not want any more thrown out of
employment,

1 think I told the Senate the other day that on the 30th of
December, the night before New Year's Eve, I walked down
Broadway, and a man asked me for a dime, That is not an
unusual thing; but there was something in his voice that caught
my attention. I looked at him, and he was wearing a gervice
overcoat. He saw my inguiring glance, and he said, “ I would
rather have a job.” I said, “ What do you do?"” He said, “I
am a baker.” *“Where are you from?” *“ Pennsylvania—no
business.” I said, “ Can you not get a job?"” He said, “1 have
been to every baking establishment in this city.” I asked him
if he had been to a certain great commercial baking establish-
ment. He said, “ Yes; I talked to the president.” 1 said, * Go
there to-morrow morning, and see a friend of mine whose name
I will give you."”

That is what I was about
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The: next morning I told Mrs. Copeland about it. She called
up this man who has charge of personnel, and said, “As usual,
my husband wants a job for a man.” He said, and he almost
wept as he said it, “ Why, only yesterday, the 30th of December,
I discharged 300 men; and to-night, the day before the ushering
in of a new year, I must discharge a thousand more.”

It is our duty as Members of the Congress, as I see it, to do
what we can to put our American industry on so substantial
a foundation that our American brothers and sisters may have
employment. I say to you here is an industry that is sick,
and it must have relief; otherwise, it must die. I plead with
Senators not to acecept these amendments proposed by my dear
friend from Kentucky; but I pray that there may be brought
out some sort of compromise that may permit the continued
operation of these hat factories in our own United States,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the modified
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BargLey].

Mr, BARKLEY. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr, President, I make the point of no quo-
rum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum is sug-
gested. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:
Baird George
Barkley Gillett
Bingham Glenn
Black
Blaine
Bleage
Borah
Bratton
Brookhart
‘apper
Caraway
Connally
Copeland
Couzens
Cut#ing

Deneen
Dill

Shipstead
Bhortridge
Slmmons
Smith
Smoot
Steiwer
Sullivan
Swanson
Townsend
Trammell
Tydings
Vandenberg

Keyes

La Follette
MeKellar
McMaster
MeNary
Metealt
Moses
Norris
Nye

Oddie
Overman
Patterson

1off
Goldsborough
Gould
Greene
Grundy
Hale
Harris
Harrigon
Hatfield
lawes
Hebert
Heflin
Howell
Jones
Fess Kean
Frazier Kendrick Sheppard

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-five Senators have an-
swered to their names. There is a quorum present,
~ The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BArRsLEY] as modified.

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

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. SMOOT, Let the amendment be reported.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will report the amend-
ment as modified.

The Leciscatve Crerx. On page 204, line 11, to strike out
“$4 per dozen and 50" and insert in lieu thereof the numerals
“60,” so as to read:

(3) Blocked or trimmed (whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, or
stained), 60 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, while I think
the rate recommended by the Finance Committee is high, and
perhaps ought to be modified, I believe the amendment of the
Senator from Kentucky goes to the other extreme, and I can
not conscientiously support it, because I think the rate sug-
gested is too low.

Mr, BARELEY.
50 to 60 per cent.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, In view of the very exces-
sive importations in the last 11 months, increasing from 1,000,000
to 5,000,000, I think the industry is entitled to some additional
protection, not the extreme to which the committee has gone,
however.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr., President,
Massachusetts yield for a guestion?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield.

Mr., TRAMMELL. What is the Senator’'s understanding as
to the rate recommended by the committee and the rate proposed
by the Senator from Kentucky in his amendment?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. There is a very great differ-
ence. If the rate were left to me, I would vote for the rate fixed
by the presidential proclamation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays have been or-
dered, and the clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to eall the roll.

Mr. GLENN (when his name was called). I have a general
pair with the junior Senator from Arvrizona [Mr. Haypex]. I
transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr.
HasTiNgs] and vote “nay.”

Mr., ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Mississippi

Wagner
Waleott
Walsh, Mass,
Walsh, Mont,
Watson
Wheeler

Phipps

Pine

Ransdell
Robinson, Ind,
Raobsion, Ky.
Schall

It is an increase over the present rate, from

will the Senator from
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[Mr. Steerexs]. I transfer that palr to the junior Senator
from Vermont [Mr. DaLe] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the junior Semator from Ohlo [Mr. McCurroou] to
the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. Freromes] and vote
“yeq,"

Mr, PHIPPS (when Mr, WATERMAN'S name was called), My
colleague [Mr. WaTerMAN] I8 necessarily absent. He has a
general pair, which will stand for the day, with the junior Sen-
ator from Utah [Mr. Kixa]. If my colleague were present, he
would vote “nay " on this question.

The roll call was concluded.

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

The senior Senator from California [Mr, Jornxson] with the
genifor Senator from Nevada [Mr., Prrraas];

The junior Senator from Kansas [Mr, Arrex] with the junior
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Broox] ; and

The senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr, Reen] with the
genlor Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RomNson].

Mr., WALSH of Moutana., I rise to announce that the senior
Senator from Nevada [Mr. PrrrMan] and the junior Senator
from Arizona [Mr. HaYpEN], as heretofore announced, are in the
West on official business. If they were present, they would both
vote “ yea."

Mr, BINGHAM,
Grass] voted?

The VICE PRESIDENT, He has not voted,

Mr, BINGHAM. I have a general pair with the junior Sena-
tor from Virginia, which I transfer to the junior Senator from
Idaho [Mr, THOMAS], and vote “ nay.”

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Mc-
CurrocH] is unavolidably absent from the Senate. If he were
present and permitted to vote, he would vote * nay."”

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 39, as follows:
YEAS—36

Howell

La Follette
McKellar
McMaster
Norrls
Nye
Overman
Pine
Sehall

NAYS—39
McNar,

Has the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr,

Sheppard
Bhipstead
Simmons
Smith
Swanson
Trammell

Barkley
Black
Blaine
Blease
Borah
Bratton

Connally
Cutting
Dill
Frazier
George
Harris
Harrison
Hawes
Heflin

Brookhart
Capper

Caraway Whaeler

Emoot
Stelwer
Sullivan
Townsend
&m denberg
agner
Whalcort
Whalsh, Mass.
Watson

Gould
Greene
Grundy
Hale

Baird
* Bingham
Copeland
Couzens
{Jenw-u
o pps
Gillett Ranedell
Glenn Robinson, Ind.
Goft Robsion, Ky.
Goldsborough Shortridge
NOT VOTING—21
Norbeck
Pittman

Lead
Robinson, Ark,

Kendrick
Keyes

Thomas, Tdaho
Thomas, Oklahoma
Waterman

Glass
Hastings

Allen
Ashurst
Brock Hayden
Broussard Johnson
Dale King Steck
Fletcher MecCulloeh Stephens

So Mr. Barxrey's amendment was rejected,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will
amendment.

The LesistaTive Cierx. On page 204, line 14, strike out * $4
per dozen and,” so as to read:

If sewed (whether or not blocked, trimmed, bleached, dyed, colored,
or stained), 60 per cent ad valorem,

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

Mr. BARKLEY., I desire to modify the amendment so as to
make it 70 per cent instead of 60.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The modified amendment will be
stated.

The LeGisLaTIVE CLERK.

report the next

On page 204, line 14, strike out “ $4
per dozen and 60" and insert “70,” so as to read:

It sewed (whether or not blocked, trimmed, bleached, dyed, colored,
or stained), 70 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. SMOOQOT. Mr. President, I want to gay to the Senate that
this is the paragraph in which under presidential proclamation
the rate was increased to 88 per cent. The amendment offered
by the Senator from Kentucky will reduce it to T0 per cent in-
stead of the 88 per cent, as provided In the presidential procla-
mation,

Mr. GEORGE. Mr, President, I would like to inguire of the
Senator from Kentucky whether or not the Tarlff Commission
reconmmended an inerease in this particular rate?

Mr. BARKLEY. The Tariff Commission made a report to the
President, upon which he fixed the rate at 88 per cent.
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Mr. GEORGH. And the amendment now offered by the Sena-
tor would make the rate 70 per cent?

Mr. BARELEY, Yes.

Mr. GEORGE. But the Senator is proposing to strike out tha
specific duty of $4 additional per dozen?

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I propose to strike out the speclfic
rate of $4 per dozen and substitute 70 per cent for the 60 per
cent originally carried in the law and the 88 per cent provided
under the presidential proelamation.

Mr. GEORGE. In other words, if the Senator would accept
the 88 per cent in lien of his amendment, we would return to
existing law?

Mr. BARKLEY. No; it would not be existing law. If the
amendment is defeated I have another one which I propose to
offer,

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena-
tor from Kentucky whether or not the rate of 88 per cent as
contained in the President’'s proclamation or the rate of 70 per
ecent as contained in the Senator’s amendment is in line with the
facts found by the Tariff Commission governing this subject ?

Mr. BARKLEY. The President evidently thought he was
Justified in raising the rate from 60 per cent to 88 per cent. I
do not think so, even on the figures submitted by the Tariff Com-
mission; but I have been perfectly agreeable to inereasing the
rate from 60 per cent to 70 per cent, which is the rate earried
in the aet of 1922,

Mr. TYDINGS. May I say that I feel there are a number of
Senators here who would like to know exactly how the Tariff
Commission feels on the subject as to whether or not 70 per
cent or 88 per cent is a fair rate, all things considered? I my-
self am not familiar with it. I know that the Senator from
Kentueky is.

Mr, BARKLEY. I do not know how the Tariff Commission
feel, but I am not very greatly disturbed about how they feel.
Based upon the report which they by majority vote submitted to
the President, he raised the rate to 88 per cent, which a majority
of the Tariff Commission estimated to be the proper rate.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr, President, will the Senator from Ken-
tucky yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. Certainly.

Mr. HARRISON. But the action of the Tariff Commission
and the action of the President were taken only with reference
to men's straw hats?

Mr. BAREKLEY. Yes.

Mr. HARRISON. That did not apply to paper hats or chip
hats or any other kind of hat, but was all confined to men's
straw hats?

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true,

Mr. HARRISON. The paragraph upon which the large in-
crease is sought applies not only to men’s straw hats but to
chip hats, paper hats, and inoumerable other kinds.

Mr. BARKLEY, All the hats made of chip, grass, palm, or
any other substitute.

Mr. SMOOT. If the Tariff Commission found that 88 per
cent was necessary on the straw hat spoken of by the Senator,
and an investigation now were made as to the chip hat, the
rate wonld be increased above S§ per cent beyond any question
of doubt. There were shipped into this country during 11
months of 1929 more than 5,800,000 of the chip hats, and the
unit value is only 30 cents. If the investigation should bé made
now the recommended rate would be more than S8 per cent.

Mr. BARKLEY. Of course, the Senator realizes that there
is no comparable hat made in America upen which the Tariff
Commission could base an investigation of the difference in the
cost of production here and abroad. A comparable hat is not
made here.

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. President, we have just taken a vote
which applies to subseetion 3, where the Senator sought to
Inerease the rate 10 per cent, the present rate being 50 per cent
and his amendment proposing 60 per cent.

Mr. BARKLEY. That was really a 20 per cent lncrease above
the present rate—20 per cent over 50 per cent.

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; I understand that,

Mr. SMOOT. But the Senator from Kentucky proposes to
strike out the $4 specific rate,

Mr. HARRISON. I understood that, too; but the rate pro-
posed by the committee on certain priced hats would have given
an ad valorem rate of over 100 per cent,

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; 165 per cent.

Mr. HARRISON. The question I want to ask, so the REcorp
will show the faets clearly, is whether as to the amendment
applying to this subsection the Tariff Commission made any
report at all?

Mr. SMOOT. That is what I said. The pending amendment
of the Senator from Kentucky now applies to the items on which
the Tariff Commission made an investigation., The Tariff Com-
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mission's report was made to the President, and the President
issued a proclamation declaring that 88 per cent was necessary.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY].

Mr. SIMMONS. Let us have the yeas and nays.

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

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Mississippl
[Mr. StepHENS], which I transfer to the junior Senator from
Vermont [Mr. Dare], and vote “ nay.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called).. Making the
game announcement as on a previous vote as to my pair and its
transfer, I vote “ yea.” .

Mr. PHIPPS (when Mr. WATERMAN'S name was called). If
my colleague the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WATER-
MAN] were present, he would vote “nay” on this question.

The roll call was concluded. .

Mr. BINGHAM. I have a general pair with the junior Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass]. In his absence, and not know-
ing how he would vote, I transfer the pair to the senior Senator
from Delaware [Mr. Hastings] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Kansas [Mr, AcLex] with the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. Brock] ;

The Senator from Pennsylyvania [Mr., Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr, RoBinsoN] ;

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. WATERMAN] with the Sena-
tor from Utah [Mr. Kine] ;

The Senator from California [Mr, Jomnsox] with the Senator
from Nevada [Mr, PrrryMan] ; and

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. Gresxs] with
from Arizona [Mr, Haypex].

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 40, as follows:

YHAS—36

McEKellar
McMaster
Norbeck
Norrig
Nye
Overman
Pine

the Senator

Shipstead
Simmons
Smith
Swanson
Thomas, Okla.
Trammell
Tydin g8
Walsh, Mont.
Wheeler

Asghurst
Barkley
Black
Blaine
Blease
Bratton
Brookhart
Caraway
Connally

Cutting
Dill
Frazier
George
Harris
Harrison
Heflin
Howell Schall
La Follette Sheppard
= NAYS—40
McNary
Metealf
Moses
Oddie
Patterson
Phipps
Ransdell
Robinson, Ind.
Robsion, Ky,
Shortridge
NOT VOTING—20
Hayden Reed
Johnson Robinson, Ark.
Kin Steck
Broussard Hastings MeCulloch Stephens
Dale Hawes Pittman Waterman

So Mr. BargrLEY's amendment was rejected.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a joint
resolution (H. J. Res. 217) making an additional appropria-
tion for the support of the Federal Radio Commission during
the fiseal year 1930 in accordance with the aet approved Decem-
ber 18, 1929, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate.

Bmoot

Stelwer
Sullivan =
Thomas, Idaho
Townsend
Vandenberg
Wagner
Walcott
Walsh, Mass,
Watson

Gould
Greene

Baird
Bingham
Capper
Copeland
Couzens
Deneen
Fess
Gillett

Go
Goldsborough

Kendrick
Keyes

Fletcher
Glass
Glenn

Allen

HOUSE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 217) making an additional
appropriation for the support of the Federal Radio Commis-
sion during the fiscal year 1930 in accordance with the act
approved December 18, 1929, was read twice by its title and
referred to the Committee on Appropriations.

ORDER FOR RECESS

Mr., SMOOT. Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent that
when the Senate shall conclude its business to-day it take a
recess until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?
hears none, and it is so ordered.

APPROPRIATION FOR SUPPORT OF FEDERAL RADIO COMMISSION

Mr. JONES. From the Committee on Appropriations I re-
port favorably without amendment the joint resolution (H. J.
Res. 217) making an additional appropriation for the support
of the Federal Radio Commission during the fiscal year 1930 in
accordance with the act approved December 18, 1929, and as it

The Chair
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is an emergency measure I ask unanimous consent for its pres-
ent consideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. SMOOT. If the joint resolution does not lead to discus-
slon, I shall not object to its present consideration.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commiitee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution, which was
read, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the following sums are approprlated, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the fiseal year
1930 for salarles and expenses of the Federal Radio Commission as eon-
tinued by the act approved December 18, 1929, namely :

For an additional amount for the pay of five commissioners at the
rate of $10,000 each per annum, $5,000;

For an additional amount for all other authorized expenses of the
Federal Radlo Commission in performing the duties imposed by the
radio act of 1927, as amended, including personal services, newspapers
and periodicals, law and reference books, special counsel fees, printing
and binding, supplies and equipment which, when the aggregate amount
involved dces not exceed $25, may be purchased without regard to sec-
tion 3709 of the Revised Statutes (U. 8. C., title 41, see¢, §), contract
stenographie reporting services without reference to such section, travel
and other necessary expenses, $26,000; and Tn addition thereto $75.000
of the unexpended balance of the appropriation * SBalaries and expenses,
Federal Radio Commission, 1927-1929" is hereby reappropriated and
made available for the purposes of the appropriation * Salaries and ex-
penses, Federal Radio Commission, 1930, all to be retroactive to the
date of the approval of such act of December 18, 1929,

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

REVISION OF THE TARIFF

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
isderation of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to
regulate commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the
industries of the United States, to protect American labor, and
for other purposes.

Mr. BAREKLEY. Mr.
which I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Kentucky will be stated.

The LecistarTive CLerg. It is proposed to amend paragraph
1505 as follows :

Strike out subsection (3), paragraph (b), and in lieau thereof insert
the following :

“(3) Blocked or trimmed (whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, or
stained), If valued at more than $8 per dozen, §4 per dozen and 5O
per cent ad valorem; if valued at $8 per dozen or less, 60 per cent
ad valorem.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky,

Mr. BARKLEY. I merely wish to make a brief explanation
of the amendment. It differs from the former amendments in
this particular: If the hats covered by the paragraph shall be
imported at less than $8 per dozen, they will bear a 60 per cent
ad valorem rate and no specific duty. If they are valued at
more than $8 per dozen, then the specific rate and the 50 per
cent ad valorem rate carried in the bill is the tariff which will
be imposed. The amendment would permit the cheaper class
of hats to come in at a 60 per cent rate and would leave a
specific duty per dozen on hats which are valued at more
than $8 per dozen as well as a 50 per cent ad valorem duty as is
provided in the bill.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I merely wish to say that the
cheaper hats referred to by the amendment of the Senator from
Kentucky are the very hats which need the highest rate of
protection,

Mr. BARELEY. T realize that under the theory of the pro-
tective tariff of the Senator from Utah the article that is con-
sumed by the largest number of people, and those who are less
able to pay should have the highest rate of taxation.

Mr. SMOOT. That is not the reason, and I do not know that
it is necessary for me to give the reason, beeause no Senator
who understands the principles of protection takes the position
stated by the Senator from Kentucky.

Myr. SMITH. But it has that effect.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky.

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amend-
ment. !

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr, COPELAND. My, President, may the clerk again state
the amendment?

President, I offer the amendment
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The VICE PRESIDENT., The amendment will be again
stated for the information of the Senate.

The LecistaTive Crerx, It is proposed to amend paragraph
1505 as follows:

Strike out subsection (8) paragraph (b), and In lMeu thereof insert
tha following :

“(8) Blocked or trlmmed (whether or not bleached, dyed, colored, or
stalned), if valued at more than $8 per dozen, $4 per dozen, and 5O
per cent fd valorem ; if valued at $8 per dozen or less, 60 per cent ad
valorem.”

The VICE PRESIDENT, The gquestion is on agreeing to the
amendment on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. McKELLAR (when Mr, Brocx's name was called). My
colleague the junlor Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Broox] is
unaveidably detained. He is paired with the junior Senator
from Kansas [Mr. Arrex]. 1 ask that this announcement may
stand for the day.

Mr, ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called). I
transfer my general pair with the junior Senator from Missis-
gippl [Mr. Srepuexg] to the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr.
Darg] and vote *nay."

Mr, SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as to my pair and its transfer as on the pre-
vious vote, I vote “ yea."

Mr, PHIPPS (when Mr, WATERMAN'S name was called). If
my colleague the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WATER-
MAN] were present, he would vote “nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BINGHAM. I transfer my pair with the junior Senator
from Virginia [Mr. Grass] to the senior Senator from Delaware
[Mr. HasTings] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr, Roinson] ;

The Benator from Illinois [Mr. Grexs] with the Senator
from Arlzona [Mr, Haypex] ;

The Senator from Colorado [Mr., Warerman] with the Sena-
tor from Utah [Mr. Kineg] ; and

The Senator from California [Mr, Jouxsox] with the Sen-
ator from Nevada [Mr. Prrrman].

The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 39, as follows:
YEAS—38

La Follette
McKellar
MecMaster
Norris
Nye
Overman
Schall
Sheppard

Bhipstead
Simmons

NAYS—39
Metcalf
Moses
Oddie
Patterson
Phipps
Hansdell
Robinson, Ind.
Robslon, Ky.
Shortridge
Smoot

NOT VOTING—19

King
MeCulloch

Ashurst Connally
Burkley Cutting
Black Din
Blaine Frazler
Hlease George
Borah Harris
Bratton Harrlgon
Brookhart Hawes
Capper Heflin
Caraway Howell

Smith

Steck
Bwanson
Thomas, Okla,
Trammell
Tydings
Walsh, Mont,
Wheeler

Balrd
Binghnm
Copeland
Coukens
Deneen

Fess

Gillett

Goft
Goldsbhorough
Gould

Greene Btelwer
Sullivan
Thomas, 1daho
Townsend
Vandenberg
Whagner
Walcott
Walsh, Mass,
Watson

Jones
Kean
Kendrick
Keyes
McNary

Allen
Brock
Broussard
Dale Hayden

Fletcher Johnson Pittman

So Mr. Bargrey's amendment was rejected.

Mr. BARKLEY, I offer the amendment, which I send to the
desk,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky offers
an amendment, which will be stated.

The LecrstaTive Crerx. It is proposed to strike out subsec-
tion (4) of paragraph (b), and in llen thereof to insert the
following :

(4) It sewed (whether or not blocked, trimmed, bleached, dyed,
colored, or stalned), if valued at more than $8 per dozen, §4 per dogen
und 60 per eent ad valorem ; If valued at $8 per dogen or less, 60 per
cent ad valorem,

The VICEH PRESIDENT. The guestion Is on the amendment
offered by the Senator from Kentucky,

Mr, SMOOT, Mr. President, on a sewed hat valued at $8 per
dozen, with 60 per cent ad valorem, the Senator's amendment
means a duty of 110 per cent; but If it is Imported at $7.90, or
10 cents a dozen less, then it will draw a duty of 60 per cent,
Is that it?

Glass
Glenn
Hastings

Reed
Robinson, Ark.
Stephens
Waterman
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Mr. BARELEY. If it is anything less than 88, it will draw a
duty of G0 per cent.

Mr. SMOOT. If it is $£7.90, the duty will be 60 per cent; but
if it is 10 cents a dozen more, it will be 110 per cent,

Mr. BARKLEY., Of course, in fixing a graduated rate on
articles, where yon have to fix an arbitrary figure, that always
is true of a comparisen immediately below the arbitrary figure
and immediately above it; but the objeet I have in view is to
relieve these chieaper hats, consumed by the masses of the people
of the United States, from the imposition of this $4 per dozen
specific duty. That is precisely what the Senator himself and
his committee did on rayon. They fixed an arbitrary figure by
which they regulated the tariff above and below it: and the
same thing happened there that I am seeking to bring about
here,

Mr. SMOOT. In other words

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts,
tor from Utah yield?

Mr. SMOOT. Just a moment and I will yield the floor. In
other words, If a hat were imported from a foreign country and
the price was §11, of course, they would immediately import it
here at $7.90 and have a lower rate of duty. That would be the
result of it.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, the design of the amend-
ment would be to transfer the business to Italy. That seems to
be the design and purpose, and will be the result, if this amend-
ment is agreed to.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, I appreciate the profound
infornration which has just been conveyed by the distinguished
Senator from California.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, as I under-
stand this problem, if there is any tariff-protection problem here
at all, it is on cheap hats, So far as expensive hats are con-
cerned, they might as well be on the free list. If there is any
protection to be extended, it is to the cheap hats. Is that
correct?

Mr, SMOOT. Yes; but it would not be under subsection (4),
Mr. President. These are “sewed, whether or not blocked,
trimmed, bleached, dyed, colored, or stained.”

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Both in subsections (3) and
(4) the imports are of the cheaper hats, not the expensive ones?

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; the bulk of them are of the cheaper hats.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. And the trouble with the
Senator's amendment is that he makes a lower rate on the hats
that are being imported and a higher rate on the expensive hats
that are not being imported.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
BARKLEY],

Mr. BARELEY. Let us have the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the legislative clerk
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana (when his name was called.) I
transfer nry general pair with the junior Senator from Missis-
sippi [Mr. StepHENS] to the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr,
Dare] and will vote. I vote “mnay.”

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as on the previous roll call, I vote * yea.”

Mr. PHIPPS (when Mr. WATERMAN'S name was called). If
21_\' colleague [Mr, WATERMAN] were present, he would vote

nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. BINGHAM. I transfer my pair with the junior Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass] to the senior Senator from Dela-
wire [Mr. HastiNgs] and will vote. I vote " nay.”

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general pairs:

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Arren] with the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. Brook] ;

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Reep] with the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Ropingsox]:

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Waresman] with the Sena-
tor from Utah [Mr, Kixg];

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLenx] with the Senator frony
Arizona [Mr. Haypex]; and

The Senator from California [Mr, JouaxsoN] with the Sena-
tor from Nevada [Mr. PiTTMAN].

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 40, as follows:
YEAS—387T

McMaster
Norbeck
Norris
Nye
Overman
Schall
Sheppard
Shipstead
Simmons
Smith

Mr. President, will the Sena-

Din
Frazier
George
Harris
Harrison
Hawes
Heflin
Howell

La Follette
MeKellar

Bteck
Swanson
Thomas, Okla.,
Trammell
"[‘yr]lngg
Walsh, Mont,
Wheeler

Ashurst
Barkley
Black
Blaine
Blease
Borah
Bratton
Brookhart
Connally
Cutting
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Baird
Bingham
Broussard
Copeland
Counzens
Deneen
Fess
Gillett

NAYS—40
MeNary
Metcalt
Moges
Oddie
Patterson
Phipps
Ransdell
Robinson, Ind.
Robsgion, Ky.
Shortridge

NOT VOTING—19
Johnson

King
MecCulloch
Caraway Hastings Pin
Dale Hayden Pittman

So Mr. Barxkrey's amendment was rejected.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I have a number of other
amendments to be offered to this paragraph, 1 will ask the
Senator from Utah if he desires to try to get through with the
paragraph this afternoon, or if he thinks he can? I do not think
we cal.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to get through with it this after-
noon if possible.

Mr. BARKLEY. I offer the following amendment: On page
204, lines 14 and 15, strike out “$4 per dozen and 60 per cent
ad valorem " and insert in liean thereof “88 per cent ad
valorem.”

Mr. President, I will simply state that that is the present
rate fixed in the presidential proclamation, based upon the re-
port of the Tariff Commission. Those who have been relying
on the Tariff Commission and on the action of the President in
fixing the rate of S8 per cent certainly ought to vote for this
amendment to restore the law as it now is,

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator
whether the rate of 88 per cent applies to these chip hats?

Mr. BARKLEY. If they are sewed.

Mr. COPELAND. Of course, they were not considered by the
Tariff Commission or by the President in making his procla-
mation,

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand; but it applies to all these hats
that come in if they are sewed, whether or not blocked, trimmed,
bleached, dyed, colored, or stained ; and it applies to straw and
chip and palm and grass and any other sort of hat that
comes in.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Keniucky
vield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. BARKLEY., I yield.

Mr, SMOOT. When the report of the Tariff Commission was
made to the President there was no such thing as a chip hat,
and the investigation that was made did not cover chip hats.
Of course, the chip hat comes in now even cheaper than any
other hat, the unit value being only 30 cents; and I can not see
why we =hould accept the Senator’s amendment,

Mr, BARKLEY. Chip hats are now coming in at the 50 per
cent rate under the present law—that is, if they are not
sewed—compared to the 88 per cent carried in subsection (4).
The faect that the Tariff Commission made no investigation so
far as chip hats are concerned is no reason why these sewed
hats, if they are of chip, might not well bear the 88 per cent
rate. It certainly does not lie in the mouth of the Senator
from Utah to object to an 88 per cent rate on a chip hat because
the Tariff Commission made no investigation, when, without
any investigation on the part of the Tariff Commission or any-
body else, you propose to raise them to $4 per dozen and 50
per cent ad valorem ; so that if the absence of any investigation
on the part of the Tarifff Commission is a reason for not fixing
the rate at 88 per cent, it certainly ought to be a reason for
not fixing a rate of $4 and 50 per cent.

Mr. SMOOT. If sewed hats, manufactured not only in this
country but abroad, in 1925, before the investigation was made,
required a duty of 88 per cent, then I can not see why the rate
provided for such chip bats as come in should not be main-
tained, although the Senator, as I understand it—though I did
not hear his amendment read—puts all of them at 88 per cent.

Mr. BARKELEY. My amendment applies only to subseetion
4. That is simply a reenactment of the present law. It elimi-
nates the $4 specific duty and fixes the rate at 88 per cent, as
fixed by the President.

Mr. SMOOT. That is as I understood the Senator,

Mr. BARKLIIY, It does not affect subsection 3.

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah
complains that chip hats were not included in the tariff inves-
tigation. This amendment is leveled, not only at hats made
from chips but alse at straw hats. The Tariff Commission did
find, as to men's straw hats, that 88 per cent was a fair rate.
Then why does the Senator now ask the Senate to repudiate

Smoot

Steiwer
Sollivan
Thomas, Idaho
Townsend
Vandenberg
Wagner
Walcott
Walsh, Mass.
Watson

Kendrick
Keyes

Goft
Goldsborough

Reed
Robinson, Ark.
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Allen
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Capper

Fletcher
Glass
Glenn
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the Tariff Commission so far as straw bats are concerned, and
not accept an increase from 60 per cent to 88 per cent on straw
hats? What justification is there?

I submit, Senators, that when we try to fix the rate at the
figure recommended by the committee, it is without justifica-
tion. If the Tariff Commission reported, after investigation of
men's straw hats, that 88 per cent was a fair rate, why should
we go beyond that? The domestic producers of these hats have
an advantage over foreign manufacturers in this, that when
the local merchant buys a foreign hat and wants to replenish
his stock, he can not get more, because it takes too long, but if
he has bought a straw hat manufactured locally and sells
out and wants more be can get them, because they are right
here, and it is quick work.

I submit it 18 going wild and beyond any justification when
the Senate votes down the amendment offered by the Senator
from Kentucky, which carries out the recommendation of the
Tariff Commission. The Tariff Commission was not unanimous
in the report. Mr. Costigan was against even the 88 per cent,
and there was some difference of opinion among the other mem-
bers, but none of them went beyond 88 per cent, and here the
committee recommends $4 and 60 per cent ad valorem.

The amendment of the Senator from Kentucky will give all
that the Tariff Commission, after an investigation, has said
was fair and right, and I submit that the amendment ought to
be agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I shall not discuss the question
of the rate any longer, but I want to correct a statement made
by the Senator to the effect that the supply of hats could not
be replenished by the importer if the supply were gold out. The
hats are ordered six months ahead and brought here and sold
to the trade. They are sold to the trade for future delivery.
So, if the supply runs out, they can order again from the for-
eign manufacturers. That does not affect the rate.

Mr. HARRISON. I understand, but the Senator is usually
very fair, and I think he knows that the orders are placed in
the fall, and the hats are delivered just before the spring opens,
and if the stock is gold out, and they ave foreign hats, it is very
difficult to get an order filled again in time. It would take a
long time to get them from abroad, when, if they were made
here at home, they could be gotten quickly.

Mr, SMOOT. The orders are in and they are making the
goods now for next summer,

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator from
Utah a guestion. What is the rate of duty, adding the $4 to
the 60 per cent, as compared with the 88 per cent ad valorem?

My, SMOOT. That would depend on the price of the goods.

Mr. SMITH. About what is the average?

Mr. SMOOT. For a chip hat it would be a very high duty,
because that is a cheap hat, a very cheap hat, not made in
this country, and only made lately in any part of the world. I
do not know whether the Senator was here when a sample of
that kind of hat was shown. It is made of material shipped
mostly from Japan, I think. On that kind of a hat the rate
would be an enormous ad valorem, over 100 per cent.

Mr. SMITH. Let us confine ourselves to the character of hat
on which the Tariff Comimission recommended to the President,
under the flexible provision of the law, an 85 per cent duty.
The committee has replaced that with a duty of $4 and 60 per
cent ad valorem. How does that compare with the 88 per cent?

Mr, SMOOT. On hats selling for $8 a dozen—and, of course,
gome of them run very much higher than that—the $4 per dozen
rate would be 50 per cent, and the 60 per cent added to that
would make the rate 110 per cent.

Mr, SMITH. Exactly. So that on the ordinary hat which
everybody buys the rate has been inereased from 88 per cent
to something like 110 per cent, and here we have Democrats
on thig side voting for the most digreputable raid on the con-
sumer of an ordinary necessity. Some people want fo wear
hats. I presume it is thought that they ordinarily ean go with-
out them ; but seriously, Mr. President, since the war an ordi-
nary straw hat for which we had then been paying around
$1.50 to $2 is $4.50 or $5. I know there is no man on this
floor acquainted with the method of producing hats who be-
lieves that labor gets an increase commensurate with thiz pro-
posed increase in the rate.

Mr, SMOOT. The labor is $1 an hour.
working in the industiry get.

Mr. WALSH of Montana, The Senator forgets, however,
that this is a measure of farm relief, for the farmers who pro-
duce straw.

Mr. SMITH. I understand, Mr. President. There was a dis-
cussion about linters being a farm product, and there is not a
man who ever grew a bale of cotton who ever had a bale of
linters. Linters are produced by the manufacturers of cotton-

That is what those
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seed, or those who manufacture the products from cottonseed.
Linters are corporation products, No farmer in the world who
ever grew a bale of cotton ever produced a bale of linters. Yet
we are asked to raise the duty on rayon on the specious ground
that we were helping the farmer.

Do Senators know what the facts are? If you leave a good
denl of lint on the seed when you sell it to the oil people, they
will want to penalize you for the lint on the seed that is left
after you ginned it, g0 that you get a smaller price for your
seed. Then when they have put it into the finer gin and taken
the linters off, that is a by-produet which they sell to the
rayon people, The linters come [n competition with the cotton,
lower the price of the cotton, amnd Increase the price of the
goods you buy,

Just think of the monstrous proposition we were up against
here, Here was a by-product which reduced the price of the
seed, increased competition with the cotton, and raised the
price of what you had to buy, and we all fell for it and voted
for it.

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, T do not think we all voted
for it,

Mr, SMITH. No; I was talking about that horrible “ we "
that has made us the laughing stock of the real masses of the
American people. The principle that divides the two parties
is fundamental. If we do not stand for the protection of the
mausses of the people, where have they to go¥

I am golng to have a list prepared of the places where cer-
tain produets are produced and what Senators voted for the in-
creased tariffs, and before the session adjourns I am going to
read it and show how whenever we got within a State where a
certain thing was manufactured, as they s=ay in aviation, the
visibility got bad and the Senator from the State could not fly
well in the Demoeratic airplane. I want to get that list and
read it.

A man's loyalty to a principle is measured by the sacrifice
he is willing to make for that prineiple, and if we as Demo-
crats can not stand for justice to the manufacturer and at the
same time justice to the consumer we ought to change our
name.

Mr, COPELAND, Mr. President

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield to the Senator from New York?

Mr., SMITH, Yes; I yield.

Mr. COPELAND. I am quite sure the Senator will not pre-
pare the list he has mentioned, beeause modesty will keep him
from doing so, as he is the only Senator who has consistently
voted in accordance with the old-time principles of the Demo-
cratie Party,

Mr. SMITH,
party ?

Mr, President, is not that an indictment of the
To think that, according to the statement of the Senator
from New York, one man alone, as he says, has stood for the
prineiple of protection of the masses equally with the protection

of the classes, You have no right to impose upon the great
masses of the American people a burden they are not able to
bear simply because you want to foster an industry, not in
infaney, but grown old, disreputable, full of wealth.

Mr. TRAMMELL and Mr, BROUSSARD addressed the Chair,

The PRESEDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South
Carolina yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr, SMITH. I will yleld first to the Senator from Florida.

Mr, TRAMMELL. 1 just want to ask the Senator from South
Carvolina If the Senator from New York did not make a litile
misstatement when he said that he had not voted for anything
for the purpose of trying to boost the price. He did vote for
the debenture, which was intended to boost the price to every-
body who wears cotton clothes and everybody who eats the
products of wheat,

Mr, SMITH. I voted for the debenture, and will vote for
it agaln, beeaunse it can be applied; you can not apply the prin-
ciple of protection beeanse you can not organize the farmers.
We can apply the principle of the debenture so as to give the
man who produces the product an equal chance under the law
with those who can avail themselves of a tarifl duty.

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

Mr, SMITH. Not just now. I want to develop this distine-
tion. You and I have complained of the policy of the tariff.
Let us grant, for the sake of the argument, that the principle
is correct. Are we justified in applying the principle, if the
only policy by which it can be applied enriches one-half of the
people and impoverishes the other half? If yon are fair-
minded men and find that the principle of a protective tariff as
wrtten in this proposed legislation can benefit the manufacturer,
and in order to apply the same principles change your policy
and in order to protect the masses who produce the raw mite-
rial provide a debenture, then you are dealing justly with the
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American people. You know, Mr. President and gentlemen of
the Senate, that you can not apply the principle of a protective
tariff except for those who are so organized and have such
reserve wealth that they can avail themselves of the tariff.

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

Mr. SMITH. 1 yield.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I am very much interested in the list the
Senator is to prepare. I was very much tempted during the
sugar debate to paraphrase some of the arguments made by
Senators on this side. For instance, I could have taken electri-
fied earth and other commodities and substituted the name
“sugar” and made a fine argument in behalf of sugar. If the
Senator will furnish me with the list he has mentioned, I will
take the trouble to search the Recorp and prove that they are
not free traders except when it concerns commodities in which
they are directly concerned.

Mr. SMITH. I think the Senator is right. Josh Billings
said he lived to be 40 years old before he found a good place
for a boil. Somebody asked him where, and he said, “ On the
back of some other fellow’s neck.” [Laughter.] We proceed
here on the theory that the tariff is a local issue. The gentle-
man who coined that phrase as a matter of fact had had experi-
ence such as we have had, that whenever it aifects a man's
State so far as the principle is concerned he casts it to the
winds.

Mr. COPELAND. In my opinion the tariff is mueh more re-
stricted than as a loeal issue; it is an individual issue.

Mr. SMITH. O Mr. President, I grant the Senator that. Of
course, it is individual. *Let me have my pound of flesh and
I am after my pound of flesh.”
The most miserable protectionist in the world is the man who
simply wants to protect the local thing as it applies to him in
the hope of getting votes to return him to impose a further bur-
den on the American people.

Mr. BROUSSARD. What about the man who wants the
pound of flesh, but is unwilling to give anything in return?

Mr., SMITH. We sit here and listen to these Senators vote.
I ean understand how the Hamiltonians are going to stay with
their principle. They believe, like Hamilton, that the masses of
the American people are helpless only in so far as they can
produce the wealth of the country and be denied the use of it.
Hamilton was bold. He said that was his doctrine. He did not
belleve that the masses of the people should participate in the
Government at all, but that the wealthy and the landowners and
the manufacturers should run the Government by and for them-
selves, Jefferson believed and had implicit faith in the masses
and wrote the immortal bill of rights in the 10 amendments
to our Constitution. He was the one who made glad the hearts
of all Ameriean citizens when he made them a part and parcel
of the Government. The Hamiltonian idea has prevailed in
America. The Jefferson idea has not prevailed.

Selfishness, money, concentrated power have laid their hands
upon the Government of the United States and have impover-
ished the great producing masses so that now in the year 1930
we are called here for the purpose of trying to relieve them and
to find a policy by which we can apply the doctrine of protec-
tion to that group. Senators know and I know that we have
come to a parting of the ways. Eighty-seven per cent of all the
farms of America, North, East, South, and West are under
mortgage, At first the farmer had some little reserve of timber.
He sold that and the timber was taken away. Every natural
resource digsappeared. Then the mortgage came. Then interest
on the mortgage and taxes came until to-day the sale of his
$13,000,000,000 worth of produects hardly keeps soul and body
together, while the paeans from the metropolitan press and from
high places sound the tidings that we are in an era of an un-
precedented prosperity. On the one hand, we have mortzages,
destitution, and ruin to the masses of American people, and on
the other hand an unheard-of interest, wealth, and accumula-
tion of property. These are the facts which confront us, and
here we are on a simple item of an ordinary hat proposing to
add 110 per cent; to do what? To enrich a handful of those
who fabricate them and perhaps devote a modicum of their in-
come to those whom they employ in the fabrication.

My State is being industrialized, and I am glad of the fact,
but shall T stand here and vote to grant a living wage to those
employed by those industries and an income to those who own
them out of all parity with those who feed and clothe and shee
them in the production of the raw material? Who has risen on
the other side of the Chamber or over on this side of the Chinm-
ber and made a plea for the impoverished masses, from whom
it is now proposed to extract this 110 per cent additional tariff,
to extract it from the man who wants even to cover his head
decently? The clothes have been voted off his back, there has
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been an attempt to vote the shees off his feet, and now it is pro-
posed to vote the hat from his head. 1f that suits the American
people, as a matter of course it will be manifest when the next
expression comes from the masses,

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

Mr. SMITH. Certainly.

Mr. NORBECK. I am interested in the Senator’s forecast as
to what the next expression is going to be.

Mr., SMITH. I think the masses of our people have become
g0 enslaved that they are actually afraid to vote against those
from whom they hayve te borrow the wherewithal to live another
year. We are dangerously near that line. The Senator knows
and I know that a man who has the responsibility of a family,
even though he knows rank injustice is being done by legisla-
tion, dreads to eross the man upon whom, under our iniquitous
laws, he is made dependent. It may be that under durance he
will vote to repeat the very conditions that have put the shackles
on him. I do not know what will be the result. I know that
some Senators who have stood for what I am pleading for this
afternoon may go the way of all those who have tried to stem
the tide of iniquify. So far as I am concerned, God help me,
as long as the injustice exists I shall stand and make the plea I
am now making. When I reach the place and the time that 1
would rather warm the leather in the seat of my chair in the
Senate than to fulfill the responsibilities which are upon me,
then I want to be retired. The very stand that I am taking
to-day may cause my retirement. I am not unconscious of the
power that has filled our offices and is controlling our Govern-
ment and running roughshod over every principle of fair and
just government.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. Surra] has stated, and there is a great deal of truth
in the statement, that the tariff is a loeal issue. Jefferson per-
haps found that out because he stood for tariff protection, and
Madison and Jackson likewise. But we have reached the point
where practically all of us realize the necessity for some pro-
tection. If we did mot have any protection at all, we would
not have one-half of the people prosperous, as my friend from
South Carolina suggests, and the other half impoverished, but
we would all be impoverished.

I am in favor of a very strict restriction on immigration. I
realize that if the country did not restriet immigration we

would be overrun with a class of foreigners who would in a

little while utterly destroy our civilization. We wonld be over-
run with an army of wage earners who would put the American
wage earners out of business. Our standards of living would be
lowered. We would have a state of industrial slavery. It is
necessary to have some protection, and I for one, a Democrat
from the South, am in favor of adequate protection. I know the
time has been when statesmen who hailed from my section of
the country were free traders. That time has passed. The
South is not for free trade.

I have said before on the floor of the Senate, and I repeat now
to men in other sections of the country who have capital to
invest, I invite them to come into the sunny Southland. It is
the noblest spot of earth, the garden spot of the universe. Its
climatic conditions ean not be excelled anywhere in the world,
nor its fertile soil and limpid streams. It has more forest land
than any other section of the country. It has as fine people as
ever drew the breath of life,

Of course, we are not prosperous now. We are passing
through a period of hardship for many reasons. We hope it
will not always be thus. There is no general prosperity in the
country, It is true that a certain elass of the people are pros-
perous., There are a few who clip their coupons. They tower
high while others upon the plain are not enjoying prosperity.

Mr. President, T am in favor of protection on cotton goods.
We must have it to protect the American manufacturer who
makes into cloth the cotton which we raise in the South, I
wounld not want to work a hardship on anybody, but we are
compelled to have a reasonable protection upon our cotton goods.
‘When we grant that protection we are directly alding the wage
earners who work in the cotton mills of the United States. 1
do not want to reduce their pay. I am not in favor of doing
that. I want to see them get increased pay. I want their con-
ditions improved in the North as well as in the South. We of
the South might just as well face conditions as they are. Those
of us who are not doing it are simply dreaming; they are not
looking stubborn faets in the face. I do not propose to be gov-
erned by a theory that 50 years ago governed some man from my
gsection who was not confronted by the problems with which I
have to consider.

The Senator from South Carelina has told us about the cotton
linter, the fuzzy jacket on the cottonseed which is cut by a fine
gaw. I remember the time when cottonseed was thrown away
by the millions of tons. Very few of them were used, except
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for cow feed. They were boiled with corn meal for that pur-
pose. My father used to do that. He had a cotton gin; the
farmers would bring their cotton there; he wounld gin their
cotton ; they would take home just enough seed with which to
plant another crop and leave the seed with him. It was a bur-
den, because he had to take the seed away and throw them out
somewhere to rot. Now what iz the situation? We produce
vegetable oil, thereby utilizing millions of tons of cottonseed;
and on yesterday we made an effort here to protect vegetable
olls from deadly competition with the Philippine Islands. That
is a problem the statesmen of other days did not have to con-
sider. The linter then was something that went to waste, but
we are now cousuming in the neighborhood of 200,000 bales of
linters in making rayon.

I do not agree with my good friend from South Carolina that
that is not a good thing. The consumption of any by-product
from the farm is a wvaluable asset to the farmer. He may not
now be getting the return which he ought to reccive, but we
are going to see that he shall get it after a while, I want to see
these linters utilized, and cottonseed oil, as well as other by-
products, Cottonseed meal is food for both man and beast,
and it is also a fertilizer, a great plant food; and cottonseed
oil is a substitute for hog lard and for olive oil, and glycerin
can be made from it.

I want to pay a compliment to the Senator from Texas [Mr.
SHEPPARD]. On yesterday he delivered the most thorough, com-
prehensive, and exhaustive address on the subject of vegetable
and other oils that I have ever heard in Congress in my lifetime.
He discussed vegetable oils, oils produced from soybeans,
which we grow in abundance, oils produced from cottonseed,
and other oils produced from other commodities. We have a
monopoly the world over of cottonseed, and the farmers who
produce them ought to be getting a better price for their cotton-
seed oil. I am hoping that out of this legislation will come
conditions that will enable the farmer to get a better price for
his eottonseed oil and for the other products of cotton. I want
the spinner, who makes our cotton into cloth, te prosper; I
want the producer of the cotton to have a fair deal in the mar-
ket place, and be so helped by Congress that he will obtain a
profitable price for his cotton.

We have all got to work together for the good of each see-
tion; each for the good of all, and all for the good of each.
We ought to do that.

Mr, President, I just wanted to say that much this afternoon,
I want to see every industry in my country prosper. I am not
going during this session or at any other time vete to open
the gates wide to the products of the cheap pauper labor of
Europe, any more than I am going to vote to open the gates
wide to unrestricted immigration.

We have a very serious problem now in connection with im-
migration from the Philippine Islands, a problem which was dis-
cussed this morning by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Typ-
mwes] and the Senator from Washington [Mr. DmL]. We have
another one caused by the running of Mexicans over the line
into the United States, destroying American labor along the
border line. American men and women are suffering because
of the competition with the cheap labor from the Philippines in
California and the State of Washington and from Mexican labor
in Texas and other Southwestern States. These problems are
confronting us, and we have got to do something to protect the
American men and women.

Mr. BARKLEY., Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala-
bama yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield.

Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate espeeclally what the Senator
is saying about immigration from Mexico. I favor placing im-
migration from Mexico on the quota basis, as it is from every
other country.

Mr. HEFLIN. I agree with the Senator as to that.

Mr. BARKLEY. Can the Senator inform us what the pros-
peets are of having legislation on that subjeet reported out
of the Committee on Immigration at this session?

Mr. HEFLIN. I am sorry that I can not, but I am heartily
in accord with the Senator in his position on that subject.

Before I sit down, Mr. President—and I am going to detain
the Senate but a moment longer—I want the Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. Bixamam] to give the Senate a chance to vote
on the question of the freedom of the Philippine Islands. That
constitutes a serious problem confronting the Ameriean people.
Let me refer to the condition which we are permitting to exist.
Capitalists of the Old World who can not ship their vegetable
oils straight from there without paying a heavy duoty are being
permitted to go into the Philippine Islands, invest their money,
and produce oils that come in competition with American oils.
The home oil market is being destroyed and turned over to those
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people, Bome of our own capitalists likewise are going there
and joining with them, and then dumping their products upon us
in the States.

What are we going to do about the farmers who are produc-
ing these commodities in the wvarlous States of the United
States? Are we not going to throw a protecting arm around
them? I am in favor of doing that. I am going to try to be
Just and fair to every interest, but I am not going to permit
present conditions to continue in relation to the Philippine
Islands, if I can help it, and T am not going to permit much
longer, if I can help I, a horde of immigrants fo continue to
pour over the land from Mexico,

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate an
executive message from the President of the United States,
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs,

PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT—ARTICLE BY SENATOR CAPPER

-

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I hold in my hand a portion of
the New York Times of Sunday, January 19, which contains an
article by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Carrer], and also one
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WarLsu] in reference
to the prohibition question. I understand the article by the
Senator from Massachusetts has already been inserted in the
Recorn; so I ask unanimous consent that there may be inserted
in the Recorp the article by Senator Carper.

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be

printed in the Recorp, as follows:
[From the New York Times, January 19, 1930]
ProHIRITION CAN B EXFORCED
By AnTHUR CAPPER, Senator from Kansas

Prohibition laws ecan and will be enforced in these United States.
Also the elghteenth amendment will be generally observed over the
entire country,

I do not share in the opinion of those who say that prohibition ean
not be enforced. It can be enforced, and we have demonstrated that
fact In Kansas, where we hayve had prohibition for a few years short
of half a century,

The United States as a whole I8 now passing through the experi-
mental stage of enforeement that we had in the early days of enforce-
ment In Kansas under the State law. In the beginning many Kansas
business men wore not In sympathy with prohibition, because they
thought it would “hurt business.” Other good citizens honestly
thooght the move was unwise ; but they have long since recognized the
benefits of prohibition, and the question is no lopger an issue in the
State. An overwhelming majority of our people consider prohibition
a8 oue of the greatest blessings ever bestowed on the State through
legislation.

THE TIME NEEDED

I say jost as empbatically that prohibition can be enforced in the
Nation, and we bave already made progress in that direction. It may
take as much as 20 years to make enforcement effective; but even If it
does, they will be years well spent, and from which posterity will reap
untold benefits.

Presldent Hoover's special message to Congress on law enforcement
presented to both branches of the National Legislature lnst Monday
outlines a sound and constructive program.

There Is nothing vpectacular In his message. It I8 not dramatie;
it Is constructive. ‘This also applies to the recommendations of the
Commission on Law Eunforcement, which the President sent with his
own message,

Legislation along the lines indlcated in President Hoover's general
outline of necessary changes in law and law-enforcement machinery,
and the specific recommendations of the commission, will improve mate-
rinlly the present situation.

It scems to me there will be little question among friends of law
enforcement of the feasibllity of the récommendations for concentra-
tion of responsibility In detection and prosecution of prohibition viola-
tions, nor for consolidation of agencies to pru%ont smuggling, nor for
provislons for adequate court and prosecuting officlals, nor for expan-
slon of Federal prigsons and reorganization of parole practices. 1 am
in aceord with the specific leglslation for the District of Columbia.

Probably the most fundamental changes recommended are those cov-
e¢ring the reorganization of the Federal court structure so as to give
relief from coogestion.

The specific recommendations of the Law Enforcement Commission on
this subject are worthy of, and doubtless will receive at the hands of
Congress, the most careful consideration,

SPEEDY THIALS FOR OFFENDERS

Trial of petty erlmes and misdemeanors, to use the expression in
our Kansas practice, by a commissioner with right of appeal for trial
by jury reserved to the defendant, undoubtedly will be the subject of
many and long debates.
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After a careful rereading of the commission's r ndations in this
regard I am favorably lmpressed. The rights of the accused are pre-
served ; it is only the power of the defendant's attorney to obstruct and
delay prompt trial that is curtailed.

In faect, it seems to me that the promise of the right to a * speedy
and public trial™ promised in the Constitution will be more nearly
carried out if the commission’s recommendations are adopted than under
our present system, which encourages delays, congested dockets, and, in
fact, makes for retarded justice rather than speedy justice.

Since we have through Federal statutes, such as the Dyer and Mann
Acts and the prohibitory laws, made Uncle Sam a policeman in rela-
tlon to erimes of an Interstate character, we must ultimately face and
solve the problem of providing police-court powers and procedure In the
Federal judicial system, The plan outlined by the commission will give
ample protection to the accused and also preserve some rights to the
Government in Federal prosecution.

I ean and do beartily approve the constructive program outlined,
confident that Congress has the statesmanship necessary to work out the
detalls.

It Is the wet and lawless clties more than any other part of the
cousnitry that are the plague spots which need cleaning up and that need
the sharp prod of the law; and enforcing prohibition will help rathep
than hinder that work.

Kansas has had prohibition for balf a century. It spent many years
in experimenting and ploneering in this reform, gradually perfecting the
Kansas law. Earnest enforcement of the law in Kansas dates back 20
years, after 1ts increasing benefits could no longer be denied,

Bome of the eastern and big-city enemies of prohibitlon say if the
prohibition law were made more liberal they would be satisfied and the
more liberal law would be obeyed. Kansas has been throngh all that.
The trath is that no law In any way regulating the sale of liguor has
ever been obeyed anywhere by keepers of saloons or of public houses,
Canada can vouch for this statement.

For years prohibition was not enforced in all Kansas, nor even half-
way enforced; but even then the benefits began to show. The people
became converted to the dry cause and got in earnest about prohibition.
They began ousting from office city and county attorneys and mayors
who were lax or were wet sympathizers, We passed a " bone dry"
law during my administration as governor. It works in Kansas and
I assert it will function in any State in the Union. For 235 years
prohibition has been a fact In Kansas and now It i8 a permanent part
of its State and national creed.

VIOLATIONS IN EANSAS

There is still illicit sclling of liguor in Kansas. It will continue in
a sporadic manner so long as there are people who cling to the idea
of the social drink, who think that a soclal event is not complete with-
out something that sparkles, even though it is tinctured poison bottled
in the barn; but the sule of llquor has been reduced to the minlmum.

Kansas does not want and would not tolerate modification. Liguor
is an outlaw within ber borders. She is 48 years removed from the
thought of legalizing the saloon. Conviction of violators is easier than
in the past because public sentiment has been ecrystallized. Kansas
officials and private citizens are agreed that probibition is the State's
best business asset.

If Kansas could enforce prohibition with wet States all around it,
as it had to do then, New York or any other Btate can. I venture to
say that New York City, for all its boasted wetness, Is no * wetter ™
in comparison with agricultural and small-town sections of the United
States than were Kansas City, Wichita, and Leavenworth in the old
days.

It is a shame to say it, perbaps, but New Yorkers bear a marked re-
semblance to other people all over the world.

Sometimes I hear friends of so-called temperance, asg opposed to
prohibition—a generation ago these generally were ** wels " as opposed
to temperance—prociaim that law observance precedes law enforce-
ment In point of time, I fear history will not bear out that assertion.
We hear a lot always about law-observing England, where murders
are so few compared to the record in this country. But England was
not always so law-abiding. It became law-abiding in that respect after
years, one could almost say centuries, of law enforcement. But that is
aside from the main question. Prohibition enforcement in the long
run is going to rest on the merit, or lack of merit, of prohibition itself.
If the country decides that saloons and drunkenness are a good thing,
sgocially and economically, then prohibition will fail and prohiblition
enforcement, of course, will not be a problem.

13 a few more years there really will be no place for the drinking man
in this country. Industry has no use for him. Employers will not
have him around their plants and places of business. The home does
not want him. The women of this country, taken as a whole, will not
stand for drunks lying around the premises.

There are to be no saloons, those who advocate repeal of the amend-
ment or modification of ‘the Volstead law claim. We are not going (o
tolerate drunken men on the streets. The few who drink now sre not
popular as operators of motor vehicles, Civilization is passing beyond
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the alecholie-beverage stage. In some countries only the leaders In
thonght voice this pentiment, but their statements are significant.

Cardinal Mercier, primate of Belgium, said, in 1819:

“If general prohibition were introduced more llves would be saved
than by general disarmament. Alcohol kills more men than war and
kills them dishonorably., An existence is suppressed when a man is
killed by war ; but the evil survives after the inebriate ceases to exlst.”

To those who believe they are advocating temperance when they
oppose prohibition, 1 would say only this—there Is more temperance
under prohibition than there was before prohibitlon. And the experl-
ence of Canada in trying the half-march back by Btate liquor selling is
more pleasant as plctured by wet propagandists than in the views of
Canadian aunthorities.

1 gquote a few views as reported recently in The Manufacturers
Record, published In Baltimore:

Ontario liguor board: *“ Ontario is buying liguor at the rate of
$1,000,000 a week.”

Alberta liguor board: * In Alberta 4,000,000 gallons liguor sold in
gecond year of * comtrol.” ™

Quebee liguor commission : * Bales of beer increased 1,000,000 gallons
over last year.”

Reports of the seven liquor comtrol boards: *“ The seven Provinces
having ‘ Government control,’ with a population of 10,000,000, spend
$160,000,000 a year for liguor.”

British Columbia liguor board: * Since the opening of the beer par-
lors the sales of * hard liguor® have increased 50 per cent.”

Quebee liguor commission, 1924-25: ' Sales of bard spirits increased
82,275 gallons in one year.”

Nor does Canada’s experience indicate that the bootlegger exists only
where there is prohibition—a fact that we knew before we had national
prohibition, but some of us appear to have forgotten. The Baskatche-
wan liquor board reports: “ Bootlegging Increased 111 per cent the
first year.”

Says the Columbia llguor beoard: “As much liguor is sold by boot-
leggers as is sold In the Government stores.”

“ One of the most astonishing transformations in economic history
is the progress made in industry in the United States during the last
five years,” wrote Secretary Hoover in the 1925 annual report of the
United States Department of Commerce. As President he has not
changed his attitude in favor of prohibition's economic penefits. Rather
the contrary, Mr. Hoover mentioned prohibition as one of the chief
causes of that transformation, and few big manufacturers in the United
States will disagree with that statement.

A CAUSE OF PROBPERITY

I think we can lay a considerable share of this Nation's abounding
good fortune to eight years of pational prohibition superimposed on
many more years of prohibition by the States; to the tremendous in-
crease in our industrial efficiency resulting largely therefrom; to the
rise In the last elght years of a new and hitherto lacking nation-wide
thrift, which seems but another outcome of this same cause, and which,
nug President Hoover points out, finds us in this year of our Lord the
best-housed, the best-fed, the best-clothed people that ever inhabited
the earth.

If the opponents of prohibition succeed in bringing back the sale of
wine and beer, the lawbreaking saloon will as surely come back as
that water will run down hill,

We need go no further back than the recent election to discover that
the great majority of the people of this country—not any particular
section or class or party, but just the mass of the people—believe in the
elghteenth amendment and In the enforement of its provisions. To
my mind, the national election of 1928 constitutes a mandate to the
Government of the United States to make the prohibition amendment
effective, not to attempt to repeal or evade it.

As a business man and as Governmor of my home State of Kansas, I
bave seen various experiments tried to regulate the drink evil—high
leense, local option, State dispensaries. Prohibition honestly enforced
has by far proved the most effective remedy, and national probibition
was the logical outcome after half a century of experimenting.

I wish to repeat, it is not a change back to the free use of intoxi-
cating lguor that we need, but fair and square prohibition enforcement.

No friend of prohibition need worry over the recent agitation started
by Senator BOrRAH'S pronouncement that stricter enforcement is needed.
The result of this criticlsm, from one of the most sincere and ardent
drys in the country, of certain laxities in law enforcement, hailed at
first by the * wets” as g set-back for law enforcement, will result only
in stricter law enforcement. In fact, my information is that this
already is becoming apparent.

GROWING DISREGARD FOR LAW

Prohibition is not now so much a guestion of laws or changes in
laws. It is rather a question of law observance and law enforcement.
The growing disregard for law i= a danger signal that we can not afford
to ignore. Gang wars and wholesale murder—more than 9,000 murders
a year in this country; crimes of violence on the increase; cynical dis-
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respect for all constituted autherity apparently more prevalent in our
boys and girls; these accompanied by the slackened sense of individoal
responsibility to which I have already referred.

This sitnatlon is not peculiar to the United States, although our
rapld development industrially and the transition perlod through which
we are traveling at the highest speed ever known in the history of the
world have accentuated the growing lack of law observance and slagcken-
ing of law enforcement.

A large contributlng factor toward the breakdown of law observance
and law enforcement is the lawless fight being waged against the
eighteenth amendment by those who desire the return of the saloon.

This issue must be faced equarely. Our citizenship must realize the
problems Involved.

The issue is clear cut, We will have either law enforcement or the
open saloon. The open saloon will never return so long as our citizens
keep their vigion clear on that fundamental fact.

There has been no change of sentlment among our farmers nor among
the urban dwellers of the United Btates where the real issue is under-
stood on this guestion. But powerful gelfish interests have®clonded the
issue. The forces back of law and order should realize this and ham-
mer home that the real clear-cut issue—the law enforcement and law
observance fight—in the last analysis is over the saloon.

Every citizén and every community faces the same challenge.

For every citizen, the challenge individually is that of law observ-
ance. For every community, the challenge is law enforcement.

But the citizen has also the duty of backing up law enforcement, not
only with individual law observance but by throwing his influence
behind the enforcement of law—not just the law against murder, and
theft, and other erimes of violence, but also against the crime of violat-
ing the eighteenth amendment and it® enforcement statutes. If we
do not want the law, there is a lawful way to bring about its repeal;
but the law should be respected and obeyed until it is repealed,

1 say without the slightest hesitation that the farmer and his family
will be on the side of law observance and law enforcement. He is
fundamentally sound and right on this question. But he, as well as
every other citizen, must realize that the matter of law observance and
law enforcement is a battle, not an argument. And every ounce of good
citizenship in this country must answer the challenge fairly, without
equivocation or evasion, if this civilization of ours is to endure.

No act of President Hoover's administration has received more heart-
felt and general support than his stand for law observance and law
enforcement, particularly with reference to prohibition.

Prohibition enforcement now is a challenge to public officials—Fed-
eral, State, and local—from one end of the land to the other. It is a
challenge also to the loyalty of the common man to his Government. We
have never had a greater opportunity to do a finer service for our coun-
try than to-day—by showing through speech and actlon a decent respect
for its laws and its Constitution.

Prohibition has not had a fair trial. The big cities have not made
an honest effort to enforce this law. It should be given a chance. It
can be enforced if Federal, State, and local officials will get back of it
in an honest-to-God way.

The American people have a right to disapprove of a law and to seek
its repeal or modification in a lawful way. If the people do not want
prohibition, they may remove the amendment by the same means they
used to adopt it. If a majority of the people of the country desire the
Volstead Act changed, they have a legal method of accomplishing this
result through electing to the House and Senate Members who will vote
to change it. Liquor has never obeyed any modifying law. It will never
obey any law but a bone-dry law, honestly and vigorously enforced.

T believe prohibition is gaining in spite of the difficulties of enforce-
ment. The eighteenth amendment will never come out of the Consti-
tution. The Volstead law will not be weakened. In .years to come the
people of the United States will have more and more cause to rejoice
that they voted prohibition into the Constitution and made it the law
of the land and stood by it.

RECESS

Mr. SMOOT. I move that the Senate take a recess, the recess
being until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 27 minutes
p. m.) the Senate took a recess, under the order previously
entered, until te-morrow, Thursday, January 30, 1830, at 11
o’clock a. m.

NOMINATION
Frecutive nomination received by the Senate January 29 (legis-
lative day of January 6), 1930

Capt. Julian Wallace Cunningham, Cavalry, to be major, Cav-
alry, Regular Army, wikh rank from January 21, 1930,

WITHDRAWAL
Capt. Julian Weeks Cunningbam to be major, Cavalry.
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The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by
Mr. TiLsox as Speaker pro tempore.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D,, offered
the following prayer :

Almighty God, Thou art the Father of all humanity ; so with
diligence and courage we will do our duty and go straight for-
ward, Whatever may happen, may we be determined to over-
come all difficulties. Encourage us to be good, brave, and
kind-hearted, deserving the honor the Republic has shown us.
The Lord God be with our country, and may our citizens ever
be wise to the fact that the strength of a nation is in the intelli-
gent, well-ordered homes of the people. In our labor and
toil—yes, even in the crises of life—Iif all else fails, O may our
hearthstones reenforce us with that faith and hope that nothing
can disturb. 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 had passed with an amendment, in
which the concurrence of the House is requested, a bill of the
House of the following title:

H. R. 6616. An act 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, as amended and supplemented, and for other
purposes.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr, TILSON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
Calendar Wednesday business to-day be dispensed with.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Connecticut?

There was no objection,

Mr, TILSON., Now, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that on Tuesday next it may be in order to call the Private
Calendar and consider bills not objected to in the House as in
Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Con-
necticut asks unanimous consent that on Tuesday next it may
be In order to call the Private Calendar and counsider bills not
objected to in the House as in Committee of the Whole, Is
there objection?

There was no objection,

REPORT CONCERNING A NAVAL AIRSHIP BASE

Mr., BEERS., Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged resolution
from the Committee on Printing.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Penn-
sylvania offers a privileged resolution, which the Clerk will
report,

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 119

Resgolved, That House Document No., 132, this Congress, being a
letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, pursuant to law,
n report covering the selectlon of locations deemed most sultable for
a naval aleship base, as transmitted to Congress on December 4, 1929,
be reprinted with certain corrections, and that 500 additional coples
be printed for the nse of the Committes on Naval Affairs of the House.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to
the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

FEDERAL RADIO COMMISSION

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the immediate considera-
tion of House Joint Resolution 217.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report it by title,

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (H. J, Res, 217) making an additional appropriation
for the support of the Federnl Radio Commission during the fiscal year
1630, in accordance with the act approved December 18, 1920,

The SPEAKER pro tempore,
consideration of the resolution?

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, let us have it rvead.
can determine better.

The SPEAKER pro tempore,

The Clerk read as follows:

Resoived, ete,, That the following sums are appropriated, out of any
money iu the Treasury not otherwise approprinted, for the fiscal year

Is there objection to the present
Then we

The Clerk will report it.
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10380 for salaries and expenses of the Federal Rodio Commission as con-
tinued by the set npproved December 18, 1929, namely :

For an additional amount for the pay of five commissioners at the
rate of $10,000 each per annum, $3,000,

For an additional amount for all other autborized expenses of the
Federal Radio Commission in performing the duties [mposed by the
radio act of 1927, as amended, including personal services, newspapers
and periodicals, law and reference books, special counsel fees, printing
and binding, supplies and equipment which, when the aggregate amount
lnvolved does not exceed $25, may be purchased without regard to sec-
tion 3700 of the Revised Statutes (U. 8. C., title 41, sec. 5), contract
stenographie reporting services without reference to such section, travel

] and other necessary expenses, $26,000; and in addition thereto, $75,000

of the unexpended balance of the apprépriation * Salaries and expenses,
Federal Radio Commission, 1927-1929" is hereby reappropriated and
made availalile for the purposes of the appropriation * Salaries and
expenses, Federal Radio Commission, 1930, all to be retroactive to the
date of the approval of such act of December 18, 1029,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, is this a unani-
mous report from the committee?

Mr. WOOD. It was unanimously favored by the subcommit-
tee on deficiencies and at a meeting of the Committee on Appro-
priations a few days ago it was brought to our attention. We
were Instructed to report it to the House without further
report from the full committee,

Mr. GARNER. Could it not be attended to on the general de-
ficiency bill?

Mr. WOOD. This is of extraordinary importance at the
present moment. The general deficiency bill will not be re-
ported until some time later. This will be needed before next
Saturday, as the commission otherwise would be without funds
at that time. That is the reason why we are not reserving it for
the general deficiency bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the resolution?

There wus no objection,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to,

A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was
passed was laid on the table,

ANNOUNCEMENT

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. Mr, Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to proceed for half a minute.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from South Dakota?

There was no objection.

Mr, JOHNSON of South Dakota. I have to announce that
there will be a meeting in Washington of the rehabilitation com-
mittee of the American Legion on February 1, 2, and 3 in the
Bond Building, a committee of which Capt. Watson B. Miller is
chairman. The members of the Committee on World War Vet-
erans’ Legislation have been invited, and the Members of the
House are cordially invited to attend.

MAJ. CHARLES M. STEDMAN

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consgent to
proceed for five minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I have asked the indulgence
of the House for a brief peried to call attention to the fact that
this is the eighty-ninth anniversary or birthday of our distin-
guished colleague and beloved friend, Major StepMmAN, of North
Carolina.

Major Stepmax and I entered this body simultaneously in the
Sixty-second Congress and have served continuounsly together
sinece that time. During these 19 momentous years no Member
of this body has served with greater distinetion or higher degree
of fidelity to the public welfare than Major Stenmax, Neither
has any Member contributed more to the pride, dignity, and
honor of the Republic or rendered a finer quality of patriotic
gerviee in every sense of the word. He typifies the highest type
of American citizenship. Whether as a private or major serving
under the immortal Lee, in that unfortunate struggle between
the States; or as an able and honored member of the bar of
North Carolina; or holding many high and important publie
offices in his pative State; or as a Member of this body for s=o
long a period of time, he has by his great ability, courtly man-
ners, conscientions devotion to duty, his assiduous and untiring
energy rendered a service that has commanded national recog-
nition, approval, and admiration.

The words “ gentleman " and ** statesman ™ are sometimes used
formally and carelessly, but in no individual whom it has ever

The question is on agreeing to
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been my privilege to know are these words more fully exempli-
fied, typified, and personified than in the life of our honored
and beloved colleague, Major SteomAnN. [Applause.] Never
gelfish or provinclal in his consideration of public matters,
never even stopping to inquire how any question would affect
his individual welfare or distriet, but the only consideration by
which he is ever guided and controlled is, Is it right and will it
promote the general welfare? Duty is ever his guiding motive.

1 know it is deeply regretted by every Member of this body as
well as the entire country that Major StEpMAN has decided not
to again be a ecandidate for Congress. So insistent and deter-
mined were his constituents and the country that he continue
his work here, that he had to, make three separate and emphatie
statements that he would not again be a candidate before his
decision would be accepted and before anyone in his distriet
would become 2 candidate to succeed him. Major SteEpMAN feels
and those nearest and dearest to him feel that he is entitled to
a much needed rest, and that it would be more condueive to his
well-being and happiness to spend the remaining years of his
life after the expiration of his present term among his North
Carolina friends, free from the duties and responsibilities of
public life.

1 have often heard Major StepMAN express his deep seuse of
gratitude for the many courtesies shown him by every Member
of this House, and especially by our able and impartial Speaker.
He is one of the most appreciative men I have ever known.

It is my sincere wish, as I know it is of the membership of
this House and the entire country, that health and happiness
may be vouchsafed to you, Major Stepman, for many years yet
to come, and that when your life’s work is concluded you may
hear a welcoming voice from the distant shore saying, “ Come,
¥e blest of my Father, and inherit the kingdom prepared for
you from the foundation of the world.” [Applause, the Mem-
bers rising.]

Mr. STEDMAN. Mr. Speaker, T desire to thank my friend,
Mr. DoverToN, for his kind words. [Applause.]

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr, DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, unless the time is otherwise
provided for, I would like to ask unanimous consent to speak
for 45 minutes, or as much of that time as is needed, next Tues-
day morning, on how the attempt to make a tariff bill in 1929
looks to one Member of the House, and with particular refer-
ence to what we are going to do about the Tariff Commission.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
asks unanimous consent that he may be permitted to address
the House for 45 minutes next Tuesday, after the disposition of
business on the Speaker's table. Is there objection?

There was no ohjection,

Mr. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Luce] requested me to ask for 30 minutes for
himself on that occasion, he desiring to discuss something that
i# very much germane to what I am going to say.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The gentleman from New York
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Massachusetts
[Mr. Luce] may be allowed to address the House for 30 minutes
at the conclusion of his address on Tuesday next. Is there
objection?

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I just wish to offer the suggestion that that day has been set
aside for the Private Calendar, and we will not make much
headway with that calendar if we take up a great deal of time.
Would not some other day be agreeable to the gentleman from
Massachusetts?

Mr. DAVENPORT. I think it might not be, because he
wishes to talk about something germane to my discussion.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I have no desire to interfere with his
purpose to address the House, but the Private Calendar does
not come up for consideration very often.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

WORK OF THE ITALTAN ARTISTS IN THE URITED STATES CAPITOL

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp by including a very carefully
prepared and inferesting address made by Charles B, Fairman,
curator of art of the Capitol, before the Italy-America Soclety
of the City of Washington, on January 22, 1930.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rucorp
by printing an address delivered by the curator of art of the
Capitol. Is there objection?

There was no objection,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend
my remarks in the Recorp I include the following very care-
fully prepared and interesting address made by Mr. Charles E.
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Fairman, curator of art of the Capitol, before the Italy-America
Society of the City of Washington on January 22, 1930, con-
taining valuable historical information relating to the work of
the Italian sculptors upon the United States Capitol in the year
1806, and tracing the art development of the Capitol from that
early date, information of such a nature that its publication
is warranted for the purpose of the preservation of these facis
of history never before published and constifuting an im-
portant addition to the history of the United States Capitol.

The address is as follows:

ART OF THE ITALIAN AETISTS IN THE UNITED BTATES CAPITOL

Monday afternoon, February 24, 1806, cold as are all days of Febru-
ary of that date, frozen ground, snow in patches by the roadside, mur-
murings of the cold wind through the open spaces In the woods lining
the roadway leading from Baltimore, Md., over this road a stagbeoach
is proceeding toward Washington.

On this afternoon 124 years ago the stagecoach was occupied with
four passengers from Carrara, Italy, completing a journey of 146 days
gince their departure from Leghorn, Italy, where they had received
their final instructions from the United States consul at their port of
embarkation on October 1, 1805. These passengers were Glovanni
Andrei, with his wife; Giuseppe Franzoni, with his wife; people des-
tined to exert a lasting Influence upon the art of the Capitol of the
United States.

What a disappointment awaited them as they entered the city of
Washington, then a city in name, not in ite meager population; and
this disappointment increased as they saw the Capitol Building, then
congisting of a rectangular building now known as the Supreme Court
gection of the present Capitol. To the south of this plain rectangular
building was a vacant space, that of Hast Capitol Street extended in
a westerly direction; south of East Capitol Street could be seen the
partially constructed portion of another rectangular building, intended
to duplicate the Supreme Court section in area and cubic dimension—
the future home of the Hall of the House of Representatives—destined
to be the most beautiful hall of the entire Capitol, and now designated
as the Statuary Hall section of the Capitol,

The gensation of these foreign people as they contemplated the un-
finished condition of the Capitol Building, and the very small settlement
representing the Capital City, must have been one of increased disap-
pointment as these conditions were contrasted with those of their home
country, Italy, and to make matters far more embarrassing they could
find mo one who spoke the Italian langnage, and their inquiries were
met with a shake of the head or a questioning shrug of the shoulder,
and then they reflected that they were under contract to remain amid
these crude surroundings for two years, and we may imagine that Mrs,
Franzonl mourned for her native Italy and the little daughter left in
the home couniry.

Where was this wonderful President Jefferson of whom Philip
Mazzei bhad related so many anecdotes? Where was the Architect
Latrobe whose letter containing so many alluring promises had been
the cause of their leaving Italy to test their fortunes in this new
country? Who was to be found who could speak the Italian language
and tell them where they were to spend the night and where they might
locate their home? WNone but those who have been alone in some city
where their language was not understood, where people stared in open-
mouthed astonishment at their questions, can properly sense the
loneliness of these strangers in-a place where they had been given to
understand they would be gladly welcomed,

But it may be said by some, " these are only sculptors who have heard
of the proposed Capitol Building and are here seeking work,” and add to
this opinton that it is very strange that they should start on such an
adventure. * Why did not they remain at bhome where work was prob-
ably found far more easily,” But you are wrong. These people were
not of the migratory class seeking employment. Giovanni Andrei was a
decorative sculptor of high attainments and had shown his ability in
the balustrade of the high altar of the Church of St. Maria de Novella,
of Florence. He was the brother-in-law of Giuseppe Franzoni, whom he
had taught and in whom he had seen develop high talent as a sculplor
of figures. Franzoni was the son of a distingnished sculptor, the
president of the art institute of his native city of Carrara. MHis, uncle,
Cardinal Franzoni, was at one time largely supported as a candidate
for the papal office of Rome. They were far more than craftsmen of
notable ability ; they were of distinguished paremtage. Why did they
come to Washington, you may ask. It iz a long story and must be
briefly told.

In the year 1773 Phillp Manzzei, in company with other Italians,
came to Virginia in the hope of introducing the cultivation of the
grape, olive, and other Italian fruits in Albemarle County, Va.
Mazzel, a physician of Tuoseany, deeply devoted to agriculture as well
as fruit raising, had for a neighbor Thomas Jefferson, then living at
Shadwell, and deeply Interested in agriculture and engaged in experi-
mental agricultural work of which he was keeping careful records.
Jefferson found In Mazzei a man of ability and wise coumsel, and some
of his farm records show attempis of the cultivation of wvegetables
recorded under their Italian npames, thus proving the assistance of
Mazzel In his experiments.
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Tt is safe to say that art as well as agriculture was discussed by these
friends, and that after the passing of the years and the attainment to
the Presidency by Jefferson that he remembered his frlend of earlier
years and suggested to Latrobe the advisability of securing the aid of
Phillp Mazzel, then returned to his native country, In the selection of
artists to ald In the decoration of the portion of the Capitol Building to
be Inter occupled by the House of Representatives. In accordance with
the suggestion of President Jefferson, Benjamin E. Latrobe then Archi-
teet of the Capitol, on March 6, 1805, wrote to Phillp Mazzel, asking
for his assistance In the selection of a decorative sculptor, describing
the work contemplated, also asking for the selection of a sculptor of
figures, speclfylng that they were to be men of good morals, single men
preferred, but If married, their families should mccompany them, pro-
viding for their transportation and subslstence at the expense of the
Government, and naming the United States consul at Leghorn, Italy, as
the official who should ratify the selection, provide transportation, and
attend to other details relating to their voyage to the ecity of Washing-
ton, Two letters from Mazzel to Latrobe, one of July 20, 18035, the
other of September 1, 1805, are referred to in the journal or letter books
of Benjamin H. Latrobe, which Include 18 large books containing poly-
graph coples of the letters of Latrobe, but the letters from Mazzel seem
to have been lost or mislaid, so thnt at best we have but a one-sided
view of the correspondence. The answer, however, to the request that
two sculptors be sent was the appearance on February 24, 1806, of
Andrei and Franzoni.

The clerk of the works, ns the officlal, John Lenthal, was named,
notified Latrobe, then absent from the elty upon engineering work then
under his charge In addition to his duties as the Architect of the Capltol,
of the arrival of Andrel and Franzonl. This letter is dated February 25,
1806, to which Latrobe replied, March 3, 1808, stating that he will
“ trump all his Italian " and write them on the following day so as to
keep them good natured.

In the meanwhile Andrel and Franzonl had not been idle. Having
located sultable clay for modeling they had set themselves at work at
modeling in clay, showing that they had wefl learned the lesson that
work 18 the best remedy for the hlues or homesickness,

It 18 quite probable that Phillp Mazzel had sent by Franzonl some
message to his former friend Jefferson, for we find that Franzoni ealled
upon Presldent Jefferson and left some articles of marble as a present,
no doubt feeling that this was but a proper evidence of his respect to
one who bad been such a warm friend in former years of Philip
Mazzel. The reply of President Jefferson explains far better than any
transcript of the letter the attitude of the President toward his Itallan
visitor. The letter 1s as follows

WasminagroN, March 2, 1508,

Bimm: I did not understand until told so by the servant at the door
that the articles of marble which you bhad left here were intended as
presents to me, Be assured that I recelve this mark of your good will
as thankfully as if I could accept of it, but I have lald it down as a law
to myself to accept no presents of value while I am in public office, and
adherence to this rule is necessary for the tranguillity of my own mind
and it is necessary for the public good.

These motives can not fall to meet your approbation and to justify
my request that you recelve the objects back agaln, and with the same
thanks for the offer as If I had retained them, Be assured that I shall
avall myself of every occaslon of being useful to you, and accept my
salutations.

THOMAS JEFFERSON.

Mr, FRANZONL

The offer of usefulness does not seem to be the simple use of a well-
placed phrase, for we find that on March 5, 1807, the President writes
Mr. Franzoni as follows:

" Thomas Jefferson Informs Mr. Franzonl that he had Inquiry made
into the subject of his two statues, and he now Incloses him the Infor-
mation from the collector of Baltimore. By this he will percelve that to
obtain a more proper appralsement Mr. Fransonl must appoint an ap-
praiser and the collector another, who will estimate them on such evi-
dence as Mr, Franzoni can give of their value; but he will see that there
is no time to be lost as they are advertised to be sold on the 1Zth
instant. If Mr, Franzonl needs further information, he had better wait
on Mr. Duvel with an interpreter, Mr, Jefferson salutes Mr, Franzoni
with esteem.”

It would indeed be Interesting If it were possible to learn the fate
of the statues advertised to be sold on March 12, 1807, or to know the
subjeets of the " articles of marble " deellned by President Jefferson in
his note of March 2, 1806, 8o little is really known on this subject
that there seems to be no clue by which these objects may be traced.

I do not think, however, that there can be any doubt but that Presi-
dent Jefferson was a stanch friend of Gluseppe Franzonl. It is
claimed by some of his descendants that he was a frequent visitor at the
White House and often dined on Bunday evenings with President Jeffer-
son, and that Mre. Franzoni was given a sllver sugar dish made as a
special order from President Jefferson for a Christmas present for
Mrs, Gluseppe Franzonl, and that the same has been deposited for exhi-
bitlon purposes in the museum of the Philadelphia Historical Society.
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These statements are related in order that it may be known to what
extent the claim is made of the friendship of President Jefferson,

I have given considerable space to the historical facts concerning
Gluseppe Franzoni for the reason that of the two sculptors his part
seems to be the most prominent. Unfortunately, his works were de-
stroyed by the fire when the Capitol was captured by the Britlsh August
24, 1814, with this exception: In the vestibule entrance to the law
library of the Bupreme Court there are six columns known as the corn-
stalk columns, referred to by Latrobe ns the work of Franzonl., These
columns escaped damage by the fire of 1814, and while they are from
a design by Latrobe they were executed by Gluseppe Franzoni. It is
known that Franzonl was the sculptor of a statue of Liberty in the
Hall of the House of Representatives destroyed in August, 1814, and
that there were also in the gallery of this Hall, or on the gallery front,
figures representing agriculture, art, science, and commerce, The small
models of these figures were sent to Charles Willson Peale for an exhi-
bition at the Pennsylvania Academy of the Fine Arts in 1808, as shown
by a letter from B, H. Latrobe to Peale, dated December 10, 1808, from
which the following extract states:

“# ® % I pend to the Academy of Arts four boxes containing the
four figures—agriculture, art, science, and commerce—which are sculp-
tured in alto-relievo over the entrance of the Hall of Representatives here.
They occupy 25 feet in length in the original and are rather larger than
life. * * * These are the original small models, * * =+

I have been unable to find any record of the exhibition of these
models or of the exhibition of 1808-9 in which these models were
probably exhibited. BSurely they must have aroused interest, for in the
year 1808 Gluseppe Fransonl, according to the estimate of Latrobe, was
the leading sculptor in the United States.

Giuseppe Franzoni died in Washington, D. €., Thursday, April 6, 1815,
leaving & widow and six children surviving him.

Thus far but little has been said of Glovanni Andrel, the brother-in-
law and companion of Giuseppe Franzonl on thelr voyage to the United
Btates In 1806. It appears that at first the Franzonl and Andrel
families were quartered in a house where each family had two rooms
and a common kitchen for their joint use. The letters of Latrobe,
whenever references occur to the two sculptors, fail to disclose anything
tending to show that the house was too small or that the families
disagreed.

There had been for some tlme a tendency on the part of Latrobe to
complain concerning the length of time taken to complete the work
planned for the completion of the Hall of Representatives, and these
complaints related particularly to the work of Andrel, whom he char-
acterized as the slowest sculptor he had ever known, stating that his
models had cost the Government more than the works executed in
marble, Latrobe resigned in 1811, but was recalled after the fire of
1814 to superintend the reconstruction of the two wings and the con-
struction of the central portlon of the Capitol. Andrel was sent to
Italy by the Government to procore the carving of the Corinthian
capitals, now surmounting the columns of Breecia marble in the Statuary
Hall section of the Capitol, formerly, and until 1857, the Hall of the
House of Representatives. His visit to Italy is referred to in an article
published in the Florence Gaszette of July 28, 1816, as a letter from
Carrara, Italy, as follows:

* The Duchess Maria Beatrice while visiting numerous studios in this
city was charmed by the beauntiful work beilng done under the personal
direction of Signor Andrei for the Capitol of the United States. The
work is being done by Messra, Franzonl and Casoni; Andrel, an Ifalian,
is at present domiciled In the United States and has returned to Italy
for a perfod of nine months to have created 24 column caps for the main
salon of the new Capitol.”

The return of Andrel in 1816 was signalized by the Introduction of two
more Itallan sculptors brought here by Andrel under the authority given
him to secure additional helpers in the work of the Capitol. Carlo
Franzoni, a younger brother of Gluscppe, and Francisco lardella, said
to have been a cousin of the Franzonis and who evidenced his interest
in the small Italian colony by his marriage to. Camilla Frangoni, the
widow of Giuseppe, a former sweetheart of Carrara who had preferred
the then prosperous Giuseppe. The six ehildren did not seem to prove a
barrier to his affections, and Camilla blessed the marriage by the addi-
tion of a daughter and six sons to the household of Iardella.

The work of Iardelln, so far as has been recognized In the Capitol,
is confined to his tobacco capitals in the small rotunda just north of
the main rotunda of the Capitol, The arrangement of the leaves and
blossoms i8 somewhat conventional, but the work is given marked credit
by Latrobe, November 5, 1816, in a letter to Thomas Jefferson, then
at Monticello, in which he reférs to the change in the staircase for-
merly existing in this space and badly injured by the wooden canopy
or *lanthorn " falling and burning the stairs so that the removal was
necessary. The Rotunda was ereated with a resemblance to the Clep-
gydra or temple of the winds, forming a ecircular colonnade with 16 eol-
umns and tobacco capitals supporting a dome, the capitals being an
approach to the Corinthian order of architecture In a chamber of the
Ionlc order. Speaking of Iardella, Latrobe writes:

* Iardella, a sculptor who has just arrived, has made an admirable
model for execution in which he has well preserved the botanical char-
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acter of the plant, althongh it has beem necessary to enlarge the pro-
portion of the flowers to the leaves and arrange them in clusters of
three,”

The tobacco capitals are thus identified as the work of Francigsco
Iardella ; other work was merged Into the general decorations of the
building so that the identity has been lost. Andrei found ample op-
portunity for his employment in the capitals of the columns of the east
central portice, and it is probable that much of the work of lardella
is also represented in these capitals, After Andrei bad died in 1824
an appropriation was passed providing funds for the return of his wife
to Italy, and it is stated that she made her home in Florence during the
remainder of her life, 8he was the only one of the eight who came to
Washington to return to Italy for a residence.

With this brief reference to the work of the two decorative sculptors,
Andrei and Tardella, it is now important to give attention to the work
of other artists employed at the Capitol during the period of its
restoration under Latrobe. It should be understood that the intent of
the British to destroy the Hall of the House of Representatives seemed
to be greater than that shown in the destructlon of the other sectiom,
now known as the Supreme Court section. The central portion of the
Capitol—the Rofunda—had not been commenced at this time, and the
two sections were connected by a walk more than 100 feet in length.
Much inflammable material was brought from the Supreme Court section,
then the Senate wing of the Capitol, and added to the huge pile of
paperg, hooks, and other material on the floor of the Hall of the House
of Representatives. This material in burning produced such an intense
heat that all the carving of the capitals of the columns, all the relief
work of Giuseppe Franzoni, including his immense eagle on the frieze of
the Hall, with its outstretched wings measuring 12 feet and 6 inches
from tip to tip; his statue of liberty, a seated statue 8 feet in height;
his four statues in high relief occupying 25 feet on the frieze, were
destroyed, and the columns, frieze, and all of the stonework in Acquia
Creck sandstone go badly injured that it had to be removed and replaced
with new material. The replacement gave capitals of Italiam marble,
eolumns of hreceia marble, and a new frieze of Acquia Creek sandstone
replaced the old frieze. In addition to this, the form of the Hall was
changed from a quadrilateral abutting on two half circles, to the semi-
circular hall with its half-dome roof in the practically same condition
as we find in Statoary Hall of to-day. It was in this Hall that Giuseppe
Valaperti carved his eagle with its wings wide spread as though brood-
ing over the Hall with a spirit of protection. It was In this Hall that

Carlo Franzoni, the gifted younger brother of Giuseppe Franzoni,

created his Car of History, a group with the Goddess of History standing
in the chariot of time recording on the tablets the occurrences of the
legislators in the Hall below, one of the most direct appeals ever made
to a legislative body in the presentation of the fact that history is
recording all that may be said, and it may also be stated that history
also records those acts which are not expressed but should be in the
interests of the people by whom they have been gelected to serve,

It was in this Hall that Pletro Bonanni decorated the half-dome ceil-
ing in a pattern said to have been suggested by the dome of the
Pantheon in Rome, ghowing a craftsmanship so dexterons in the handling
of light and shade that the cassions seemed to be in actual relief and
intaglio, creating am impression so realistic that those familiar with
this celling which remained until 1902—when it was replaced in fire-
proof material copying the original design—that until one bad placed
their hand upon this old ceiling it was not believable that the cunning
of the artist could produce such a sensation of actual relief,

The work of Bonanni has gone but his ability as an artist is proven
by hig portrait of Carlo Franzoni, now in the office of the Architect of
the Capitol. This portrait was presented to the office of the architect
by a great-grandson, Dr. Charles H. Franzoni, of this city. Bonanni
died in Waghington, D. C., in 1820. Carlo Franzoni died in this city in
1819. His Car of History is believed to be the oldest example of the art
of the statuary seulptor in any publie building in this city. Seculptors
of all schools readily accord it the high place in art, which it richly
deserves. i

The ecareer of Giuseppe Valaperti Is shrouded In mystery. It does not
seem that there is much known of his life prior to his coming to this
city some time in 1816, Latrobe and Thornton seem to have been im-
pressed with his ability and speak well of his talents in letters ad-
dressed to Nathaniel Macon, who had. requested advice concerning a
gsculptor to execnte a statue of Washington for the State Capitol of
North Carolina. The only work completed In this eity of a publie char-
acter is his eagle now on the frieze of the south side of Stytuary Hall.
He seems to have been moody in temperament, and possibly somewhat
insane., He disappeared on March 4, 1817, and no subsequent trace of
him was ever discovered. His unexplained absence for a long time prob-
ably was detérmined by the probate court of this city as proof of death,
and his will was admitted to probate, his personal belongings appraised
and sold at avetion and the proceeds forwarded to his wife, Pilinetta
Valaperti, living at the time of the settlement of bis estate oear Genoa,
Italy.

Among other personal belongings were portrait busts in minlatore of
celebrities of his time. It would be interesting if it might be learned
from what source his material was obtained to create these tiny ex-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

JANUARY 29

amplea of the sculptor’s art. It may be possible that the subjects por-
trayed sat for their portraits, and it may be that he created these
examples of his skill as a modeler from published works by St. Memin,
who had executed in profile poriraits of a large number of those who
were prominent in the affairs of the country at a period prior to that
in which Valaperti lived in Washington.

The records of the probate court furnish many interesting facts relat-
ing to the two Frangonis, Andrei, Iardella, Bonanni, and Valaperti.
Evidently the practice was as though between neighbors, for Washington
wasg a small eity at that time.

The passing of Valaperti in 1817, of Carlo Franzoni in 1819, of Pietro
Bonanni in 1820, of Giovanni Andrei in 1824, and of Francisco Iardella
in 1831 seemed to end the influence that Carrara had held in the direc-
tion of art expression in the Capitol. Other artists of Italian birth—
Cappalano, of Florence ; Causici, of Verona ; and Persico, of Naples, who
did not measure up to the high standards attained by the artists of the
Capitol from Carrara—found employment at the Capitol. While it is
true that Persico executed the Statues of Peace and War in the grand
portico of the east-central entrance, also the Discovery Group of the
south blocking of the entrance stairs and the group in the pediment,
geemingly inadequate in composition and In execution. Lacking in the
conception of a theme suited for the prominent place occopied, it is
equally true that in the mental eguipment for thinking out a suitable
design or emblem to be expressed in the art of the sculptor, neither
Persico, Cappalano, or Causicl were possessed of the inspiration which
lifts sculpture from the place of craftsmanship to the higher plane of
genjus, The work of Cappalano in the Preservation of Captain Johm
Smith by Pocahontas, the Landing of the Pilgrims by Enrico Causici,
and the fight of Daniel Boone with the Indians by the same artist are
unworthy examples of the attempt to Americanize Italian art for the pur-
poses of decorative sculpture. It may be these artists were employed te
do exactly the works they executed and that they were done under
protest, but, if so, their protest should have been so effective that these
works would not be found in a building like our National Capitol.

Cardelli, an Italian sculptor who was employed about the Capitol
during the period of the twenties, in his letters, sold at auction only
a few years gince, blames Bulfinch, the Architect of the Capitol,
for his short-sighted attitude toward the decorative art of the Capitol
during the time of the erection of the rotunda section of the Capitol

From the completion of the Capitol in 1828, until the work of the
extensions of the Capitol by the additions of the Benate and House
wings of the Capitol, art decorations slumbered, except tbat Greenough
added his rescue group to the north blocking of the staircase leading
to the central portico, and a seated figure of Washington intended
for the rotunda, and, finally, after its erection, removed to the east
plaza of the Capitol and later removed to the Smithsonlan Institution.
Urlah Levy had given to the Congress a bronze statue of Jefferson by
the gifted statunary sculptor, David d'Angers, and this statue after its
erection in the rotunda was removed to the east grounds of the
White House, where it remained untll 1874, when it was again erected
in the rotunda. Some paintings had been purchased, but until the
addition of the wings of the Benate and House the art of the sculptor
seems to have been forgotten,

With the addition of the extensions to the Capitol a new era dawned
and a new appreciation was shown toward the art of the scupltor.
America at this time had no sculptors of the first rank. Of course,
we claim Powers, Crawford, Rogers, and others as American artists,
but they weceived their art education in Italy. Their thoughts were
Itallan; their art expressions were in terms of Italinn art; they were
loyal to the United States but their ideals were those of Italy. Powers
tried to eseape, but his examples were only the exact copies of nature
expressed with the dexterity and skill of the Italian carver of figures.

With the progress of the erection of the Sepate and House wings
Italian seulptors came to Washington in large numbers; some were
employed In decorative sculpture—this and the carving of the capitals
of the columns of which there were many in the different portions of
the Capitol. The marble balustrade afforded employment for other
carvers, while the pediment of the SBepate wing, with its sculpiural
decorations designed by Crawford, gave work to the best of these
foreign artists. Employed on the figures of the sculpture of the Senate
pediment were Guido Buttl, Tommasso Gagliardi, Francis Vincenti, and
Casonl, whose names appear on the pay rolls and vouchers of the late
fifties.

It is to Tomasso Gagliardl that we are indebted for the bust of
Thomas Crawford in the north corridor gallery floor of the Senate wing
of the Capitol. Gagliardi is described by one of the apprentices as the
most famous carver of all. His life was a romance embracing in his
wanderings many countries, He was associated with Larkin G. Mead
in the comstruction of the Lincoln Monument at Springfield, I1l. DBuotti
wae deseribed as the most versatile of all, being an excellent designer
and modeler as well as a sculptor of distinetion, His work on the
archway of the entrance on Highth Street to the Post Office Building
is & work of a high order. The original models are in the Pennsylvania
Academy of Fine Arts in Philadelphia. Vincentl is the auther of the
two busts of Indians, Be-sheck-ke and Aysh-ke-bah-ke-ko-shay in the
east corridor of the gallery floor of the Benate wing. In this same
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corridor ls the bust of Garibaldl, by Giuseppe Martegana, presented to
the Senate by the Itallan Soclety of Washington, at a time when Doctor
Verd! was prominent in the affairs of the society. Martegana was not
employed at the Capitol and information concerning him has not been
foundl,

While the works executed by the artists named may not seem to have
as high a degree of merit as that possessed by the first Italinns engaged
upon the art works of the Capitol, the artistic balance was regained
In the middle Aftles with the advent of Constantlno Brumidi whose
connection with the mural decorations of the Capitol lasted for nearly
o gquarter of a century. Brumidl and his work may seem more closely
related to the art life of Washington for the reason that having been
in political disfavor in Rome, intercession was made for his release
as a political prisoner coupled with the permission to leave Italy for
the United States. This concession was granted through the influence
of Monsignor JohnsNorris at that time attached to the Vatican, and
who accompanled Brumidi to New York and thence to Washington.
Brumidi painted portraits for members of the Norrls family in New
York, and for members of the Joyce family in Washington, and com-
menced his work In the Capitol by the decoration of a committee room
then occupled by the House Committee on Agriculture, and now by one
of the subcommittees of the House Committee on Appropriations, It is
to be regretied that this first example of the work of Brumidi, and as
clafmed by Brumidi, the first example of “ real fresco™ in the United
States, should occupy a room where hut few can examine it and where
it Is never seen by the general publle,

Another exsmple of the work in fresco by Brumidl is to be found in
the southwest corner on the wall of the House of Representatives, and
with this reference n few words of explanation are nceded. At the
time of the first occupancy of the present Hall of the House of Repre-
sentatives, the construction of the wings of the Capitol Bullding were
under the charge of the Secretary of War, who appointed as superin-
tendent of construction Capt. Montgomery €. Melgs, an engineer officer,
a West Pointer, by no meang deficient In self-csteem, and a man who
did bis own thinking and formed his own conclusions. Captain Melgs
sometimes wisely and sometimes unwisely formulated plans for both the
interior and the exterior decorations of the Capitol. One of his ideas
was that the side walls of the Hall of the House of Representatives
should be decorated by palntings of a historle charncter, so that the
legiglntors might be confronted with historle paintings Mustrating

Important events |o the history of the United States, and with this end
In view encournged Brumidl to paint upon a panel In the sonthwest

corner of the Hall & pleture entitled : “ Cornwallls sues for a cessation
of hostilities under a flag of truee,” and then as a touch of defiance to
the Know-Nothing Party with their slogan, “America for Americans.”
signed this work * C. Brumidi, American citizen.”

The new Hall of the House of Representatives was first occupled as a
legislative chamber on December 16, 1857, On December 14 Captain
Melgs received an anonymous letter Informing him that a party was
organizing to secure his removal from the position of Superintendent of
the Capitol Bullding and that the painting on the wall was universally
condemned, the subject I8 considered inappropriate, and the execution
execrable, In view of all of which he recommends that the painting be
wiped out.

Among other qualities of a commendable character, Captain Meigs
possessed all of the qualifieations of a high-grade office man. In his
management there were no * seraps of paper™ to be destroyed and his
conscienee would not permit him to consign to the waste basket an
unfriendly eriticlsm. Patlent and long suffering, he consldered such
evenls ms a part of the duties of his office, and curefully folding the
letter In suitable slze for filing, he wrole on the outer fold as follows :

“One of many Indicatlons, The picture Is ag good as could be painted
In six weeks, It shows what the effect of painting on the panels will
be, and that is all I intended. 1Tt cost little, and 1 bave not the least
objection of a better picture being by Congress put over it, but it was
the best that could be done at the time, and I had no more thme at my
dlsposal.

“M. C. M."

While Congress has not seemed favorably disposed to baving the re-
malning panels filled with paintings, this example of the work of
Brumidl has remalned in place for nearly three-qquarters of a century
and the challenge to subsequent mural decorators to excel this work
still remaing without acceptance,

Within the past two years the art curator was called upon by a
palnter of distinction, one whose name I8 well known, but it may be
better not to divulge the name of one who was not speaking for pub-
lication, This painter expressed himself as being favorably Impressed
with this mural decoration by Brumidl, and after being told all of the
clrcumstances under which it was painted on the wall, and the ad-
verse criticism of the anonymous critic fn 1857, smilingly replied :

“I am a painter by profession; 1 have studied frescoes carefully for
many years, and as a result of my knowledge on the subject I willingly
state that this is the best example of fresco painting I bave found in
the United States,”

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

2633

But the reputation of Brumidi does not rest upon this example of his
work. His most ambitious composition Is his Apeotheals of Washing-
ton, painted in the eanopy of the rotunda, sometimes spoken of as the
eye of the dome. In this work he has idealized Washington to the
dignity of a mythological personage and has surrounded him with
adoring groups, symbolizing the thirteen original States, It may be a
step too far toward the mythology of other ages, but the darlng con-
ception and the knowledge to paint groups for observation at a great
distance shows his ability to judge of effects as seen from the floor
of the rotunda, Other important work included the decoration of the
room now occupled as a committee room by the Benate Committee on
Appropriations, In which the lunettes are decorated with scenes illus-
trating important events in the Revolutionary War,

In these paintings he has touched a high mark in the excellency of
mural decorations of his period, or for that matter, any period. His
compositions are full of the spirit of actlon and his coloring strong
and marked with a refinement that emphasizes the artist who works
for the joy of creating something of lasting beauty rather than for
the purpose of the transformation of his efforts into a matter of pe-
cupiary recompense, The office of the Sergeant at Arms of the Senate
and the committee room of the Benate Comupittee on the District of
Columbia were also decorated by Brumidi, but his greatest trlumph of
his art as a mural painter may be found in the President's room in
the Senate wing of the Capitol. In this room on the side walls are
creditable portraits of the members of the first Cabinet of President
Washington, and in the celllng may be found portraits of Columbus,
Vespucius, Franklin, and Brewster, and in ceiling circles of good size
are groups of which religion and lberty seem to be the most attractive.
The side walls are also decorated with narrow panels of floral desizn
interspersed with a multitude of small independent decorations, some
related, others holding their place by that rare charm of beauty which
in itself furnishes an ample excuse for its place in the decorative
scheme of this wonderful room.

Following Brumidi, the tide of preference swings again to the art
of the sculptor as a representation of the part Italy has had in the
continuance of the art work of the Capitol. In this connection tha
most conspleuous [nstance is the work of Gaetano Trentanove, the
sculptor of the statue of Marquette, the French explorer who vallantly
earried the cross through his period of discovery in the Middle West
section of this country long years before the birth of the United
States, and whose early life period is only execeded by that of the
representative from Massachusetts, Winthrop, and Willlams of Rhode
Island, both of whom were born prior to the year 1600,

Danta Sodinl, one of the later Ttallan sculptors, is represented in
Statuary Hall by the statue of J. M. L. Curry, diplomat, soldier, and
statesman. Sodini, as well as Trentanove, are residents of Florence,
Italy, the city of which Antonlo Cappelano, one of the seulptors of the
perlod marked by the work In the rotunda, also claimed as his home,

The last of the trio of modern Italinn sculptors to find a place for
his work in Statuary Hall, where are now assembled 58 statues, is
Pompeo Coppini, who elalms Moglin in the Province of Mantua, as his
birthplace. He was, however, educated In the Academy of Fine Arts in
Florence, and executed many important commissions in portrait sculp-
ture previous to coming to the United States. Mr., Coppini should
know something of our Capital City, as he was an assistant to the
sculptor Hinton Perry in the Neptune Fountain fronting the Library of
Congress,

In this somewhat hurried reference to the work of the Italian artists
in the United States Capitol Building it is well to remember that while
in point of pumbers the work of other artists may outnumber that of
the Italian artists, in point of Influence and excellence the work of
other artists have bad an Inspiring lesson in the contemplation of the
work of these ploncers, who freely gave of themselves in the foundation
work of the art Impulses of the Capitol of this now great Republie, not
that they loved the Iand of their birth less but because they loved to
give of what was abundant in Italy to this new country so much in
need of artistic inspiration,

One of the incidents of kindly Interest shown by Italy In the United
States occurred In 1865, when the Roman eitizens sent to Abrabham Lin-
colu a jagged, antique stone (from the Federal City, by 8. D. Wryeth)
containing a Latin inscription which freely translated is as follows:
“To Abraham Lincoln, President for the second term of the United
States, this stone from the wall of Servius Tulling has been sent by
the Roman ecitizens in order that the memory of freedom’s champion
might be jolned with that of the Roman ecitizens™

This stone reached the White House shortly after the assasslnation
of President Lincoln, and was ordered to be placed in the Capitol, where
it remained in the crypt until the act of July 14, 1870, transferred it
to the possession of the Lincoln Memorial Association at Springfield,
LIL, for the purpose of being placed in the monument then being erected
to the memory of Abrabam Lincoln.

Serving Tullius was the gixth King of Rome and relgned 44 Years,
from 578 to 534 B. C. He extended the boundaries of the city of
Rome and surrounded it with n wall of defense. While his reign was
uot marked by any great milltary exploits, he showed a deep Interest in
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the welfare of the common people, whose rights he endeavored to secure

by just law. The constitution of SBerviue Tullius was regarded by the

Romans as the basis of their civil and political institutions, and the

Pleblans especlally regarded him as the great protector of their order.
SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT

Mr., HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the printing of supplemental report No. 3, Part II, on H. R. 6,
a bill to amend the definition of oleomargarine,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks
unanimous consent to file a supplemental report on H. R, 6.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

LOANS TO FARMERS

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subjeet of
emergency seed, feed, fertilizer loans, and so forth.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Georgia?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANEFORD of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, those of us from
the storm-stricken areas of the Southern States are doing every-
thing humanly possible to secure an additional authorization so
the Seeretary of Agriculture can make loans this year for the
purchase of seed, fertilizers, feed, and so forth, the same as was
done last year. Many farmers in my section and throughout the
South paid up their loans last year even though they had little
or no money left for the use of themselves and their families,
They have had very heavy rains again, and many are in as
much need of finaneial help as ever.

Some of those in control of this legislation are urging that
there is only slight need for these loans and that only $3,000,000
should be made available. This is not at all sufcient, At least
$6,000,000 should be made available, and I feel that much more
could be used advantageously. In faet, I have introduced a bill
to make available the sum of $50,000,000 to be loaned for these
purposes wherever and whenever the Secretary of Agriculture
determines that an emergency exists.

Day before yesterday before the House Committee on Irriga-
tion and Reclamation where the land settlement bill is being
considered, and also on yesterday when these emergency loans
were being discussed at a conference of Members and Senators
in the Senate committee room on agriculture and forestry, I
pointed out that last year the Government got $43 out of the
tobacco grown in the United States every time the farmer got
$28 out of the sale price of his tobacco. In other words, by rea-
gon of the various taxes on manufactured tobacco, the Govern-
ment gets nearly twice as much as the farmer from a crop of
tobaceo. Then it is suggested that the farmer is asking too
much from his Government.

The United States Department of Agriculture, upon request,
reports that last year the farmers of the United States received
for the entire erop of tobaceo the sum of $285,583,000 in round
numbers and that the United States Government received from
the same crop in taxes on cigars, cigarettes, chewing fobacco,
and so forth, the grand total of $434,444 543,

In asking for a loan of $6,000,000 the farmers are in effect
saying to their Government, *“ We want to borrow back only $1
out of every $72 that you made out of our last year’s crop. We
are not asking for a gift, but only for a loan of this small
amount to help the Government make again this year more by
nearly twice out of the farmer erop of tobacco than the farmer
gets himself for all his labor and expenses.” Then the Gov-
ernment—oOh, the shame of it—says to these farmers, “ No, the
Government can not afford to loan you $1 out of every $72 that
we received out of your tobacco crop, but we may grudgingly
loan you $1 out of every -$144 that we received out of your
tobaceo erop last year.”

This same Government says that it is helping the farmer solve
his problems, and yet by the Federal farm loan system it is
selling the farmers land and turning him and his family out
because he can not pay his inferest, when the Government is
getting nearly twice as much as the farmer gets out of his crop
of tobacco. Then, again, it must be remembered that the amount
that the farmer gets ig gross and not net. Ofttimes the farmer
does not get actual expenses, So it is that-the Government
gets anywhere from one to a thousand tiines as much as the
farmer gets net out of the farmer's erop.

Much is said about the wonderful farm relief bill which was
passed last spring to create a fund of $500.000,000 to loan to
the farmers, and yet the Government got out of the farmer's
tobacco crop Iast year nearly as much 4s was anthorized in the
farm loan act., This money, provided in the farm loan act, is
not donated to the farmer but is to be loaned to him, and is
to be repaid with interest.

I am not vmmindful of the fact that the purpose of the so-
called farm relief act of last year is to stabilize prices. The
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thing that I have always feared, and now fear, is that the prices
of tobaceo and cotton will be stabilized so low, until the average
price will be below the average price without the law.

I have heard several men argue at great length that the farm
relief act is a wonderful piece of legislation. There is no use
arguing this to the farmers of the Nation. The price he receives
for his farm products will be all the argument he will care
for. No amount of statistics will convince him that a low and
unfair price for his cotton is farm relief. You can not con-
vince the farmer that the Farm Board is doing wonders for
him when his tobacco is selling for less than it costs to produce
it and the Government is getting twice as much as he gets out
of his tobaceco. The farmer will know whether the farm act
helps him or not, and no one need try to tell him,

Ordinarily, I do not quote statisties, because they are so dry;
but I wish to quote just another item. In the year 1919 the
farmers got out of their entire tobacco crop the sum of $570,-
858,000, and the Government received in taxes only $206,003,002.
In other words, 11 years ago the farmer got nearly three times
as much as the Government out of the tobacco crop, and last
year the sitnation was changed and the Government got nearly
twice as much as the farmer out of the entire tobacco crop.

I thought it might not be amiss to say this much in an humble
effort to show that the Government can well afford to make
the small emergency loans now desired by these very farmers
out of whose labor the Government is making o much.

Frankly, is any headway being made with farm relief legis-
lation? Eleven years ago out of every four dollars received by
the farmer and the Government the farmer got three and the
Government only one; now the Government gefts about two
and a half every time the farmer gets less than a dollar and a
half.

This leaves out the consideration of the enormous and uncon-
scionable proflts of middlemen and the manufacturers of ciga-
rettes, and so forth. But I shall not pursue the subject further
at this time. I only wanted to submit this additional plea for
the farmers of the Nation, and especially for those of the
Southeastern States in the storm-stricken and flooded sections.

CALIFORNIA AND THE DIRIGIBLE BASE

Mr. MeCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr, Speaker, I ask wunani-
moeus consent to print in the REcorp a letter from the Acting Sec-
retary of the Navy in relation to the loeation of a dirigible base
with a report that has been authorized to be printed this morn-
ing, with certain comments thereon.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp
by printing a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy rela-
tive to the location of a dirigible base, with certain comments
relative to the same. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma, Mr. Speaker, under authority
granted to me to print as a part of a special report some infor-
mation eoncerning the proposed location of a dirigible base in
California by the House of Representatives, I have been advised
by the parliamentarian that such permission can not be granted
by unanimous consent for the reason there is an existing law
which gives to the Joint Committee on Printing the privilege of
regulating matters of this kind. Therefore, I am submitting
gracefully to the decision rendered.

I shall at a later date attempt to prove conclusively that the
location of a dirigible base close to the shore of the Pacific
Ocean would be an unwise poliey for the reason it would be the
first object of attack in case of war, and that the conditions
from the standpoint of fogs, air currents, and changes in tem-
perature would be similar to that which now exists at Lake-
hurst, which make such a location very undesirable,

ELEOTION OF A MEMBER TO THE COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk a reso-
lution, and ask for its immediate consideration.
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Connecti-
cut offers a resolution, which the Clerk will report.
The Clerk read as follows:
House Resolution 138
Resolved, That Roperr R. Burner, of Oregon, be, and he s hereby,
elected a member of the standing Committee on Pensions.
The resolution was agreed to.
WILLIAM M KINLEY
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the special order of the
House, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. McCrLintock] is recog-
nized for 15 minutes. [Applause.]
Mr. McCLINTOCK of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, Indies and gentle-
men 0f the House, 87 years ago to-day in the little town of
Niles, Ohio, in a bullding which served the double purpose of
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a resldence and a country store, was born that great American,
William McKinley. [Applause.)

After attending the public schools of his community, and
after serving as a soldier for his country, he returned to his
home community and entered the academy at Poland and later
studied law. At the age of 24 years hé came to my home city
of Canton, Ohio, after being admitted to the bar to practice law
in Ohilo, to engage in the general practice of the law.

The first lawsuit he tried was tried in the village of Navarre
in a barn. Pitted against him was the most eminent lawyer
of Stark County, William A. Lynch. William MecKinley won
hig first lawsuit, The fivst political speech he made was made
in the ecity of Alllance, In a blacksmith’'s shop. His entire
gpeech was devoted to the prineciple of protective tariff.

After being in Canton three years, the Republican Party was
looking for some man to run for the office of prosecuting attor-
ney, Stark County at that time was Democratic and the honor
was an empty one. William McKinley finally acceded to the
wishes of the members of his party and accepted the nomina-
tion as prosecuting attorney on the Republican ticket. He
made a thorough eanvass of his county and was elected by a
majority of 102 votes. This was the beginning of the political
career of this great statesman,

In 1876 he was first elected a Member of Congress. He served
as a Member of the House of Representatives for 14 years and
gerved as chairman of the Ways and Means Committee when
that famous tariff bill which bears his name was enacted
into law.

Willlam McKinley was a man of convietions. On the floor
of this House, after his defeat in 1800, when he was defeated
by the small margin of 302 votes, a free-trade measure was
being considered. William MeKinley arose and said:

On behalf of the people of my district, my State, and my Nation,
1 shall object to this measure,

A gentleman from another State remarked to him:

The people of your distriet did pot speak very largely for you In
the last election.

With a flash in his eye and without any show of anger he
replied :

I do not measure my service to my constituents Ly the majority or
by the vote that I get. 1 have convictions upon this subject which
I would not surrender or refrain from advocuting i 10,000 majority
were cast agalnst me. 1 consider service to my constituency whenever
I advocate principles concerning which I bave strong conviction.

[Applause.]

It would seem to me the words of Willlam McKinley uttered
in this House could be a motto for all of us.

He was defeated for Congress in 1890, but in 1891 he was
elected Governor of Ohlo, and in the year 1503 was reelected
Governor of Ohio by an unprecedented majority.

I could relate many incidents of interest concerning this
great man, but my time is limited.

The speech he made on September 5, 1901, the last that he
gave to the American people and the people of the world, was
a masterpiece. It will be remembered that he said In that
speech :

God and mankind have linked the pations of the earth together.
Let us remember our interest ls in concord and not In conflict, and
that our renl eminence lies in the victories of peace and not those
of war,

What a fine message this would he for the men who are now
assembled In the great Naval Limitation of Armament Con-
ference at London,

Yes; Willilam McKinley was a devout Christian and an ideal
citizen, Not only was he honored and respected in the city of
Canton, but he was honored and respected by the people of
this country.

He was married to a lady by the name of Ida Saxton. They
became acquainted as they attended church. She was a teacher
in the Presbyterian Sunday School, He was a regular attendant
at the Methodist Church. On Sundays, as they wended their
way to church services, they would meet and converse. These
meetings developed into a companionship which, finally, resulted
in marriage. To this marriage were born two children, one
dying in infuney and the other in tender years.

The life of Willinm McKinley had much misfortune in it, but
he always, with a smile, braved the battle of life.

At the ecity of Canton, Ohio, has been erected a great monu-
ment in honor of his memory and his achievements. Thousands
of people each year, not only from this country but from all the
nations of the world, visit this monument. Recently, near it
has been placed the house which he ealled his home when he
was President of the United States.
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Yes; the example that Willlam McKinley has given us as a
man, husband, and citizen is of the highest ideal. William
McKinley was an outstanding and great soldier, lawyer, and
Member of Congress. Yes, he was greant as a governor and a
President, but the greatest of all was William MeKinley, the
man, [Applause,]

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE

Mr. FORT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that on
Friday, immediately after the reading of the Journal and other
specinl orders, I may address the House for 60 minutes on the
subject of prohibition,

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. MichHesEr). The gentle-
man from New Jersey asks unanimous consent that on Friday
next, immediately affter the reading of the Journal and the
disposition of matters on the Speaker’s tuble, at the close of
other special orders, he may address the House for a period of
G0 minntes on the subject of prohibition. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

GEDRGE WASHINGTON

Mr. CRAMTON rose,

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
gentleman rise?

Mr, CRAMTON. To make a request for nnanimous consent.
There appears in the Recorp of to-day a minority report upon
the proposed Potomac parkway by Major General Jadwin, for-
mer Chief of Engineers and former chairman of the National
Park and Planning Commission. I ask unanimous consent that
I may extend my remarks in the Recoep with reference to that
legislation, and to include therein the majority report of the
National Capital Park and Planning Commission on the same
matter, and also a letter to me from Colonel Grant, and per-
haps other matters,

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request
of the gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, with reference to the pro-
posed creation of the George Washington memorial parkway
and its relation to possible future power or navigation develop-
ment in the Great Falls to Washington region of the Potomac,
in the Recorp of January 28 appears the minority statement of
General Jadwin, former Chief of Engineers, War Department,
and former ex-officio member of the National Capital Park and
Planning Commission; also, a statement from the executive
committee of the National Rivers and Harbors Congress,

The statement of the executive commitiee is based upon an
entire misunderstanding of the terms and purposes of H. R. 26,
which proposes creation of the George Washington memorial
parkway. It also misunderstands and therefore innccurately
states the attitude of the majority of the National Capital Park
and Planning Commission who indorse the bill as reported to
the House.

To clear this misunderstanding I give here the statement of
August 2, 1920, sent to the Federal Power Commission by the
National Capital Park and Planning Commission.

Please note especially the resolution set forth therein, adopted
by the National Capital Park and Planning Commission Decem-
ber 15, 1928, before this discussion became at all acute. Mem-
bers will note that resolution declares that the commission
favors the immediate acquisition of the lands for park pur-
poses :

MEMORIAL PARKWAY

For what purpose does the

Leaving it open for Congress at any future time to authorize the
development of the navigation, flood control, and power potentialities of
the area should such development become of greater lmportance and be
justified In the public interest.

It seems to me no statement could be clearer or fairer as to
the policy and terms of H. R. 26.

The statement follows :

AuvousT 2, 1920,
Mr. F. E. BONNER,
Ewxecutive Secvetary Federal Power Commisgion,
Waahington, D. (.

Dear Sm: In accordance with Public Resolution No., 67, approved
May 29, 1928, passed at the first session of the Seventieth Congress,
the National Capital Park and Planning Commission has studied the
problem of the best use of the Potomac River Valley above Washington,
with & view to preparing with the Federal Power Commission the * joint
or separate reporis' called for in that resolution. The study of the
commission has included the preparation and analysis of the accom-
panying reports nnd documents which are submitted herewlith for the
information of the Federal Power Commission,

After extended consideration of the report on * The development of
the Potomac River Vailey for park and power purposes™ by a joiut
committee of the Federal Power Commission and the National Capital
Park and Planning Commission, together with supplementary infor-




mation suppled at the request of the commission by Maj., Brehon
Somervell, United BStates engineer officer, Washington, D. C., and
after an intensive study on the ground by its committee on parks and
other members, and extended discusgion in formal session, the Na-
tional Capital Park and Plamning Commission adopted the following
resolution on December 15, 1928 :

“ Resplved, That the National Capital Park and Planning Commis-
gion favors the acquisition of the Potomae Valley from Chain Bridge
to and including Great Falls, and the development of this area for
park purposes as funds may be made available, leaving it open for
Congress at any future time to aunthorize the development of the navi-
gation, flood-control, and power potentialities of the area should such
development become of greater importance and be justified in the
public interest.”

The main considerations moving the commission to the above action
were as follows:

1. The valley of the Potomac River from Chain Bridge, to and in-
cluding Great Fallg, has, in its natural condition, unique and dis-
tinetive scenie and recreational values accompanied by certain historie
and scientific points of Interest, which, as a whole, make it extraor-
dinarily important to the Capital of the United States. These values
are unique and distinctive in the gense that this is probably the Dbest
example in the Atlantic seaboard States of the particular type of
natural scenery heve presented, and that these natural scenic values
are believed to be unexcelled by those in the vicinity of any national
capital in the world. These values have not been fully appreciated
and enjoyed by the public, mainly because the land is largely in private
ownership and but little of the area is readily accessible.

2, Notwithstanding the ingenuity, résourcefulness, and painstaking
care applied to the search for a method of conserving as much as pos-
gible of these values while developing an economically sound power
project, all such methods which have yet been devised and all methods
which seem likely to be possible Involve the sacrifice of the major part
of these great though intangible scenie, recreational, and inspirational
values, although they do so In considerably varying degrees.

3. In other words, the two objectives of economically developing
power on a large scale from the Potomaec River, and of conserving
the peculinr and characteristic seenic, reereational, and inspirational
values of thbis part of the Potomae River Valley are so essentially in
conflict that they can not both be atinined in a satisfactory degree.
Therefore the only basis for avoiding an ipefficient and illegical com-
promise is to determine which of these two objectives should be the
controlling or dominant purpose, and then to seek, as a by-product, so
much and only so much of the other objective as Is consistent with
the fully successful attainment of the objective selected as the dominant
one,

4, The *“combination park and power schemes’ presented by the
joint committee represent, essentlally, attempts to arrive at a thor-
oughly successful economie development of the potential water power
of the Potomac River in such a way as would permit the incidental
creation of as good a park on the marging of that development as is
consistent with the controlling purpose of power production. They
tend to indlcate that if power development is to be the controlling
objective, a park could be created, even so, that would probably be well
worth the cost which Its creation would add to that of a power project
designed wholly without regard to park values. But it would be a
totally different kind of park from the natural valley. And the price
of creating this different and lese valuable kind of park would not
merely be a matter of dollars, and of the lapse of many years for the
healing of scars, but would include the destruction for all time of
essential characteristics which make the present natural river valley
unique and distinetive as an appanage of the National Capital.

5. For such amount of power as would be used here, It does not appear
that the prospective economic advantage to the National Capital and
fts environs from any expectable saving in cost of power from this
gource as compared with others, even assuming that the saving would
be passed on to the comsumers, would be so great, or that the people of
this region and of the United States are so poor that they can not afford
to forego it for the sake of retaining a unique feature of the Natlonal
Capital,

6. It would therefore seem inadvisable to decide now upon the destruc-
tign for all time of the scenic and recreational and Inspirational assets
of such large prospective importance as those included in the valley of
the Potomac at the doors of the National Capital.

(The foregoing expresses the views of the following members of the
commission : Col. W. B. Ladue, Maj. R. Y. Stoart, Hon. Frederick N.
Zihlman, Mr. Frederic A. Delano, Mr. Milton B. Medary, jr., Mr.
Frederlck L. Olmstead, Mr. J. C. Nichols, and Lieut. Col. U. B. Grant,
3d.)

General Jadwin did not concur in the above action and views
of the commission as set forth in the Recorp of yesterday.

Also note the Park Committee report of an earlier date, and
particularly in paragraph 7 that the guestion of power develop-
ment is expressly left open for Congress fo pass upon as condi-
tions develop in the future:
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NoveMBER 12, 1928,
RerorT oF COMMITTERE ON PARKS

Subjeet : Potomae power project.

Members : Mr. Frederic A. Delano, Mr, Frederick Law Olmstead, Mr.
Horace M. Albright, Maj. R. Y. Stuart, Col. William B. Ladue, Mr.
J. C. Nichols, and Col. U. 8. Grant, 8d.

After extended consideration of the report on “thé development of
the Potomae River Valley for park and power purposes " by a joint com-
mittee of the Federal Power Commisgion and the National Capital Park
and Planning Commission, together with supplementary information sup-
plied at the request of the commission by Maj. Brehon Bomervell, United
States Engineer officer, Washington, D. C., and after an intensive study
on the ground, it is the opinfon of the members of the committee on
parks:

1. That the Gorge and Great Falls of the Potomac River have unique
and distinctive seenic, historie, and scientific attractions affording in
thelr present natural condition park values unexcelled by those in the
environs of any national capital, values which are not now fully appre-
clated and enjoyed because the land is largely in private ownership and
but little of the area is readily accessible.

2. That the adoption of any of the proposals contained in the joint
committee’s report, above referred to, for the development of water
power within this area or of any plan for water-power development
known or suggested to the commission will entall in greater or less
degree destruetion of these Natlonal Capital park values and their im-
pairment by the Introduction of incongruous structures and power lines.

3. That the dedieation of this area for park purposes by the Nation -
is in the interest and for the enjoyment of all citizens of the United
States, to whom the National Capital is a proud heritage.

4, That the use of this area for power purposes ls largely of local
and regional interest and benefit, and that the power to be developed
therefrom is neither urgently required nor the only power obtainable
at reasonable cost to meet the demand.

5. Moreover, that the nearness of this beautiful valley, with its pali-
gades and waterfall and other picturesque and historical attributes, to
the Nation’s Capital, together with the undeniable fact that this project
does not stand high as an efficient source of power, appear to be strong
arguments for not granting a permit for a development of this project
at this time.

8. That in short your committee believes the natlonal interest in the
park and scenic values should not now be sacrificed for all time to the
possible local commereial interest in a power development, because we
do not believe that the people of the United States are go impoverished
economically that they can not afford to retain in its full value this
great scenle asset of the National Capital.

7. And, finally, that your committee, for the foregoing reasons and
those set forth in greater detail in the accompanying comments on the
joint report, recommends urging upon Congress the acquisition of the
area indicated in accordance with 8. 1280, and its development for
park purposes as funds may be made avallable, leaving it open for
Congress at any future time to authorize the development of the water-
power potentialities of the site should such development become of
greater public importance than the proposed park shall have been found
to have.

FREDPERICK LAW OLMBTED,
Chairman.

Let me further reenforce what I have said before as to the
national desire in this by quoting the following editorial expres-
sions from the New York Times of January 28:

BAVING THE GORGE OF THE POTOMAC

In a letter to the editor of the Times published on this page yes-
terday the president of the American Society of Landscape Architects
made an eloguent appeal for the preservation of the natural beauties of

the gorge of the Potomae. Legislation sponsored by Representative
CraMTON, which will have the effect of protecting at least part of this
area, will come up in Congress this week.

Here, at the very gateway to the Capital, Is a wonderful bit of
scenery. The broad waters of the river fall in a magnificent eataract
over Great Falls and flow through a deep and narrow cleft to the
calmer waters within the District of Columbia. Very few cities have
anything to compare with this stretech of river and canal.

Naturally the power interests would like to get their hands on it,
but it should be dedicated first to the scenic and recreational advantages
which it richly affords.

Also, from the Louisville Times of January 25:

WILL THE POWER LOBBY WIN?

Rifling the environs of the National Capital of a great scenic asset
is not beyond the plans of the ruthless exponents of “ development,” to
whom all water which runs downhill is a lure.

When Lord Eilgin looted the Parthenon, he did it at least to convey
the BElgin marbles, now protected, as a public exhibition, to a seat of
bigher civilization when, with Greece under the rule of Turkey, they
might have become the prize of some other spollsman with worse results.
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Representative CramToN, of Michigan, will try next week to pro-
cure favorable action In the House of Representatives upon his bill for
Treasury advances to purchase inner and outer parks for Washington
City.

They would include Great Falls of the Potomae, within 15 miles of
the White House, threatened by a power project, The power lobby is
snid to be very active againsg the bill.

Great Falls would be worth milllons to Washington, of course: but
that Is not all. The Nation's Capltal belongs to the Natlon. Every
American has a right to feel a proprietor's Interest in its improvement
and In protection of scenle areas in its vicinity which should add to its
benuty,

The eacrifice of Great Falls by Congress to a power project would
warrant a paraphrase of Lord Byron's inscription upon the Parthenon,
In caustic eriticlsm of Lord Elgin's achievement: * Quod non facerunt
Gothl, hoc facerunt Scotl."”

Power lobbyists seemingly father and further the happy idea that
it can be represented that preserving Great Falls would or might inter-
fere with waterway connectlon from the Ohio to the Potomac.

The American Civic Associatlon—student of the problem, able, thor-
ough, disinterested—says the proposed reservation and acquirement of
the banks of the Potomae from Mount Vernon to Great Falls would not
Interfere with navigation plans, and that delay may cost the National
Capltal an lmmensely valuable park,

Also the following resolutions of the American Civiec Associa-
tion and letter of the American Engineering Couneil :

The executive board of the American Civic Assoclation, representing
the expressed sentiment of its 756 committees on the Federal City in all
paris of the United States, and the widespread Interest of Its members
and citizens at large throughout the country, renews Its support of the
Cramton bill (H, R. 26) to provide for the prompt purchnse of the
Inner and outer park systems of the Federal City, as projected by the
Nationa] Capital Park and Planning Commission, and particularly de-
sires fo see the river banks of the Potomac from historic Mount Vernon
to pieturesque. Great Falls preserved In a scenic park which it is balleved
will command world-wide attention and play an Important part in pro-
viding a unlguely beautiful Iandscape setting worthy of the handsome
public bulldings and monuments of the National Capital.

AMBRICAN ENGINEERING COUNCIL,
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1930,
Hon. Lovia C. CrasrToN,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

My DEan Mi. CraMTOX : I have read with much interest your address
of yesterday before the House of Hepresentatives concerning H. R. 26.
You will perhaps recall that at the luncheon of the American Society
of Laudscape Architects I said the Nation was indebted to you for the
efforts you had made to preserve the natural beauties of Washington
and Its environs. I further stated that American Engineering Councll
was in full sympathy with your bill, but held that food control, naviga-
tion, and hydroelectric development could be realized without in any
way destroying the scenle beautles of the Potomae Valley; and also if
there were any real conflicts we would agree that scenle beauty should
take priority. Hence there is little, if any, difference of opinion between
You and the council.

However, there are many who hold the honest and unselfish opinion
that H. R. 26 as now drafted would greatly limit, if not prohibit, the
development of navigation and power on the Potomac River, For the
sake of clarity, therefore, it seems to us that the amendment proposed
by Mr. DEmpsey Is a very desirable one. It would erase the slight
reservation the council entertains with respect to the bill, and this
would undoubtedly be true of others. We hope you will accept the
amendment, beeause we belleve it will strengthen your position in many
directions and hasten the passage of the bill.

We have written to Mr. DEMPSEY expressing our very keen interest
in your bill and stating that we hope the amendment proposed will
prevall In order that we, as well as others, may wholeheartedly support
You in this worthy enterprise,

Sineerely yours, L. W. WALLACE,
Egeoutive Secretary.

BTATE, JUSTICE, COMMERCE, AND LABOR DEPARTMENTS APPROPRIA-
TION BILL

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolye
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8960)
making appropriations for the Departments of State and Justice
and for the judiciary, and for the Departments of Commerce
and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for
other purposes,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. MAPEs in the
chalr,

The Clerk read the title of the bill
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The CHAIRMAN. When the committee adjourned yesterday
the gentleman from Wisconsin had reserved a point of order
against the paragraph. What is the pleasure of the gentleman
from Wisconsin?

Mr, STAFFORD. From information which I have received
I will withdraw the point of order.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Chairman, I renew the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. What does the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania gay to the point of order?

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, it is undoubtedly subject to a
point of order,

Mr. GARNER. I do not think the item onght to be in the
bill even if it was authorized by law, so I see no reason for de-
laying the matter.

The CHATRMAN. The item is not only not authorized by
law, but in exact opposition to existing law. The Chair there-
fore sustains the point of order.

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as
follows :

Steamboat inspectors: For 11 supervising Inspectors; inspectors of
bulls and inspectors of bollers; assistant inspectors, as authoriged by
law, for the following ports : New York, 43 ; Pittsburgh, 2; New Orleans,
10; Baltimore, 10; Providence, 4; Boston, 10; Philadelphia, 12; San
Francisco, 18; Buffalo, 8; Cleveland, 8; Milwaukee, 4; Chicago, 0;
Grand Haven, 2; Detroit, 4; Norfolk, 8; Seattle, 14 : Portland (Oreg.),
6: Albany, 2; Portland (Me.), 4; Los Angeles, 6; Galveston, 4 ; Mobile,
4 ; Savannah, 2; Toeledo, 2; and 6 travellng Inspectors; in all, $972,600,

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last figure. I think it would be illuminating for the House and
the country to have the chairman of the committee explain the
occasion for the increased number of inspectors in the Steam-
boat Inspection Service as provided in the bill. I notice that
there has been a considerable increase, a deserved increase: the
appropriation covers increase of salaries for some inspectors,
There has been criticism of the service throughout the country—
that they have failed in the performance of their duty in inspect-
ing hulls and engines.

Take the incident of the Vestris, a lamentable situation, espe-
cially in the face of the disclosures that were brought out in the
investigation by the British authorities. In the investigation our

inspectors glossed over inquiring into essential facts at the inves-

tigation and we had to go to Great Britain for the real infor-
mation as to the real facts that caused the disaster.

We had some disasters on the Great Lakes last year which
cost the lives of some fine sailors, where the ferryboat Al
waoeukee sunk in mid-lake and the steamer Wisconsin found-
ered—in terrible storms, it is trme. The latter, after it had
weathered a severe storm came into the port of Milwankee
listing and a few days after encountered another storm, in which
it sunk, costing the lives of members of its crew. It is the
impression in Milwaukee that after the vessel came into the
port listing, in a disabled condition, she should not have been
permitted to go on another frip until she had been thoroughly
inspected—that she was in no condition to weather a severe
storm.

I think the committee is attempting to meet, in part, that
situation by providing additional inspectors. I do not know
whether any more are detailed on the Great Lakes, on Lake
Michigan, than are provided by law, but there has been some-
thing wrong with this inspector service in not properly inspect-
ing the vessels under its jurisdiction. At the time of the East-
land disaster, when that vessel turned turile when moored to its
dock in the Chicago River, I happened to be there the day after
and saw them bringing the bodies out of the hold of the over-
turned excursion steamer. The department attempted to gloss
over the responsibility for that disaster, saying that it was
not the fault of the inspectors, when it was absolutely their
fault in failing to perform the duty that the people of the
country expect them to do. I yield now for some explanation
as to whether the committee has sought to correct that situa-
tion by providing additional inspectors for this service,

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, living on the Great Lakes as
I do, I am quite familiar with the condition of affairs just stated
by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorn], and I say to
the gentleman from Wisconsin and to the committee that the
very thing we are trying to provide in the service is more
stenmboat inspectors. The department is not just bound to
send so many inspectors to Milwaukee if more are needed. We
have provided this year for an additional 45 inspectors and as-
sistant inspectors. The reason for that is to make more thor-
ough the annual inspections and to keep up reinspections. There
is where the great trouble was in the ease the gentleman men-
tioned. If there had been a reinspection of that vessel when it
came into port, listed as it was, it never would have gone out:
and it is to provide for those very conditions that we are taking
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this action. The committee is in full accord with the Secretary
of Commerce. We want to provide these additional facilities,
because we realize the great importance of the matter and we
realize the many lives that have been lost by reason of lack of
examination. We have gone as far as we could with the esti-
mates of the Bureau of the Budget, and if we have not provided
sufficient funds, I say to the gentleman that another year we
will go still further.

Mr, STAFFORD. Then, as I understand the gentleman, the
committee has granted the full request of the department for
additional help?

Mr. SHREVE. Yes.

Mr. STAFFORD. I am glad, indeed. Of course, we all agree
that human supervision does not prevent disasters to vessels
caught in heavy storms or venturing out in stress of storm and
taking the risk. Nevertheless, if further disasters occur on the
Great Lakes, inasmuch as the committee has provided sufficient
inspectors to provide reasonable inspection of hulls and boilers
in this bill, we will know that the bureau will not have any
alibi in case they are at fault. 1 withdraw the pro forma
amendment.

The CHAITRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Preventing overcrowding of passenger vessels : To enable the Secretary
of Commerce to employ, temporarily, such persoms as may be necessary,
of whom not more than two at any one time may be employed in the
District of Columbia, to enforce the laws to prevent overcrowding of
passenger and excursion vessels, and all expenses In connection there-
with, $18,840.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. This is anent the same inquiry that I submitted a
moment ago as to the adeguacy of the inspection service for
passenger vessels, especially during the excursion season. It
was my privilege during the past summer to ride on some of
these passenger vessels leaving the port of Detroit for down-the-
river resorts, to Bois Blanc Island, at the mouth of the river,
or on to Put in Bay. On Sundays, when I made those trips, I
have seen passengers crowded to far beyond what I thought was
the number allowed under the regulations. I think there were
not adequate life-saving devices on board those vessels for one-
half the number of passengers. If any sudden squall had hap-
pened on Lake Erie—and Lake Erie, by reason of its shallow
waters, is subject to severe squalls—I hesitate to think what
direful eatastrophe might have happened if the passengers on
one of those crowded vessels had become panic-stricken and
gone to one side and caused the boat to list too much. Fur-
ther, I saw coming into Put in Bay on that Sunday an old
hulk, as I would term it, a side-wheeler, similar to those I saw
many years ago on the Delaware River, 40 or more years ago,
coming from Sandusky, unfit, as I thought, from a casual ob-
servation, for lake service except in calm weather.

In connection with these direful catastrophes on the Great
Lakes occasioned by the unusual storms of last fall I recall
when one of the ear ferries, laden down with heavily laden
freight cars, went out in the face of one of the severest storms
Lake Michigan had ever known, when many mariners thought
it was suicidal to venture out from port. The vessel sank, and
no one knows how it oceurred, because no one lived to tell the
tale. I think there should be some commission authorized by
the Government to pass upon the serviceability of these steamers
after they have been in the service 30 or 40 years, particularly
those engaged in passenger traffic; if they are found after a
thorough inspection to be waning in seaworthiness, then to be
junked, We did that same thing years ago in connection with
the railway post-office cars.

Twenty-five years ago it was called to the attention of the
Post Office Committee that the railways of the eountry were
using old wooden cars—to all appearances sound—coated over
with a nice coat of paint, which, when you put the knife into
them, proved to be of rotted wood. The life of the wood had
disappeared, and they were nothing but finder boxes in case of
collizion, At that time we passed a provision that would not
permit such ears more than 30 years old to continue in that
character of service. 1 well know that what is everybody's
business is nobody's business, That is an axiom that has been
confirmed by my years of service in this House, Yet it is only
when these catastropbes occur that the country is aroused and
that the attention of Congress ig directed to some remedies go
that these conditions may not occur again. 1 know that the
Committee on Appropriations is not a legislative commitiee.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin has expired.
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Mr. STAFFORD. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for
five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. All that the Appropriations Committee
can do is to provide funds. I am asking now whether the hear-
ings disclose anything as to the use of this appropriation of
$18,840 to prevent overcrowding on passenger vessels, which, I
suppose, is largely utilized in connection with excursion steamers
on the Great Lakes and on the rivers and sounds tributary to
the ocean?

Mr, SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, a very large portion of the
money appropriated here is used on passenger service on the
Great Lakes, Last year these inspectors examined 8,453 trips.
Of course the gentleman knows that only a portion of that would
be on the Great Lakes, It covers the whole United States. The
ships usually take about a day or a day and a half or two days
for a trip. A good lively port might have 30 or 40 ships in a
day. When you figure up to 8,453 trips, it means that the service
is universal all over the United States in the waters of the
United States. Another thing, last year it is reported there
were 170,000 people waiting to go aboard these ships.

Mr. STAFFORD. Do the hearings disclose what was the
character of those ghips from which they were turned back?

Mr, SHREVE. Neo. I think we have that in the report from
the bureau. I do not think it is in the hearings. We give them
the same amount that they have had for some time, $18,840. It
is a service, you know, where much of it is on Saturday, Sunday,
and Monday, covering week-end service. Frequently there is a
crowd of young men anxiously waiting to act as inspector.

Mr. STAFFORID. All that I am concerned in is whether the
appropriation is adequate to meet the needs, so that the inspec-
tion service can not throw the burden upon Congress in case of
a mishap on the ground that they did not have sufficient funds
to properly inspect the vessels.

Mr. SHREVE. 1 call the gentleman's attention to page 274
of the report of the Secretary of Commerce. I think he will
find there an answer to all the questions he has raised.

Mr. STAFFORD. I thank the gentleman for calling that to
my attention.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn.

Mr. LAGUARDIA,
last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I am glad to see that the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr, Starrorp] has called the atten-
tion of the House to the matter of steamboat inspection. After
the Vestris disaster the whole country was interested in the
proper inspection of ocean-going and lake steamers. I have
pending in the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries
now three or four bills intended to bring our Steamboat Inspec-
tion Service up to date. I have pending also before the Com-
mittee on Rules a resolution seeking the appointment of a
commission to study the navigation laws and the steamboat
inspection code. As the gentileman from Wisconsin said, it is
difficult to get any action looking toward the proper protection
of life at sea or on the Great Lakes, *

Why, Mr. Chairman, many Members who were on the floor
when I made my statement in the last Congress concerning the
Vestris could not believe that the law of the United States
to-day as to the question of limited liability of the owners of
seagoing vessels is a statufe that was enacted in England away
back in the reign of Henry VIII.

Mr. SHREVE. It is a good law.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; it is not a good law. It is a mur-
derous law. Not only is the owner of the steamer limited in
liability for damages to the value of the vessel, and therefore
no liability exists if the entire vessel is lost, but by a decision
of the Supreme Court, by a divided court, the insurance money
is not applicable to pay losses incurred by reason of the negli-
gence of the owners of vessels.

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii.
man yield there?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes.

Mr, HOUSTON of Hawaii.

Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the

Mr. Chairman, will the gentle-

May I not invite the attention
of the committee to the fact that the Steamboat Inspection
Service is required by law to pass only upon the blue prints
of the boilers, but not as to the hulls, and nowhere is it
provided that the stability shall be investigated?

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. The law does not provide for * sta-
bility ¥ supervision in the course of the ship's construction. I
am not complaining of the present Steamboat Inspection Serv-
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fce but of the law; a law that was enacted in the early
elghties, when hulls had but two air-tight compartments, and
the marine architecture of those days was entirely different
from what it Is now. The Steamboat Inspection Service has

no power or jurisdiction over the hull or the stability or the
details of construction of vessels,
But details with respect to the

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawalil.
linbility ?

Mr, LAGUARDIA. Yes. We have sent delegates to the con-
ference of London on the safety of lives at sea. I think the
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Warte] was one of our delegates.
A large proportion of those delegates were experts. They at-
tended the conferemce. They are back now, but nothing has
been done to write into law the experience or the findings of
that conference in London.

I was told yesterday by Capt. Andrew Furuseth, the head of
the seamen’s union:

If you remove the limitation of liability law, we will be willing to
walve all inspection,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. LAGUARDIA, May I have five minates more?

The CHAIRMAN. 1s there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York?

There was no objection,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I would not go that far, because I do
believe Inspection will always be necessary. But in this age
when we have proper safeguards as to automobiles and liability
Insurance against every kind of accident, why should we still be
governed by a law modeled after a statute enacted, as I say,
under Henry VIII and lmit lability of shipowners., As
the gentleman from Wisconsin says, of course the Committee on
Appropriations has no responsibility as to these laws.

Mr. BACON. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LAGUARDIA., Yes,

Mr, BACON. I understood the gentleman from Maine to
say that when the treaty, which Is now pending in the Senate,
is ratifled by the London conference legislation will be initiated.
That is my understanding,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I hope legislation will be initiated.
When we had the load law under consideration we conld not
pass that load bill unless we exempted coastwise vessels.

There is no reason why coastwise vessels should be exempt
from the load line law; there is no reason in the world, but we
}uni to pay that price in order to get a start on a proper load
ine law.

Mr. BACON. I am thoroughly in accord with the gentleman's
position, and was merely explaining the delay.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand, and I thank the gentleman
for bringing a ray of hope that we may get consideration before
the Committee on the Merchant Marine for a rewriting of our
entire shipping law in order to bring it up to date.

Gentlemen, the Vestris disaster could not have ocenrred had
there been proper inspection. I charge that the stability on the
Vestris was unsafe, was too low, and a test has proven that,
The Steamboat Inspection Service took out the . sister ship of
the Vestris, a ship built from the same plans, and the test
showed that the stability was too low and the vessel unsafe.

We must change the limitation liability law; we have got to
change the steamboat inspection law in order to give proper
Jurisdiction to the Steamboat Inspection Service for the approval
of plans with reference to hulls as well as boilers and machinery,
and to regulate safety at sea to the same extent that we regu-
late safety on land, and bring the law up to the present day and
not rely on antiquated and obsolete laws.

I am glad the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. STaArrForp]
brought the subject up, and it is gratifying to hear from the
gentleman from New York [Mr, Bacox] that he has information
to the effect that the Committee on the Merchant Marine will
give this matter consideration before long.

Mr, SHREVE, Mr, Chairman, the committee took this matter
into consideration. We formerly had 259 inspectors and this
yenr we have increased the number to 304, These inspectors
are all very high-class men. They are selected entirely by eivil
service, from the civil-service list. They are men who are
licensed officers and they have all had actual service as desk
officers or engineer officers on some ship. These men are re-
quired to pass a civil-service examination, and when they have
any vacancy they simply ask for the list of eligibles, and from
that list they select the highest man., The burean, as far as is
possible under existing legislation, is rendering a very valuable
service. 1 will agree with the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
STa¥Fokn] and the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA]
that there should be legislation covering this subject. But, of
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course, this committee is simply an appropriating committee and
has gone as far as it can in relieving the situation,

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Shipping commissioners: For salaries of shipping commissloners,
$44,800,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. The section reads, “ For shipping commissioners,”
and the appropriation proposed is $44,800. It is the duty of
these shipping commissioners, as I understand it, to attend to
the booking or licensing of American seamen.

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is correct. This
appropriation is for the payment of the salaries of shipping
commissioners. These officers ship and discharge merchant sea-
men at the principal ports, turn over to the courts the wages
due deceased or deserting seamen, and arbitrate disputes aris-
ing between crews and their officers or owners. The awards
of the shipping commnrissioner are binding on both parties and
by law are conclusive of the rights of the parties in judicial
proceedings. This system of arbitration secures to seanren and
other employees a full hearing and judgment on disputed mat-
ters in accordance with the facts and the law without expense
or undue delay.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. In addition to that, we have in New
York, and I think in other ports, ‘a shipping bureau of the
Shipping Board. Can the gentleman tell how the shipping
bureau of the Shipping Board conflicts with the duties of the
commissioners?

Mr. SHREVE. Notat all. I know of no conflict.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is a conflict there,

Mr. SHREVE. They are not given the same power that these
commissjoners have,

Mr. LAGUARDIA., What is the function of the shipping
bureaun in acting for the Shipping Board?

Mr. SHREVE. Well, it is just purely a loecal act in looking
after their own business and their own ships.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But we pay their wages.

Mr. SHREVE. We might pay them, but it is purely a local
matter, while this takes in every seaman coming into port.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly; and that is just my point.

Mr. SHREVE. While the board the gentleman refers to Is
only operating its own lines.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. But it is a United States office and is
paid for by the Government,

Mr. SHREVE. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The office of the United States Commis-
sioner is an old institution and It has existed for many years.
The so-called shipping bureau—we have one in New York and,
I think, one in San Francisco—looks after the personnel of the
Shipping Board. It is a sort of employment office. Now, the
trouble is that American seamen are not getting proper treat-
ment at the hands of the shipping bureau, or whatever it is
called. We have constant and repeated complaints that Ameri-
can ship after American ship leave the port of New York with
a large percentage of its personnel made up of aliens, when
there are applications on file of American citizens who would
like to get work on those boats. I have brought the matter to
the attention of the House repeatedly, and I serve notice now
that unless the shipping bureau in New York, in looking after
the personnel of the Shipping Board, Is not more zealous in
giving preference to American citizens, that when the proper
appropriation bill comes before the House the thing to do would
be to abolish it entirely.

That is what ought to be done. I am not referring to the
shipping commissioners but I am referring to this shipping
bureau that is under the Shipping Board, and provided for
in the independent offices appropriation bill.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

Equipment : For apparatus, machinery, tools, and appliances uged
in connection with buildings or work of the bureau, typewriters, adding
machines, and other labor-saving devices, laboratory supplies, materials,
and supplies used in the construction of apparatus, machinery, or other
applances, Including thelr exchange; plping, wiring, and construction
incident to.the installation of apparatus, machinery, or appliances;
furniture for laboratorles and offices, cases for apparatus, $163,000,
Including $93,000 for repairs and necessary alterations to bulldings,
of which amount $75,000 may be used for remodeling the north build-
ing, Including contract architectural services,

Mr, STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word. I think this is as good a place as any to pass com-
ment upon the activities, the growing activities, of the Burean
of Standards. No one on this floor will deny that the Bureau
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of Standards has done and is doing exceptional work ; but I rise
more to criticize the tendency of that bureau to nose itself into
activities which do not properly belong to it.

I understand that in the bill now under consideration the
committee has granted all the reguests made by the bureau
with respect to new activities,

It is the proper work of the Bureau of Standards to deter-
mine the standard as to various materials used in manufacture,
but when they go into a far-off, extraneous proposal to deter-
mine the standard of dress patterns, to inguire into the stature
of women, especially in this modern age, so they ecan recom-
mend to the manufacturers of dress patterns what should be the
standardization of the modern dress for women, I think it is
well we should pause for a minute, even in a facetious way, to
direct attention to the extreme extent that this bureau is
indulging in the establishment of standards.

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. In a little while,

It was my happy privilege years ago to serve on the subcom-
mittee on appropriations that determined the amount of appro-
priations for the Bureau of Standards when that eminent
geientist, Doctor Stratton, was at its head. If there is one
regret I have, in looking back over my service, it is that I did
not use more stressful efforts to increase his salary as director
from $6,000 to a commensurate salary of $10,000 or $12,000,
But high compliment should be paid him, that notwithstanding
alluring proposals from private sources he remained at his post
during the entire World War, giving valuable service to the
Government in all war activities; and the Bureau of Standards
was of great serviee during the war in that particular.

Doctor Stratton then accepted a call as president of the
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, which high position, in
the highest institute of that character in the country, he now so
capably and efficiently fills. I am quite eertain if he had con-
tinued to be the head of this great bureau he would not have
descanted on this irrelevant standardization work of providing
a standard for dress patterns.

I read on page 163 of the hearings:

Dress patterns : Commercial standard C8 13-30 for dress patterns ls
of wide interest to the women who do home sewing and the dry goods
and department stores, since it establishes standard classification and
corresponding body measurements used as a basis for size degignation of
commercial dress patterns psed in the home,

Now, perhaps some Member here may take me to task and ask
me what privilege it is for a bachelor to speak on this subject
which is so directly related to dresses. Of course, I have been
the head of a home for a good many years and know a little
about it but not as much, I gainsay, as some of the older or
younger Members of the House who have large families.

Then he goes on ;

Former confusing references to age have been eliminated In favor of
gize numbers; for example, a dress pattern formerly designated as
“misses’ age 18" will now be sold as * misses' size 18" and will be
based on the following body measurements: Bust, 36 inches; waist, 30
inches; hip, 89 inches.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I could go on
and cite other irrelevant examinations that are being made by
this great bureau which is of a scientific character; and I say,
in all seriousness, they are debasing the high standard of this
Bureau of Standards by making such investigation of these
irrelevant matters.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. MapEs).,
from Wisconsin has expired.

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
to proceed for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Wisconsin?

There was no objection.

Mr. STAFFORD. Here we have an examination into skid
platforms. This, I wish to say in advance, does not provide
for any skids to have Members of Congress eliminated from
political life, If it did, we would perhaps exert urgent pro-
test against any outside agency becoming active in this way.
But it goes on to provide a standard for skid platforms wused
in conveying freightable matter.

I have had some little practical experience in theé six years
I have been out of this Chamber with business affairs, and
I have had oceasion to purchase some of these skid-platform
purveyors., There is no necessity to have any such investiga-
tion made by the Bureau of Standards to set up a national
standardization so far as skid platforms are concerned.

I could go on throughout the hearings with other similar
examples.

We are all concerned with home financing, and yet this
scientific bureau has very likely invaded the province of the

The time of the gentleman
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Department of Agriculture, overlapping their activities, by
making an investigation as to home finances.

They have even gone into the question of city planning and
zoning,

They are all interesting subjects of investigation, but I say
in all seriousness, this scientific bureau should not engage
itself in investigation of these little petty matters that pertain
more to some other branch of the Government than to the
Burean of Standards.

Mr. SHREVE. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STAFFORD. I will be pleased to yield.

Mr. SHREVE. For the information of the House I want to
say that these matters are outside of the committee—none of
this money for the Bureau of Standards is appropriated for
this purpose. A large number of scientific men are working
out plans similar to those that have been mentioned by the
gentleman from Wisconsin,

Mr. STAFFORD. In reply to the gentleman in charge of
the bill, who knows far better the scope of the bill than I do,
I direct his attention to page 152 of the hearings as to what
the Bureau of Standards accomplished during the years 1928
and 1929. I could cite many other instances, running from page
152 to page 166, where are listed the different things that I
have called attention to in the work the bureau has been en-
gaged in during the years 1928 and 1929,

Now, if the burean wants to degrade itself, to detract from
its scientific value to the industrial business of the country, let
them continue to give consideration to these minor little matters.

Mr. EETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition, and I
ask unanimous consent that I may proceed for 10 minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-
mous consent that he may proceed for 10 minutes. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman and members of the commit-
tee, my good friend from Wisconsin, who is certainly very
active in connection with this bill and usually does fine, con-
structive work, has made a serious mistake in this matter, and,
as we say, ‘ gotten off on the wrong foot.” He would not have
needed to indicate to the House that he is a bachelor and not
familiar with reference to dress patterns. I think that un-

familiarity is evident not only as to dress patterns but covers

all the works of this splendid division. I have asked for a few
minutes in order that I may present to you the value of
standardization, and, 1 hope, set the gentleman right, When
the gentleman is right he is very right, and when he is wrong
nobody can be “ wronger.,” [Laughter.] 1 think that has been
well demonstrated by his attitude toward this very meritorious
item in this bill.

In the first place, I have some intimate knowledge of the
work of this division, I have the honor and the pleasure of per-
sonal acquaintance with the man who is actively engaged in
the work to which the gentleman objeets.

In the first place, may I quiet the fears of my good friend, the
gentleman from Wiscongin, by assuring him that the Bureau
of Standards does not take up the work of standardization in
the first instance until the demand for such service comes from
industry itself? ;

About two years ago this new division was established in the
bureau in response to the general demand, and it is intended to
serve the needs of both producers and consumers in developing
and recording standards in various lines of industry as a basis
for everyday trade. Furthermore, the service provided by the
division of commercial standards is extended only upon written
request in order that there may be no possibility of Govern-
ment interference in business. That business is proceeding in a
thoroughly logical manner in asking this service is very gener-
ally recognized. In many instances the intensive competition in
the production and sale of many commodities and the conse-
quent desire to produce greater volume has resulted in lower
qualities, which in turn has acted as a boomerang on the indus-
try itself and to that degree has weakened the standard of that
commodity with the buying publie. BSpecifications agreed upon
by an entire industry as a basis for both production and market-
ing have served as a means of restoring the confidence of con-
sumers in various commodities thus adversely affected.

It certainly is clear to me that it is very much in the public
interest to see that waste is eliminated in the manufacture of
articles widely produced, and from the consumer's standpoint it
certainly seems a wise function of government to encourage
every movement that will improve the quality of commodities
generally used.

Right at this point it will be of much interest, I am sure, to
detail something of the procedure that is followed by the Bureau
of Standards in establishing a commercial standard for an
individual product. As stated a moment ago, the Burean of
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Standards does not take np the matter until a reguest comes
from the industry itself.

Following such a request from a representative group, pre-
Hminary meetings are held to select and prepare a specification
gatisfactory to that particular branch of the industry—pro-
ducers, distributors, or consumers, as the case may be. After a
specification has been selected or prepared as being satisfactory
to the proponent group, a large number of coples are prepared
and transmitted to all those directly concerned, including pro-
ducers, distributors, and consumers, for comment and criticism,
and accompanied by an invitation to a general conference to dis-
cuss the proposed commercial standard. Trade papers are also
furnished copies of the proposed commereial standard for com-
ment and criticism. Following the adjustments that naturally
might come from such a general conference and final adoption
by it of the commercial standard, it is sent out with the recom-
mendation that it will be made the standard practice, and that
the best efforts of the signer will be used in securing Its general
adoption. When a satisfactory majority of the producers,
judged by their volume of production, have approved this speci-
fieation, and there is no active opposition te it from any par-
ticular group, the specification is then published as a commercial
standard.

The advantage to consumers of these commercial standards
will be especially noted when it is remembered that under the
merchandising practice of the present time standard articles
constitute a very large part of retail trade. When consumers
learn that a certaln article bears the brand of a commercial-
standard article, they are assured that it measures up to a cer-
tain quality that has been agreed upon not only by the producers
of the particular article but also has been given most careful
consideration by the Bureau of Standards itself. When they go
to buy an article they have the pledge of the Government of the
United States that it conforms to a certain grade agreed upon.

Here is an illustration, and I again regret that my good Wis-
consin friend can not be expected to have much understanding
or information about it.

He would be about as wide of the mark as he Is in com-
menting on ladies' dress patterns, bachelor such as he Is.
Here is the direct information, and I want to present the exact
language of the burean on that particular point. I shall take
wall paper as an illustration of the procedure in various
lines. The bureau puts out a booklet entitled “ Wall Paper,
Commereial Standard, 16-20." That booklet has been recently
relensed @

WALL PAPER

The printed booklet entitled * Wall Paper, Commerclal Standard
C816-29," has recently been released. The booklet sets forth the mini-
mum quallty requirements for serviceable wall papers and establishes
standurd slzes and welghts.

The requirement of color fastness, together with adequate tests for
its determination, I8 one of the important features of the standard speci-
fication. Grounding, or conting, welght of stock for embossed papers,
and the manner of printing are among other points covered.

When wall paper Is made according to the commercial standard,
manufacturers may so label thelr products. The Wallpaper Amsocintion
of the United States of America has adopted a copyrighted label which
members are to use on all papers conforming to the standard. The
Inbel, which will appear on the back of wall-paper samples, reads as
follows :

“ The manufacturer guarantees this wall paper guaranteed to meet
requirements of United States commercial standard CS816-29, lssued by
United States Depurtment of Commerce,”

An abbrevinted form of thls guoaranty may also appear on the
selvage of the paper. This label should soon become the gulde post to
the purchaser of wall paper, giving assurance of satisfactory service
and providing a basis for reestablishing consumer confidence In this
important decorative material,

Without going into more detall in this connection, I should
like to have permission to extend my remarks by including
references to other commercial articles that have attained the
rank of a commercial standard, and I ask that permission at
this time.

The CHATRMAN.,

Without objection, it will be so ordered.
There was no objeetion.

Mr. KETCHAM. Mr. Chairman, in elosing my remarks may
1 just call attention again to the practical phase of it, which I
think that is very well summarized in this statement?

VALUE OF PRODUCTS AFFECTED BY COMMERCIAL STANDARDS

Census reports are available for only a few of the industrles which
have ndopted commercinl standnrds, and the latest figures available were
compiled before thelr adoption, but the flgures are indicative of the
magnitude of the industries now interested in the establishment of com-
mercinl standards.

LXXII—167

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

2641

Indusirial and domestic fuel oilst The commerclal standard covers
fuel oils uwsed for domestic heating and industrial heating and power
generation. Valoe of production in 1927, £357,631,083.

Stoddard solvent : This is a petrolenm distillate used by dry cleaners.
It is included under naphtha in the ¢ensus report. Value of production
in 1927, $068,948,123.

Wall paper: Value of production in 1927, $30,059,153.

Dress patterns: Value of prodoction in 1927, $13,782.356. Total for
four industries, $470,415,715.

BAVINGS EFFECTED THROUGH COMMERCIAL STANDARDS

Business savings from the use of commercial standards are Ilargely
Intangible, due to the fundamental nature of the benefits afforded, such
as Improved quulity of product, Inereased good will, customer gatisfac-
tion, stabilization of trade, ¢te. Hstimating a gaving of 2 per cent in
the value of production due to the applieation of commercial standards
to the four Industries listed above the financial benefits indicated are in
excess of §9,400,000.

From this statement it is clear that there is a saving and
financial benefit of at least $9.400,000, and this for an expendi-
ture of something like $75,000, which is subseribed by the
men who are directly interested. Let us not forget these pro-
ducers, distributors, as well as consumers are the people thus
directly interested in these various products as they are the ones
who take the initiative. Recall again that the Bureau of
Standards does not enter into any one of these arrangements
until a group of manufacturers gets together and requests that
it do so, and then it comes into the picture. When they get
together, then the specialists of the Bureau of Standards give
their advice and counsel, and then the matter is turned over to
the manufacturers themselves,

They agree upon these standards, and when they meet certain
conditions of the Bureau of Standards then this label of com-
mercial standard is allowed to be put on the product. I think
all of you, as practical men, realize the point of that. From
the consumers’ standpoint no debate is required. It is a worth-
while service, and 1 am surprised that our good friend, the
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Starrorp] should take a pot
shot at this particular item. In my opinion, he has gone very
wide of the mark of his usual constructive criticism. 1 ecom-
mend to him a further study of dress patterns and other items
where commercial standards have been published and when he
does come to the knowledge that a bachelor really ought to have
of dress patterns before he discusses it publicly, I am sure that
when this appropriation bill next comes up he will find himself
a warm advocate of the Bureau of Standards and a supporter of
this item. 1 sincerely trust mo modification of the item will
be made and no limitation of the appropriation be countenanced
for a moment. [Applause.]

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr, Chairman, the gentleman from Michi-
gan [Mr. KeroHam] has covered the subject so well that very
little can be added to it. I desire only to read to the committee
only one or two sentences covering the subjects which the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Srarrorp] believed to be not within
the scope of this scientific institution. Without in the slightest
intending to belittle the other bureaus of the Government pro-
vided for in this bill, my belief is that the Burean of Standards
is the most useful branch of the Government for which we ap-
propriate in this entire biil.

We have had so much experience in waste in this country,
especially in the early days, that it was absolutely necessary
that we now have a bit of standardization and have as much
efficiency and economy in production as is humanly possible in
order to compete with manufacturers of foreign countries, where
the standard of wage is so low. Take, for instance, this ques-
tion of dress patterns, which the gentleman from Wisconsin
ridicules. There was a time when every manufacturer of dresses
had bales of thousands and thousands of pounds of material
sold as waste at a fraction of a cent a pound. The dress in-
dustry is one of the big and important industries of this conntry.
It employs over half a million people. The matter of patterns
does not refer to style at all. It does not refer to color, It does
not even refer to the length of the skirt. It refers to the pat-
tern of the material. The research and resulis of the bureau
on this subject can be obtained from the hearings:

I read now from the hearings:

It will also tend to standardize the width of various types of plece
goods, since the width of woolens, sllks, and cotton recognized for pat-
tern layouts will be used as a basis for listing the guantity of material
required for each dress pattern.

Mr. Chairman, the saving of even a half of an inch a yard of
material on each dress means the saving of hundreds of thon-
sands of dollars to the dress industry, which, of course, reflects
into the cost of the dress to the ultimate purchaser,
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Then the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr., Starrorn] refers to
skids. Of course, skids in its political sense does not at all in-
terfere with the law of physics. Skids, politically speaking, are
a matter easily understood, and they do not require the study of
the Bureau of Standards.

Serviously, though, so important was the research made by the
Burcan of Standards in this connection that it will result in
enormous savings to railroads and shippers, which again is
bound to be to the benefit of the consumer. I will just read a
paragraph from the report concerning this work :

Estimates made by the standing committee on material handling in
general indicate that possible savings to the railways will amount to
$25,000,000 per year, and that savings to shippers and consignees
throughout the country will amount to four or five times this figure.
This program is known as simplified practice recommendation No. 95-28
and is avallable in printed form at the Goveroment Printing Office.

Nothing can be added to the impressive figures of the result
of the findings of research on the guestion of handling freight.
So much for skids.

So that here we have a burean where the industries of the
country may pool their difficulties at a low cost and have the
best scientific institution in the world at their disposal to make
the necessary investigations and obtain real results. The scien-
tific findings of this bureaun are daily being applied to every
industry in our country. Mr, Chairman, this is one of the most
useful branches of the American Government and is doing
excellent work. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Utilization of waste products from the land: For the survey of the
possibilities of the industrial utilization of waste products from the
land, including cooperation with colleges, other institutions, and manu-
facturers, including personal services in the District of Columbia and
in the field, §52,700.

Mr. COLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word,

The CHAIRMAN.
out the last word.

Mr. COLE. Mr, Chairman, the paragraph just read con-

The gentleman from Iowa moves to strike

tinues an appropriation for the utilization of what have become

known as waste farm products.

I want to thank the subcommittee, of which the gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sureve] is chairman and the genileman
from New Jersey [Mr. AckerMAN] a ranking member, for
the interest they have taken in this particular appropriation.
They were quick to grasp the possibilities of this utilization,
and it is now my pleasure to report to them and to the House
that these appropriations have brought substantial results.

I think it was four years ago when two men came from
Iowa on this mission, One of them was Dr. O. R. Sweeney,
head of the chemical and mining engineering department of
Iowa BState College, at Ames, Iowa, and the other was Dr.
Herman Knapp, then acting president of the college, I had
long known of Doctor Sweeney and his experimental work. I
had known that he had served in the World War as a chemist
and that in some useful experiment he had suffered injury to his
sense of hearing, a war disability honorably incurred. After
the war he plunged into the work of reclaiming the wastes of
the farms,

When he eame to Washington he called on me because he had
knowledge of my interest in similar chemical developments in
connection with corn sugar. He told me that in his limited
laboratory at Ames—a laboratory that the State of Iowa has
sinee inereased—he had gone as far as he could. He wanted
to know if Federal assistance could not be obtained. I listened
to his story, which read like a story from a fairy book, and
told him that I knew of one man who could understand him
better than I could, and who could help him, and that man was
Herbert Hoover, then Secrefary of Commerce. 1 picked up
the telephone and succeeded in making a connection with My,
Hoover. In a few words I explained to him what I wanted.
Mr, Hoover said, * Bring him over at onece,” and I think that
he added that he always liked to talkk to chemical and engi-
neering ‘‘ eranks.”

It was not necessary for Doctor Sweeney to speak at great
length to the Secretary of Commerce, Taking advantage of
the doctor’s deafness, Mr. Hoover turned to me and said, * He
speaks my language all right.,” Turning to Doctor Sweeney
he =aid, * How much money in your opinion will it take to put
the National Government back of your experiments?”
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“ Fifty thousand dollars,” the doctor replied, with character-
istic Towa modesty, and he added that he hoped he was not
asking too much.

“Your friend is modest enough,” Mr. Hoover whispered to me.
“ He might well ask for $500,000 if he can realize one-half of
his t;reams and not offend my sense of the financial proprie-
ties.

Secretary Hoover called his ecar and sent me with Doctor
Sweeney and Doctor Knapp fo call on the Director of the
Bureau of Standards, Dr. George K. Burgess. Doctor Burgess
needed even less time than Mr. Hoover to be convinced of the
merits in Doctor Sweeney’'s proposition. As a matter of faect,
Doctor Burgess himself had already given this matter extended
study, and in his preceding annual report he had devoted con-
siderable space to the consideration of these very same agricul-
tural wastes. Having the indorsement of Secretary Hoover
and of Director Burgess, both Mr. Hoover and myself presented
the matter to President Coolidge, who added his approval and
commended the matter to the consideration of the Bureau of the
Budget, where it was accepted as a proper appropriation.

There was only one more river to cross, and that was the
Appropriations Committee of the House, or, rather, the subcom-
mifttee, to which I have already paid my compliments. All of
the initial appropriation was not spent at Ames, for under
national law the benefits were distributed among colleges doing
similar work. The General Assembly of Iowa recognized the
participation of the National Government in the experiments at
Ames to the extent of appropriating $150,000 to erect a labora-
tory and to furnish equipment corresponding with the magnitude
and the importanee of the work to be carried on.

In this laboratory at Ames, aided by many assistants and by
experts of the Bureaun of Standards, Doctor Sweeney has worked
away, and is still working. He has developed many processes
which he has patented in the name of the State of Iowa, seeking
not wealth for himself but seeking to promote the welfare of
the agricultural people of the State and of the country. I know
personally that in the meantime he has received many tempting
offers from private corporations. They have held out to him
rewards in comparison with which his modest salary at the col-
lege is a mere bagatelle, If he had accepted any one of these
many offers, no business man could have blamed him. But he
was strong enough in his sense of service to the public to refuse
all such offers. Like a true man of science, he was content
with but little for himself, while he was dreaming of vast things
for the public. In the years to come I hope that he may have
a monument at Ameg or at the capital in Des Moines, 30 miles
away. But his best monument will be the work that he has
done, :

A few weeks ago announcement was made of the organiza-
tion of a strongly financed corporation—I think with a capital
of £1,000,000—with headquarters in Chicago for the utilization
of agricultural wastes, based on the discoveries and develop-
ments made by Doctor Sweeney. Among the men prominent in
this corporation is Hon. Frank O. Lowden, who hails from a
farm home in Hardin County, Iowa, not far from Ames College.

In the initial announcement is included the statement that the
corporation will seek to realize commercially the dreams of
Doctor Sweeney who will serve as a director and technical
adviser, but without giving up his useful work at the college,
One plant which will come under the control of this eorporation,
at Dubuque, Iowa, has already been in sueccessful operation,
prinecipally in the manufacture of wall board and other substi-
tutes for lumber,

The assembling of the stalks is one of the main problems to
be solved. This assembling must be done at as low a price as
possible, so that the products may be offered in competition with
the products of the lumber industry. I am informed that a
harvesting machine has been developed at Ames under the diree-
tion, or at least inspiration, of Doector Sweeney, that will
make it possible to assemble these stalks in an economical
manner,

I will not attempt to enlarge upon the uses that ean be and
that I believe will be made of these products that are now
largely going to waste. It is not too much to hope that in due
time the pulp of these stalks can be and will be substituted for
the wood pulp that we are now importing, I think to the extent
of around a quarter of a billion dollars’ worth annually in the
making of print and other papers, The possibilities are un-
limited, and the field is as wide as the United States.

Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to extend my remarks on this
subject and to include therein a letter I have received from
Doctor Sweeney.
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from lowa, to extend his remarks in the manner
indicated?

There was no objection.

DOCTOR SWEENEY'S LETTER TO ME. COLE
Hon, Cynesvs Coim,
House of Represomtatives, Washington, D. 0.

Dear Sime: 1 thought you would be interested to know, if you do not
already know, that the agricultural waste business Is developlng very
nicely, and g creating a very favorable lmpression due to its progress
throughout the State of Lowa.

We have recently collected enough eapltal to commercialize some of
these developmenis, and at the present time we are offering $10 a ton
for the cornstalks delivered at Dubugue. At this figure it is possible
for the farmer to make quite a litile money, By this time next year we
hope to have the collection problem so developed that this will be a very
materinl source of reyvenue. Due to the location of your district, farm-
ers there are shipping stalke to Dubuque, and the whole project is
moving along with, I think, considerable success.

1 wanted to drop you this letter to let you know that guite recently
we have Interested some splendid men representing good finance and
agricnlture, and the organization called National Cornstalk Processes
(Ine.), has been foated with a view to developing the discoveries
made here at Ames. I know of mo one who has been more helpful in
the project than you, and for that remson I wanted you to know about
it. I am not sure that the good people of Jowa really recognlze the
great importance of your help. Whenever I bave an opportunity,
however, you ecan believe me when 1 say that you get proper credit.

. . . - - . L]

1 hope that the Government help ean be continued, and the Bureaun
of Standards is going to ask again for the appropriation which you
got for us, and I hope that you ecan gtill feel yonr help should be
coming to us, and be on the lookout for that item In the Budget
when It comes before Congress,

The next time you are in Jowa I hope that we ecan arrange to go
down to Dubuque together, I know you would be pleased with the
splendid plant we bave in operation there, and I hope that the time
is not far off when Iowa will be dotted with just such structures. They
are doubling the furfural plant in Cedar Rapids, and we are driving
abead on furfural to try to make it a major chemical for use In the
country. I want to sece you before very long so I ean tell you first-
hand Just what developments are under way, and what the set-up is.

With my cordial best wishes to you, I am very truly yours,
0. R. BWERNEY,

Professor of Chemical Engincering Iowa State College.

Mr, SHREVE. The committee greatly appreciates the state-
ment which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr, Corr] has just
made, I recall the proposition which he brought to the atten-
tion of the committee four years ago, At that time we did
not fully realize that it was possible to obtain the results to
which he has just referred to, but we thought that something
good might come out of the investigation, I am glad we have
carried on those appropriations during these three or four
years, and I am dellghted to know that they have turned out to
the advantage of all the people of the country.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment is withdrawn. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Retired pay : For retired pay of officers and employees engaged in the
fleld service or on vessels of the Lighthouse Service, execept persons
continuously employed in district offices and shops, $324,000.

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves to strike
out the last word.

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, in this connection I would like
to ask any member of the committee what iz the gituation with
reference to lighthouse keepers who become incapaeitated in
this service—men who have not lost their status as employees,
but who have become permanently disabled. The case I have
in mind particularly is one where sometime ago one of the light-
house keepers became mentally deranged and was sent for treat-
ment to St. Hlizabeths Hospital here. The probabilities were
that he would never return to duaty; but during the time he was
undergeing treatment In the hospital he was put on the sus-
pended list and payment of salary was suspended; and as 1
recollect it he was not allowed to draw any retirement pay.
Has that situation been corrected, so that such employees can
now get retirement pay and also hospitalization?

Mr. ACKERMAN. I will say to the gentleman that so far as
that is concerned, 30 days’ annual leave is allowed, but no
provision is made to take care of cases of that kind.
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Mr. BRIGGS. I understand that it Is not uncommon for men
in the Lighthouse Service to suffer in a limited number of cases
from mental derangement. The difficulty for them is to sus-
tain themselves if they can mot have their salary; and yet I
understand the service is unable to pay them the retirement pay
w}milv they are being treated in a Government hospital and being
given an opportunity to recover. Something should be done
about it.

Mr. ACKERMAN. That is a matter that requires legisla-
tion, and the Committee on Appropriations can not handle it at
the present time,

Mr. BRIGGS. And legislation has not yet been provided to
cover that situation?
Mr. ACKERMAN,

Mr. BRIGGS,
amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Commutation of rations (not to exceed $1 per day) may be paid to
officers and crews of vessels of the Bureau of Fisheries during the
fiscal year 1931 under regulations prescribed by the Becretary of
Commerce,

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last two words.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York moves to
strike out the last two words,

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. I weonder if the generous
chairman of the committee will tell me what they are going
to do with this dollar a day as commutation of rations?

Mr., SHREVE. That is for food.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. A dollar a day for food?

Mr. SHREVE., Yes.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York.
not serious in saying that.

Mr. SHREVE. You know that is copsiderably more than
the Navy has,

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York.
legal rate of $7 a day?

Mr. SHREVE. This is simply on vessels, I will say to the
gentleman,

It has not been.
Mr, Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma

I hope the gentleman is

I thought we had a basie

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr, Chairman, I withdraw
the pro forma amendment,

The CHAIRMAN, The pro forma amendment is withdrawn.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

For the Commissloner of Patents and other personal gervices in the
District of Columbia, §3,474,930, of which amount $24,100 shall be
immediately available: Provided, That of the amount herein appro-
priated not to exceed $25,000 may be used for sgpecial and temporary
service of typists certified by the Civil Service Commission, who may
be employed in such numbers, at $§4 per diem, as may, in the judgment
of the Commissioner of Patents, be necessary to keep current the work
of furnishing manuscript coples of records.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama.
ment.,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. OLiver of Alabama: On page 93, line 18,
after the word * records,” strike out the period and insert the following
proviso : .

“ Provided further, That of the amount appropriated herein, the
sum of $220,380 shall not be available for use by the Patent Office
untll legislation pending before the Congress to amend section 476
and 4034 of the Revised Statutes, and seetion 1 of the trade-mark act
of February 20, 1905, as amended, shall be enacted into law.™

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, this amendment
was prepared by the committee and is submitted with their ap-
proval and has the approval of the legislative committee han-
dling patent matters. It was brought to our attention that the
legislative committee had unanimously reported a bill providing
reasonable increases in patent fees, the purpose being to provide
additional temporary employees and to add to the receipts of the
Patent Office so a8 to meet the expense incident to the employ-
ment of this temporary force. That bill will likely come before
the House next week. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr.
Vesrarl, who is in charge of the legislative bill, has been con-
sulted as to this proviso and gives his approval to it, Your com-
mittee felt we were proceeding in an orderly, businesslike way in
proposing this limitation.

Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
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It has always been understood, and the commiitee reporting
this legislation has felt that the Patent Office could well stand
a slight inerease in fees, such as the legislative committee has

- recommended.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is the Bureau of Patents
catching up with its work at all?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes; they are catching up, and this
will enable them to advance more rapidly. I yleld to the gentle-
man from Indiana.

Mr., VESTAL, Mr. Chairman, I might say in answer to the
gentleman from Washington that it is the purpose of the Patent
Committee to try and secure appropriations sufficient to employ
extra examiners, so that this bureau may be able to give reason-
able service to the applicants for patents, which it has not been
able to do in the last two years. The Appropriations Committee
has been very kind in giving us quite a good deal more of an
appropriation this year.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. How far behind is the Patent
Office work?

Mr. VESTAL. About 11 months.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.

Mr. VESTAL. Yes.

Mr. DYER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. DYER. I want to ask a question of either the chairman
of the Committee on Patents or the chairman of the subcommit-
tee, Can either of the gentlemen state the approximate amount
paid to examiners in the Patent Office?

Mr. SHREVE. I can answer the gentleman.
run from about $2,000 to about $6,600.

Mr. DYER. Are there a number receiving as much as $6,0007

Mr. SHREVIE. They will from now on.

Mr. DYER. So there is a substantial increase provided?

Mr. SHREVE. I think about 17. The intention of the com-
mittee was to increase those in the higher brackets.

Mr. DYER. As the gentleman perhaps knows a great part
of the work which these examiners ought to be able to do in
order to satisfy people is now going to the Court of Customs
and Patent Appeals. My information is that that work is taking
up a great part of the time of that court, and that it is getting
heavier all the time. My idea was that if you could provide
men who are competent and fully qualified to pass upon these
matters in the Patent Office it would avoid a great deal of this
work leaving the office on appeal.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. You will be interested to know
that our committee felt, in view of the study made by the legis-
lative committee, of which the gentleman from Indiana is
chairman, we should confer with him; such conference was had
and our committees are in full agreement as to what should be
done to relieve the situation in the Patent Office.

Mr. VESTAL. May I say this further, that within the last
three weeks examiners have been taken out of one grade and
placed in a grade higher so that they may receive from $5,600
to $6.000 a year.

Mr. DYER. That is very fine information,

Mr. VESTAL. Then we are expecting to have 110 addi-
tional examiners to take care of this work.

Mr. DYER. Gentlemen know, of course, that patent litiga-
tion is one of the most intricate and difficult parts of the
jurisprudence which comes before the courts. It often takes
weeks of the time of the court to try a single case because
there are so many technical matters and things to be con-
sidered and passed upon, and I was hoping that at some time
not too far in the future the Committee on Patents would bring
to us for consideration legislation to provide for a court of
patent appeals, so that the President might secure for that
court men who are specially fitted and well qualified to pass
upon such intricate and difficult matters. I think that eventu-
ally we must have such a court, and probably before very long.

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yleld in that par-
ticular?

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama, I yield.

Mr. STAFFORD. The thought suggested by the ranking
member of the Committee on the Judiciary [Mr. Dyer] calls to
mind the question that was brought up by President Taft as to
whether we should have specialized courts to try appellate mat-
ters or whether the appellate court should be one of general
jurisdiction to pass on all matters. During his administration,
at his urgent request, as many Members recall, Congress created
the Court of Commerce Appeals, The legislation was seriously
contested in the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce, of which I was then a member, under the leadership of
that great statesman, James R. Mann, and it was only by a
narrow majority of one that the bill was reported. This change

Will the gentleman yield?

It is about a year behind?

The salaries
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of one was the result, more or less, of pressure exerted from the
‘White House. It was seriously contended then that we should
have these specialized courts, Later on, after 10 or 12 years
of trial, this special appellate court was abolished. There
developed in practice serioug objections to a one-gided court.

I think the great vice in connection with our patent litigation
has been that we have had too poorly paid examiners, A pat-
ent of the United States does not have the value of a patent
issued, for instance, by Germany. It is only prima facie evi-
dence, when issuned by the United States, that it has patent-
ability. At present those charged with infringement of a patent
do not regard the patents issued by the United States Patent
Office as of any great value, and they go to the distriet court
and contest them, because the Patent Office has been go free in
the granting of such patents.

There have been many instances where patents have been
granted where such patents were not warranted by conditions,
and this is all traceable to the fact that we have not paid ade-
quate salaries to keep our examiners in office. They come out
of law school, go through this probationary period in the Patent
Office for four or six years, and then go out into private prac-
tice with the eclaimed prestige of having had this experience as
examiners of patents in the Patent Office at Washington. The
salary has not been alluring enough to retain good and compe-
tent men to pass judgment upon the intricacies of the matters
submitted, and I guestion very seriously whether the proposal
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dyer], though
it is worthy of consideration, to have a special court of patent
appeals, should be adopted, because it has been found by many
who have given serious thought to this question to be better to
have.our appellate courts of general jurisdiction rather than of
specialized jurisdiction,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OLIveR].

The'amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

For furniture and filing cases, $60,000.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word.

I would like fo ask the chairman of the subcommittee whether
this item of 60,000 is existing law or whether this appropriation
is in addition to existing law, and I will tell the gentleman why
I ask the question.

The last time I had occasion to go to the Patent Office, price-
less patent records were thrown all over the place. There were
no conveniences there for housing them, and if they were lost
they eould not be duplicated. I called the attention of the chair-
man last year to this item, and the gentleman said it was being
taken care of, and I would now like some information about it.

Mr. SHREVE. Yes; we are appropriating about $60,000 a
year for the purpose of taking care of these flling cases, and this
is about all they can absorb each year. The work is going along
now in fine shape, and I think if the gentleman will pay another
visit to this office he will find a different situation,

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Then these records will be
protected against fire?

Mr. SHREVE. Yes; they are all fireproof flling cases.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn,

The Clerk read as follows: -

Helium plants: For helium production and conservation, including
aequisition of hellum-bearing gas land or wells by purchase, exchange,
leage, or condemnation, or interest in such land or wells, the purchase,
lease, construetion, or modification of plants, pipe lines and accessories,
compressor stations, camp buildings, and other facilities for the produc-
tion, transportation, storage, and purification of helium and helium-
bearing gas, including acquisition of sites and rights of way therefor, by
purchase, lease, or condemnation, and including supples and equip-
ment, expenses of travel and subsistence, maintenanee and operation of
motor-propelled passenger-carrying vehicles, and all other necessary
expenses, including not to exceed $6,5600 for personal services in the
District of Columbia, and Including the payment of obligations incurred
under the contract authorization earried under this heading in the
Department of Commerce appropriation act for the fiscal year 1930,
$306,190 : Provided, That in addition thereto the unexpended balance of
the appropriation made under this heading for the fiscal year 1930 Is
reappropriated and made available for the above purposes for the fiseal
year 1931 : Provided further, That no part of the appropriation hereln
made may be expended except with the approval of the President:
Provided further, That the Secretary of Commerce may, with the ap-
proval of the President, enter into contracts incurring additional obli-
gations not in excess of $500,000, and his action In so doing shall be
deemed a contractual obligation of the Federal Government: Provided
further, That the acquirement of leases, gites, and rights of way under
terms customary in the oll and gas industry, including obligations to
pay reantal in advance and to pay damages to lands, crops, or structures
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arising out of the Government’s operations, s authorized : Provided
further, That should valuable products other than hellum-bearing gas
be discovered in wells acquired or driiled for hellum-bearing gas under
this appropriation the Secvetary of Commerce Is authorized to provide
for the disposal of sald wells or the products therefrom, by the con-
tracts voder which the property is acguired, or otherwise, in accordance
with the Interests of the Government therein and in the maoner which,
in his opinlon, s most advantageous to the Government.

Mr. EATON of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out
the last word. I desire to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr, Sareve] whether in the appropriation of $£232.000 for oil,
gus, and oil shale investigations, as shown on page 99 of the
printed bill, there is included a continuation of the $6,000 ap-
propriation for such work at the University of Colorado in con-
nection with the United States Government Bureau of Mines,

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, for the information of the
gentleman, I will say that the committee has carried this item
in exactly the same amount, $232,000, as last year, and last
year this operation was carried on in conjunetion with the Uni-
versity of Colorado, I have no knowledge of it being proposed
not to continue it this year, and in fact it is the recommenda-
tion of the committee that it be continued. I feel satisfied that
the work will go on the same as it has in the past.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
pro forma amendment.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I think, as a matter of fact,
part of this hellum provision is subject to a point of order,
but I am not going to raise it,

I simply want to call the committee’s attentlon to this fact:
I have read the hearings, and the policy of the committee is to
expand helium development through the Bureau of Mines for
the purpose of furnishing helium to the Navy and the Army.
1 have no fault to find with the committee, in trying to save as
much money for the Government as it ean, but under the basie,
fundamental, orgunic law dealing with helium it was contem-
plated that this business would go into the hands of private in-
dividuals and that the Government, through its Bureau of
Mines, would ascertain from time to time whether or not pri-
vate industry was selling the helium to the Navy and the Army
at reasonable prices; and if not, they would buy it from the
Government,

Now, the committee has taken the position that they are
going to let the Bureau of Mines take over all the belium
available, In Potter County, Tex., they have bought some
26,000 acres of land and are supposed to take on 23,000 acres
more to establish a supply for 260 years.

That is all well and good as far as it goes, but the proposi-
tlon here, as I understand it, is to take it out of private hands.
You will not let us export helium. Helium is produced in the
State of Colorado to a greater percentage than in any other
wells discovered yet.

If the private industries of the country can have a chance
to live and develop for domestic needs, although we can not
ghip it out, there are many uses for that gas, especially in the
development of the great Zeppelins, which they want to develop
in order to have successful air service.

I am not going to quarrel with the committee,

The committee has its own ideas and itz own rights, but I
call its attention to the fact that the organie law proposed that
private individuals should handle the matter, and the Govern-
ment stay out, except that they would go on and develop it to
see if they could extract it at a cheaper price.

I am sorry that my friend the late gentleman from Massa-
chusetts, Mr. Frothinghan, is not here. He was the leader in
the adoption of the law relative to helilum. In the passage of
that bill, in the debate, the position was taken that it was for
private industry,

We are trying to get ships into private hands, and we pro-
ceed on every other theory to get business into private hands,

I am calling this to the attention of the House because the
policy has been to increase the activity of the Bureau of Mines,
They are expending and have got it where they are furnishing
more than the Navy can take. I do not blame the committee
that the Navy should be where it can buy the cheapest, but I
call attention to the fact that you will not give private industry
a chance to develop this great resource that we have in this
country.

The CHAIRMAN.

Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.
The Clerk read as follows:

During the fiseal year 1931 the head of any department or inde-
pendent establishment of the Government having funds available for
scientifie Investigations and requiring cooperative work by the Bureau
of Mines on scientific investigations within the scope of the functions of
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that bureau and which it is unable to perform within the limits of its
appropriations may, with the approval of the Secretary of Commerce,
trausfer to the Burean of Mines such sums as may be necessary to carry
on such investigations. The Secretary of the Treasury shall transfer on
the books of the Treasury Department any sums which may be author-
ized hereunder, and such amounts shall be placed to the credit of the
Bureau of Mines for the performance of work for the department or
establishment from which the transfer is made: Provided, That any
sums transferred by any department or independent establishment of
the Government to the Bureau of Mines for cooperative work in connee-
tion with this appropriation may be expended in the same manner as
sums appropriated herein may be expended.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr, Chalrman, I move to
strike out the last word. I want to ask the chairman if this is
new legislation?

Mr, SHREVE. No; it has been carried for some time—10
years at least.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I withdraw the pro forma
amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

CONTINGENT EXPENSES, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

For contingent and miscellaneons expenses of the offices and burenus
of the department, for which appropriations for contingent and miscel-
laneous expenses are not specifically made, Including the purclinse of
stationery, furniture, and repairs to the same, carpets, matting, oilcloth,
file cases, towels, ice, brooms, soap, sponges, laundry, street-car fares,
not exceeding $200; lighting and heating; purchase, exchange, main-
tenance, and repalr of motor cycles and motor trucks; purchase, ex-
change, maintenance, and repair of a motor-propelled passenger-carrying
vehicle, to be used only for official purposes; freight and express
charges; newspaper clippings not to exceed $1,800, postage to foreign
countries, telegraph and telephone service, typewriters, adding ma-
chines, and other labor-saving devices; purchase of law books, books of
reference, newspapers, and periodicals, for which payment may be made
in advance; not exceeding $3,650; in all, $55,500; and in addition
thereto such sum as may be necessary, not in excess of $13,500, to
facilitate the purchase, through the central purchasing office as pro-
vided In the act approved June 17, 1010 (U, 8, C., title 41, sec, 7), of
certaln supplies for the Immigration Service, shall be deducted from the
appropriation “ Expenses of regulating immigration ™ made for the fiscal
year 1931 and added to the appropriation “ Contingent expenses, De-
partment of Labor,” for that year; and the total sum thereof shall be
and constitute the appropriation for contlngent expenses for the Depart-
ment of Labor, to be expended through the central purchasing office
(Division of Publications and Supplies), Department of Labor: Pro-
vided, That expenditures from appropriations contained in this act for
the maintenance, upkeep, and repair, exclusive of garage rent, pay of
operator, foel, and lubricants, on any one motor-propelled passenger-
carrying vehicle used by the Department of Labor shall not exceed
one-third of the market price of & new vehicle of the same make or
class, and In any case not more than $500: Provided, That section
3709 of the Revised Statutes of the United States shall not be con-
strued to apply to any purchase or service rendered for the Department
of Labor when the aggregate amount involved does not exceed the sum
of $50.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr., Chairman, T move to
amend on page 108, line 13, by striking out the figures * 1,800 "
and inserting the figures “ 1,300."

The CHAIRMAN. The Olerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. Joaxsox of Washington : Page 108, line 13, strike
out the sign and figures “ $1,800 " and insert sign and figures “ 1,300."

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Mr. Chairman, this item is
for eclippings from newspapers not exceeding $1,800. The
amendment proposed reduces it to $§1,300. If that should be car-
ried, I will offer an amendment at the bottom of the next page
to increase the sum from $240,000 for printing to $240,500.
That is so in the hope the department can print enough of the
copies of the laws and regulations in relation to immigration
to supply the Members of the House with what they need, as
well as supply the requests from lawyers and others.

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, we will accept the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Washington.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Printing and binding : For printing and binding for the Department

of Labor, including all its bureaus, offices, institutions, and services
loeated in Washington, District of Columbla, and elsewhere, $240,000,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the
following amendment, which I send to the desk.
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. JounsoN of Washington: Page 108, line
24, strike out * $240,000" and insert in lien thereof * $240,500, of
_ which $500 shall be available at once.”

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. This is the amendment that
is a companion to the other one.

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, the committee will accept the
amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment,

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

Traveling expenses of special agents and employees ; experts and tem-
porary assistance for fleld service outside of the District of Columbia, to
be paid at the rate of not exceeding $8 per day; personal services in
the District of Columbiz not to exceed $30,500, including also temporary
atatistieal clerks, stenographers, and typewriters in the District of
Columbia, to be selected from eivil-service registers, the same person
to be employed for rot more than six consecutive months; traveling
expenses of officers and employees, purchase of periodicals, documents,
envelopes, price quotations, and reports and material for reports and
bulletins of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, $88,000,

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer the
following amendment, which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. JorxsoN of Washington: Page 110, line
15, strike ont “ $88,000 " and insert in lleu thereof * §80,000.”

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, that is an
increase of $2,000.

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, we have already increased
that item $2,000 in anticipation of the wants and requirements
of the department. I think we ought not to be asked to give
more.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If the gentleman is satisfied
that $88,000 is enough to take care of the statistics, very well,
but I believe that Congress itself will soon be ealling for many
additional statistics from the Department of Labor.

Mr, SHREVE. We gave them $2,000 over and above the
bureau estimates,

Mr. JOHNSON
July 1?

Mr. SHREVE. Yes.

Mr. O’CONNELL of New York. This is all the department
asked for?

Mr. SHREVE.
for.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to withdraw the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will be
withdrawn, and the Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Regulating Immigration : For enforcement of the laws regulating
immigration of aliens into the United Btates, including the contract
labor laws; cost of reports of decisions of the IFederal courts, and
digests thercof, for the use of the Commissioner General of*Immigra-
tion ; salaries and expenses of all officers, clerks, and employees ap-
pointed to enforce said laws, including not to exceed $213,300 for per-
sonil services and temporary employees in the District of Columbia,
together with persons authorized by law to be detalled for duty at
Washington, D. C.; traveling expenses; c¢are, detention, maintennnce,
and transportation of aliens Incident to deportation as authorized by
law, to, through, or In foreign countries; enforcement of the provislons
of the act of February 5, 1017, entitled “An act to regulate the immi-
gration of aliens to and the residence of aliens in the United States,”
and acts amendatory thereof and In addition thereto (U, 8. C,, title 8,
secs. 101-839; T. 8. C. Bupp. III, title 8, secs. 102-298) ; necessary
supplies, including exchange of typewriting machines, alterations and
repairs, and for all other expenses authorized by said act; preventipg
the unlawful entry of aliens into the United States by the appolntment
of suitable officers to enforce the laws in relation thereto; expenses of
returning to China all Chinese persons found to be unlawfully in the
United States, including the cost of Imprisonment and actual expenses
of conveyance of Chinese persons to the frontier or seaboard for depor-
tation ; refunding of head tax, maintenance bills, and Immigration fines
apon presentation of evidence showing conelusively that collection was
made through error of Government officers; all to be expended under
the direction of the Secretary of Labor, §8,850,000: Provided, That
$1,768,400 of this amount shall be avallable only for coast and
labor-border patrol: Provided further, That the purchase, exchange, use,
mainténance, and operation of motor vehicles and allowances for horses,
including motor vehicles and horses owned by immigration officers
when used on official business required in the enforcement of the immi-
gration and Chinese exclusion laws outside of the District of Columbig

of Washington. For the year beginning

It is $2,000 more than the department asked
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may be contracted for and the cost thereof paid from the appropria-
tion for the enforcement of those laws, under such terms and condi-
tions as the Secretary of Labor may prescribe: Provided further, That
not more than $165,000 of the sum appropriated herein may be ex-
pended in the purchase and maintenance of such motor vehicles, and
of such sum of $165,000 not more than $125,000 shall be available for
the purchase and maintenance of motor vebicles for coast and land-
border patrol.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr., Chairman, I offer the
following amendment, which I send to the desk.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, JomnsonN of Washington: Page 112, line
4, strike put “ $8,850,000 " and insert in lieu thereof * $8,950,000."

Mr., JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman and gentle-
men of the committee, if this amendment shall prevail it will
add $100,000 to the lump sum for the enforcement of all of the
immigration laws in detail, deportation, and so on, covered in
the page and a half of the bill just read. If that should be
agreed to, I shall then offer an amendment in the next line strik-
ing out “ $1,868,440" and insert in lieu thereof * §1,968,440,” so
that the $100,000 shall be for the coast and land border patrol
for immigration purposes. I do not care to take the time of the
committee to show the need for that. Let me say, however, that
the whole Labor Department now comes within about
$1,000,000 or so of being supported by the income from immi-
gration and naturalization activity. At one time the whole
Immigration Service was more than self-supporting, but the
restrietion of immigration and the setting up of the immigration
border patrol changed the situation. The whole appropriation
in Title IV, Department of Labor, is about $12,000,000 plus.
The amount in this bill for the whole immigration section of
the Department of Labor is preoposed to be $8,850,000 for the
next fiscal year. Immigration activities are more than three-
fourths of the cost of the department. I spoke of the income.
I desire to call attention to this so-called registry, which is a
registry of those who lived here prior to June 3, 1921, and who
make application, is getting under way slowly. That is the aet
of March 4 last. The machinery was very slow in getting under
way for want of money. Some money had to be used in ad-
vance, 8o out of the money about to be appropriated and noted
as an increase $200,000 is already gone in setting up the machin-
ery for the so-called registry, which brings in $20 for each
person who was here prior to June 3, 1921, who applies to get
his record square. Suppose 20,000 people from now on to the
end of this next fiscal year apply.

That would amount to $400,000 additional income. Naturali-
zation is still going on at a pretty good rate, in spite of greatly
inereased fees, which began to be charged after July 1, last.
Just before the last Congress adjourned the fee for full natu-
ralization was raised from $5 to $20. The $20 is not all paid
at one time.

Mr., O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.  Yes,

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Was not that provided for in
the last Budget for the additional expense?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, I think not, Of course, I do
not get exact ingide information as to the expenditure of all
of the money appropriated, but $200,000 appropriated for other
purposes is gone for the registry purpose.

Mr. O’CONNELL of New York. If we enacted this new legis-
lation, surely we made an appropriation for it?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. No, It was right at the end
of the Congress. There was no appropriation. It is the act
of March 4, 1929, For some reason it was not thought ad-
visable to place the sum in a deficeney bill last fall during the
extra session.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. The gentleman
familiar with naturalization matters than I,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Perhaps with certain of the
newer laws, but probably not nearly so well posted on details
of appropriations as the gentleman from New York. We are
appropriating now for the fiseal year beginning July 1 next,
and $200,000 of what we are appropriating is already gone,

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. I thought perhaps we had
already appropriated for it in the previous Budget,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. No: and besides when we
reach July 1 more money will be gone, although still more will
be coming into the Federal Treasury from naturalization
sources.

Mr. SHREVE, Mr. Chairman, there is an item now pending
before the deficiency committee of $350000 to cover the item
the gentleman has in mind. We can not agree with the zen-
tleman from Washington, much as we would like to. We have
increased the appropriation for regulation of immigration by

is more
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$£885,000. The $350,000 now pending before the deficiency com-
mittee will make a very large and substantial sum, one that
we feel they can get along with very easily. Another thing, we
must take into consideration the faet of the proposed consoli-
dation of several activities, I think for the present you will see
that we are appropriating all of the money that we should.
Later on, if these consolidations go on, we will probably bring
it before the deficiency subcommittee again, and we ghall en-
deayor to carry on the service in good, first-class style.

Mr, OLIVER of Alabama. In other words, the apprehension
of the gentleman from Washington [Mr. Jorxsox] has been
fully met. We will provide not only needed deficiencies, but
for the fiscal year 1931 we are appropriating an amount suffi-
clent to cover what will be provided for as a deficiency and
adding thereto.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Washing-
ton [Mr. Jounsox] has expired.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington,
minutes additional time.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Washington ?

There was no objection.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington., I have not the time to read
into the Recorp the increases made by the committee over the
estimates of the Budget. Increases have been made; that much
has lwen gained, and I congratulate the committee, But,
roughly speaking, the appropriations are, in a round way, only
half of what was asked for by the department for the immi-
gration border patrol. Now, about the proposed unified border
patrol. All Members know that new legislation comes slowly,
even when badly needed, and a unified border patrol gystem is
not likely to be set up for some time. Our committee has had
bills for that purpose before it for three or four years. We
have given it a great deal of study. Take just one question—as
to whether these men will be enlisted in a military system.
Quite u problem. Will the men in the proposed military system
have rations provided? A great deal of testimony is available
in the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. Each
Member of Congress will receive from the Immigration Com-
mittee to-morrow a digest of the different statutes which apply
at the borders. It is worth looking at, in view of the proposed
legislation.

Now, Mr. Chairman, when Congress raises the naturalization
fee and sets up a new system of registration whereby a good
sum of money Is derived from it, the least that can be done is
to provide adequate appropriations for the border patrol. At
present, in one instance, at a key point on the morth border,
for the covering of a distance of 80 or 90 miles, but few guards
are furnished. In that one small State a great many smuggled
fmmigrants are being run through. It is an imposgible task to
prevent it with the present force that is provided. How many
Members know that it is the Immigration Service that now plays
a great hand in preventing the smuggling of lignor and mer-
chandise?

Mr. SHREVE., This committee, some years ago, made a trip
on the border, and we were delighted to see the kind of men
who were carrying out the laws there. We did not find the
conditions such as the gentleman from Washington has men-
tioned, Up in the State of Vermont, where it is gaid that many
violations of the law occur, they assisted us in every way to
ascertain the facts. Now, really, we feel that we have appro-
priated all that we should, because the Budget Bureau put
strong pressure before the committee. I believe that the appro-
priations that we have provided should stand until the time
when the border patrol is extended. We shall be in session
next fall,

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington. This appropriation, so I
understand, does not inerease the border patrol by one man, Here
is the gentleman from Vermont himself [Mr, Gmsoxs], and he
ean tell you about the conditions on the Vermont border. Of
course, I am almost single handed here, and if the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union can not see the true
gituation, I realize the hopelessness of budging those who are
urged, on both sides of the House, to stand by the committee.
I think this is the last appeal I shall make for the immigration
border patrol,

Mr. SHREVE. The gentleman says this 1s the last appeal he
will make for an Increased border patrol?

Mr, JOHNSON of Washingion. Yes. If this addition to the
lump sum is granted I shall then move that this increase of
$100,000 be used for the extension of the border patrol. We
need increases every year.

The CHATRMAN. The question Is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from Washington,

Mr. Chairman, I ask for five
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‘The question was taken, and the Chalrman announced that
the noes appeared to have it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington,
division.

The CHAIRMAN.
a division.

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 9, noes 17.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr., Chairman, I object to
the vote on the ground that a quorum is not present.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will state that that does not
affect the vote in Committee of the Whole.

Mr, STAFFORD, Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If I am permitted to do so,
Mr. Chairman, I will ask for tellers,

The CHAIRMAN, Tellers are demanded.

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr.
Sareve and Mr. Jorssox of Washington to act as tellers.

The CHAIRMAN. Those who favor the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Washington will pass between the
tellers and be counted.

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes
9, noes 70,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.
the point of no guorum.

Mr. DICKSTEIN., Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

The CHATRMAN,
nized for five minutes,

Mr. DICKESTEIN. Mr. Chairman and members of the com-
mittee, this is one time when I agree with the gentleman from
Washington [Mr. Joansox], chairman of the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization. It seems to me he is well qualified
to advise the Committee of the Whole as to certain problems
that confront him daily in the committee hearings. I hope the
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations will give study to
some of the problems which confront the Committee on Immigra-
tion and Naturalization daily, some of the problems that we
can not answer or attempt to solve because of lack of sufficient
funds in that department to carry on the work.

1 might not agree with the gentleman that an appropriation
of §100,000 is going to do the very thing he thinks it is going
to do. I do not agree with & number of Members of the House
that they are going to put the fear of God into every criminal
and stop erime. COrime will dontinue after all of us are gone,
and there is not enough money to wipe out erime.

But let me call your attention to something more in this pro-
vision. In Mareh, 1929, the Congress of the United States
passed a law legalizing persons fllegally in the United States.
Technically there was no record of their entry, and thousands
of these men and women married American citizens; they have
American families; they want to be part and parcel of us; they
want to stand and underiake the burdens of citizenship, but
we could not give it to them. We passed a law March 3, 1929,
authorizing the legalization of these persons up to June 3, 1921,
but what money have we appropriated to carry out this provi-
sion of law? To-day there are thousands of applications ‘on file
of these men and women who present themselves for examina-
tion and establish their status in the United States, but we
have no machinery and we have no money sufficient to carry
out this measure. If we had enough money and machinery, we
could legalize all persons who are law-abiding, who are men and
women of good standing In their communities and onece and for
all clean house.

At the present time and at the rate you are going, if you are
squabbling about a few dollars and appropriating $400,000,000
for the eighteenth amendment, you might as well turn over the
whole Treasury of the United States of America, and yet you
can not enforce the eighteenth amendment—but this is a law
you can enforce and make people respect the country and the
roof that they live under. Give them an opportunity onece and
for all to settle in the land of liberty. At the present time you
have no means to do so, because of the lack of a few dollars,
but you are throwing away millions of dollars, even billions of
dollars, for something that you can not at the present time, and
for many years to come, enforce.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, DICKSTEIN. Yes. »

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington., The law the gentleman
speaks of passed just at the close of the last session of Congress.
It provided a fee of $20 and applies to those here up until June,
1921. About 1,500 or 2,000 cases have been acted upon and there
are 18,000 awaiting action. It is a slow process at best. It
takes a week to examine the records submitted by the candi-

Mr, Chairman, I ask for a

The gentleman from Washington asks for

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw

The gentleman from New York is recog-
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date, who pays $20 for a chance to get a square footing in the
United States, and he must have been here prior to 1921.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. The gentleman is right.. Not alone that,
but it must be borne in mind, as the chairman of the Tmmigra-
tion Committee well said, that the fees derived from this busi-
ness will be more than sufficient to maintain this department;
but at the same time it is like every other business—you have
got to have some capital to start the ball rolling. If we are
going to pass laws and make no appropriation and make the
favorite child of this House the eighteenth amendment, we
might as well close up shop and let a handful of men control
the situation. Why can we not turn around and give respect
to other laws which we pass in the Congress of the United
States, just as we do the eighteenth amendment and the Vol-
stead Act? I say to you that if a man has been here for 20
years and you give him fhe right to be a citizen, why not do it
now? Why give him a merry-goround for the next four or five
years, which will be the case at the rate you are making appro-
priations? I say, furthermore, that laws of this kind, if you
will put them info forece, will bring contentment in all com-
munities—in the big cities, on the farms, and in the country.
Incidentally, let me call the attention of the committee to the
fact that the act which legalizes all entries up to June 3, 1921,
should be amended so as to include all those who came to the
United States prior to July 1, 1924, My bill, H. R. 6852, covers
the situation. This bill has the approval of the Commissioner
General of Immigration and I believe it has the approval of all
right-thinking men and women of this country.

Congider this situation. Under our deportation laws we can
not deport any of the aliens who arrived here prior to July 1,
1924, The limitation period of five years have elapsed under
section 19 of the immigration act of 1917 under which they
could have been deported prior to July 1, 1929.

1 can not see any intelligent reason why people should be per-
mitted to roam at large in this country, engage in their regnlar
business without interference from the immigration authorities,
and yet, even though they be of excellent character and have
married American women and have raised American families,
they can never reap the advantage of their Americanization
by becoming American citizens of this country and become ac-
tive in the management of its affairs and contribute to its wel-
fare. They have become men without a country and yet we
associate with them in our daily life and in business and, in
some cases, they employ hundreds of men in their industries,
which makes this country an ottstanding factor in the world.

If we are having trouble getting appropriations for legaliza-
tions up to that time, what will happen with the very persons
I now speak about? As a matter of fact the fees imposed upon
them for legalization will more than offset the expense of con-
ducting the necessary investigations and I predict a surplus
will be left in the Treasury of the United States so that mo
money is taken from the Treasury for the purpose of enforcing
the law already passed or which we contemplate passing so as
to put everyone on an equal basis.

As an illustration, the Labor Department has received fees
which we increased a year ago, which has brought into the
Treasury enough money almost to run the whole department
except for $1,000,000 and, as time goes on, additional fees will
be procured which will make a surplus of income from this
revenue alone. Surely, Congress should take some judicial
notice of that fact as this is practically the only department
that can make a showing of this kind and is not a drain on
the Publie Treasury. On the contrary, it may result in a
reduction of general taxes from its revenue.

While I am on the floor discussing this important guestion
may I call attention of Congress to a number of bills that are
now pending before the Committee on Immigration which I
hope will soon be reported out for action to the House, and
which will bring about a house cleaning and a better under-
gtanding amongst our alien population in the United States.

I am mindful of the fact that the Menrbers of the House
have many important questions confronting them daily and
are sometimes unable to acquaint themselves with these human
problems, but I think the time has come when we must brush
other matters aside and settle this immigration problem so
that we nray bring happiness to American citizens who are hav-
ing great difficulty in bringing together their immediate families
because of our immigration ldws.

I am not urging an open door at this time, nor do I contend
that we should let in more people than we can absorb; but
the people I am referring to are the fathers and mothers of
American citizens who should be exempt from the quota, as
under the present law we merely grant them a preference—
which means nothing in some countries. They should be per-
mzitted to come in without any quota limitation.
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I also have a bill pending which deals with exemption from
the quota of husbands of American citizens. Formerly you en-
acted a bill giving the husband the right to bring in his wife
and minor children, but you deprive the woman citizen from
bringing in her husband. We contend that we are giving the
American woman the same equal rights as citizens of the United
States by the nineteenth amendment, Just think of it. Here
we have the nineteenth amendment giving equal suffrage to men
and women, nevertheless, by an act for which you voted in
1924 and 1928, you say in so many words by your vote, that
you will not permit an American girl to marry a foreign hus-
band. If she does, it is at her own peril, and while he is to be
in a preference class, this preference, as has been pointed
out, may and may not mean anything. How can you answer
that to your constituents?

1 therefore respectfully appeal to the Appropriations Com-
mittee not to limit its activities to the enforcement of the eight-
eenth amendment which brought about more discontent and cor-
ruption and disregard and disrespect for the law than anything
ever passed by this or any other Congress. If you do make ap-
propriations for the Department of Labor, see to it that they
are adequate, and that it should permit the department to carry
on its important work and laws which can be enforced as they
were intended.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York
has expired.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
two words. The gentleman from Washington [Mr., JorNsoN]
has referred to the situation existing along the northern border
of the State of Vermont and has said that that is a great
funnel through which flows many violations of law. That is
true,

What is the situation? We have 90 miles of border along
the Canadian front. We have in that 90 miles 59 traveled
roads coming from Canada. To the east of us New Hampshire
has one, and further to the east Maine has one in 150 miles,
Therefore, for 200 miles there are only two traveled roads from
(Canada to the east of us until you arrive near the New Bruns-
wick border of the State of Maine. I have one county in my
district with over 30 traveled roads crossing into Quebec.
For the 59 roads we have a border patrol of 12, The chairman
of the subcommittee [Mr. SHREVE] has referred to his trip to
our State, I presume he will remember his visit to North
Troy.

Mr. SHREVE.
the gentleman.

Mr. GIBSON. Of course, the gentleman knows, if he has
the gituation there in mind, that we have 12 roads right around
North Troy coming in from Canada. At the present time for
those 12 roads we have one immigration patrol. The result
is that there is a great amount of smuggling of aliens, narcoties,
and of liguor. The amount of liguor that is smuggled down
through our State is tremendous. My State has become the
great rum-running avenue for the rest of New England and the
eastern part of this country, by reason of its geographical
situation.

Now, the border immigration patrol is doing a wonderful
work., It is made up of men of a high degree of intelligence;
they are industrious; they know their work and they are honest.
It is a specialized service, more so than any of the other border
gervices, because the men who are dealing with immigration
require a special knowledge of the laws and must use care
and excellent judgment in the performance of their duties, I
have every good word of commendation for that high class
of men who are stationed along our northern bordef, both in
the immigration and customs services.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GIBSON. Yes,

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. The gentleman would not
favor and recommend an appropriation that would put some
officer on each one of these 59 roads, would he?

Mr. GIBSON. I do not see any other way to fully enforce
the laws of this country.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. GIBSON. Yes,

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the genfleman be good enough fo
advise the House how many miles of border he has on the
Clanadian side, starting with Rouses Point?

Mr. GIBSON. I think there are about 15 miles in addition
to what I have given you, and that would make about 105
miles on the border from Rouses Point east to the New Hamp-
ghire line.

Mr. DICKSTEIN.
miles?

With a great deal of pleasure, I will say to

Independent of the one hundred and some
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Mr. GIBSON. Oh, no. We have 90 miles along the border
and then, I think, from our State line to Rouses Point is about
15 miles.

8o it is a condition that confronts us.
there that ought to be plugged up.

Mr. Chairman, I have in my office petitions sgigned by 500
Yermont citizens residing along the Canadian border, mer-
chants, city officials, men of the highest standing, praying that
something may be done by the Congress to bring about better
enforcement of the Inw, The trouble is not with the law or the
laws; the trouble s we have not a sufficient border patrol or a
sufficient number of men engaged along the border in the en-
forcement of the laws of this country.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Has the gentleman presented these facts
to the Wickersham commission with respect to the amount of
Hguor being smuggled into this particular territory?

Mr. GIBSON. Not yet; but I expect to do so.

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Does not the gentleman think it is very
important to advise the commission of those facts?

Mr. GIBSON. Yes. .

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn.,

Mr, OSIAS, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word,

Mr. Chalrman and members of the committee, I offer no
apology in rising ut this time when we are in the midst of a
discussion of the problem of labor and immigration.

This is a question which is intimately related with the
American-Philippine problem. I do not say Philippine problem,
but American-Philippine problem, because it is my sincere hope
that more and more we may recognize the fact that the Philip-
pine phase has an intimate bearing upon every important
problem presented for solution before the Congress of the United
States meriting the thoughtful consideration of the Members,

Just now in the Philippine Islands the people are in the
throes of suffering because of the benumbing effect of economic
and political uncertainty, If the people of this country have
sulfered, economically speaking, because of the uncertainty of
the pending tariff guestion, the Filipino people have suifered
more than the American people can ever suffer, because this
uncertainty is aggravated by the distance between the United
States and the Philippine Islands and the lack of familiarity
on the part of our people, similar to that which exists here, with
what is going on in the governmental circles of this country.

1 have risen on this occasion to present to the membership
of this House the grave problem of immigration, which sooner
or later must be faced squarely by the American Government
and the American people, Even now it has already reached an
acute stage.

From coast to coast the papers of this country in the last
few days, Mr. Chairman, have been full of news of the trouble
that has arisen on the Pacifle coast by virtue of a elash—which
may be economic, may be social, or may be racial—directly
resulting from the influx of Filipino laborers,

I hold in my hand a sample of the news of the * epldemlie of
riotons outbreaks,"” to use the words in the heading, because
of the presence of a considerable number of Filipino laborers
In the West,

I am not going to discuss who is to blame for these troubles,
Mr, Chairman, I do not believe the Congress of the United
States Is greatly concerned with that aspect of the question,
I have faith In the courts of Californla, I have faith in the
peace officers of this Government, and having faith in the
courts and In the peace officers, 1 feel confident that that phase
will be accorded the justice which the situation merits,

Some say the Filipinos are to blame; others say that the
white laborers have been the aggressors. I do not wish to
enter Into a discussion of this, because, as I have sald, in due
time it will be settled In the courts. But what I want to point
out is this, Mr, Chairman, There are to-day in this country
over 65,000 Filipino laborers, and according to conservative
estirpates, some 10,000 to 12,000 Filipinos are coming to the
United States every year.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington.

Mr. OSIAS, With pleasure,

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington, Does the gentleman know
what kind of advertisements are put out in the Philippine Islands
to encourage these laborers to come here?

Mr. OSIAS. Yes, sir.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. What are they?

Mr. OSIAS, The American shipping interests are placarding
the entire Phillppines with the allurements of this country.
These advertisements are being translated inte the different
Philippine languages seeking to depict this country as the land
of opportunity, and In response to the propaganda of these In-
terests Filipinos have come In great numbers. And with what
result?

There is a great hole

Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. DICKSTEIN.

Mr. OSIAS. Yes,

Mr, DICKSTEIN. Does the gentleman object to having these
men come into this country because of these advertisements?

Mr. OSIAS. Mr. Chairman, I will come to that presently.
Let me first finish this answer.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Let me put it in another
way. Does not the gentleman know that when people from the
Philippines are practically imported into this ecountry, then
when mills shut down on account of overproduction and stay
shut down for two months, and open up again and find the
Filipinos in the places of the white men who are trying to
build homes here, there is bound to be trouble?

Mr. OSIAS. Bound to be trouble! I am glad we are both
agreed that there is bound to be trouble. If there is to be
trouble, it behooves every Member of this Congress, it behooves
every official of the Government of the United States, Mr.
Chairman, to face the question squarely and apply the proper
remedy.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from the
Philippines has expired.

Mr. OSIAS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for five additional minutes,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from the Philippines?

There was no objection.

Mr., OSIAS, I do not know that the Filipinos are to blame.
We are living under the United States flag: we have been en-
ticed by alluring advertisements presenting this country as a
land of golden opportunity. Can you blame the Filipinos for
coming here?

The anomaly and the remedy, that is the thing that concerns
you and me, Mr. Chairman. The anomaly is that we are under
the American flag and we are not eligible to American citizen-
ship, which is the greatest benefit that the fiag confers.

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, OSIAS. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. BARBOUR. If you put up your own flag over there, will
yon keep your people at home?

Mr. OSIAS, The gentleman knows that when we are granted
independence the Philippine Islands would, ipso facto, be under
the category of a foreign nation. Then, for purposes of immi-
gration, we shall be placed on a quota basis, like the peoples of
other foreign nations.

There is pending before the House of Representatives a bill
providing for the exclusion of citizens of the Philippine Islands
from the United States. I that bill passes while we are under
the American flag, it will be a great injustice. Tke remedy is
to see that the American-Philippine question be immediately
brought up before the Coungress for final solution. 'The only
proper remedy to thiz and allied problems lies in granting us
complete independence. [Applause.]

Mr. BARBOUR. What I want to get at is this: After the
Philippine Islands have independence will they be willing to be
treated by the United States in every respect as other foreign
governments?

Mr. OSIAS., Yes, sir, If independent, we will be willing to
be treated as other foreign governments, not only from the
standpoint of immigration and labor but from the standpoint
of the tariff—and I wish the people and Congress of the
United States never to have any doubt about that. The Fili-
pino people have carefully welghed the consequences of free-
dom, and they are prepared to shoulder the obligations and
regponsibilities that go with independence.

Mr., JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. OSIAS. I yield gladly.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I do not want to embarrass
the gentleman, but the only class of people in the Philippine
Islands who can be naturalized are those who have served a
certain length of time in the Navy. Would the gentleman like
to see that amendment, which was passed in -war times,
repenled?

Mr. OSIAS. I am willing to take the econsequences that go
with freedom, and there are 13,000,000 Filipinos behind me
when 1 make that statement. [Applause,]

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. OSIAS. I yield again.

Mr, DICKSTEIN. Until the people of the Philippine Islands
have their Independence, what solution would the gentleman
recommend ?

Mr, OSIAS. Every step that the Congress of the United
States will take, short of independence, will be a makeshift
arrangement, and it will be transient and temporary at best
Any solution other than freedom only touches the surface and
doees not go to the fundamental issue involved in the American-
Filipino relations,
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Mr. Chairman, the other day in the course of a brilliant and
informative address by the gentleman from Arkansas, for which
we are very grateful, there was a colloquy between him and the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Parmer], with respect to our
having or not having a flag. The gentleman from Missouri con-
tended that the Filipinos are protected under the same flag that
the Americans in Missouri are protected, and the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. Racon] contended that the Filipinos have
no flag that they ean call their own.

Mr. Chairman, both the gentlemen are correct. In a sense
we have a flag in the Stars and Stripes, for it was taken across
the sea, which symbolized the purpose of the United States.
We welcomed it because we were assured that the flag meant
liberty and independence,

Mr. DICKSTHIN. Does not the gentleman recognize that
we took the country out of a horrible condition and spent mil-
lions of dollars to improve it?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from the
Philippines has expired.

fr. OSIAS. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for two additional minutes,

Mr. OLIVER of New York. Mr. Chairman, make it five
minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Commissioner from the Philippines
asks for only two minutes.

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the Commissioner from the Philippines be granted five minutes.

Mr. OSIAS. Very well, Mr. Chairman, I shall amend by ask-
ing that it be five minutes, since the gentlemen seem so in-
sistent.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection. /

Mr. OSIAS. Mr. Chairman, I thank the Members on both
gides of the House for their gemerosity. It is true—and it is
universally acknowledged—that that fing was unfurled there for
a purpose at once patriotic, humanitarian, and altruistic. You
will not find Filipinos who begrudge the credit that is due that
wonderful ensign of this Republic. I am one who has been the
beneficiary not only of the legacy that my race can give, but I
am the beneficiary of the social institutions of the United States,
and so I think I can interpret the spirit of my people truly when
I say that we are not disposed to quibble as to the great advan-
tages that have accrued to my country by virtue of the benign
protection extended by that flag; but precisely because that flag
has been so great and so wonderful, precisely because we are
pleased to recognize that America has been so successful in her
work in the Philippines, we now come to you and say that the
greatest manifestation of gratitude that we can show you is no
Jonger to tie ourselves to the apron strings of a benign guardian
but to ask that you set us free.

The conscience of my people every hour is appealing to the
goul of America. Our people are saying to you: “ Free us from
our political uncertainty. Save us from the present economic
anomaly. Permit us to enjoy the blessing of complete liberty.”
That is the plea of my people, and that is the appeal which I
on their behalf most earnestly voice on the floor of Congress
to-day.

M:‘?r Chairman, because of a sincere desire to contribute, not
my bit but my utmost, to the solution of this question, not only
becanse I am desirous to advance the cause of my native land,
but because I desire to see America freed from the troubles that
lurk by virtue of the present relationship, I stand here to-day
and make this appeal.

I appeal to all to take a more active interest in the speedy
golution of the American-Philippine problem. In the past
there were some who were wont to dwell upon the alleged dire
consequences upon the Filipinos should independence be granted.
It is high time that thinking Americans and Filipinos concern
themselves, not with the alleged dire consequences upon us by
the granting of early independence, but with the dire conse-
guences, immediate and remote, attendant upon the unnecessary
delay of the grant of Philippine independence.

There are measures now pending before Congress seeking
to authorize the Filipino people to hold a constitutional conven-
tion, approve a constitution which shall be the fruition of our
mentality and which will reflect the republican and democratic
spirit of your Constitution, and organize a free and independent
Philippine government. The only right solution is the grant
of the independence that you have promised us, the fulfillment
of which my people anxiously await. When you will have
done that, Mr. Chairman and Members, not only the Filipino
people but the whole world will know that that starry flag,
wherever it may go, is the symbol not of subjugation but of
liberation. [Applause.]
liberation.
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Mr. BOX., Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for 10 minutes out of order.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. BOX, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, you are hearing a
discussion of a real live human problem. As a member of the
House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization I have
received during the last few weeks some hundreds of commu-
nications from the State of California and the Pacific coast,
forecasting just such conditions as the Commissioner from the
Philippines [Mr. Os1as] just presented to this House. I do not
know what will be the solution. I know that the people of
the Pacific coast are becoming restive under present conditions.
I do not know whether it will be possible or whether it will
be thoughw wise for the Congress of the United States to ex-
clude the Filipino people while under our jurisdiction to the
extent that they now are, but I warn you that these troubles
which this gentleman, the Commissioner from the Philippines,
80 eloquently pregents this morning are just beginning, His
estimate of the number of kis people in the State of California
corresponds with the estimates which have been furhished me,
The Filipino people are coming in in considerable numbers.
They will continue to come. They are presenting another
serious racial question. America has had enough of such
troubles. They must not be permitted to accumulate. They
have done us untold injury in the past and they threaten to do
still greater injury in the future. Our great Civil War resulted
from a similar question. Some said that they must have
certain kinds of labor.

They said it because people in some sections found it profit-
able to engage in the traffic of bringing black laborers over and
gelling them. They were sold to the section where their labor
was most needed. It was said that nobody but the black people
could open the swamps and dig ditches, that nobody could stand
the semitropical eclimate but them. When it was proposed in
the Constitutional Convention that this shameful trafic, which
was an eternal dishonor to the white race, should continue until
1808, Mr. Madison rose and said two things; first, that the dis-
honor would be complete, and that the mischief done would be
irreparable if it went on for another 20 years. We had a great
race question as the result, We had the Civil War. We had all
of the calamities that came to the great section of the country
from which I come, all as a result of a short-sighted attitude
permitting present financial interests to dominate, when a vision
such as Mr. Madison had would have shown the Nation a path
which would have avoided 50 years of strife, a ruinous Civil
War, the strife which has followed, and the Negro race question
which remains with us.

I do not know whether the separation of the Philippine
Islands from the United States would solve this guestion. My
own judgment is that it would help. I sympathize with their
aspirations. I believe that questions affecting our tariff, and
this question, would be simplified by granting them independ-
ence, Something must be done. And may I remind you that
we are permitting these guestions to multiply. These are not
the only people against whom there are occasional uprisings.
A man appeared before your committee this morning. He is an
American-born man, but he is of the race from the south of the
Rio Grande., He =aid:

We have been under a handicap, we have been treated as an inferior
race, we have not been accorded equality under the Stars and Stripes,
we have not had a chance—

speaking of and for the great Mexican people against whom
nobody who is worthy to sit in this Hall entertains any bitter-
ness, His remarks only faintly illustrate the fact that we are
creating another tremendous race question, when we admit
great numbers of foreign-born Mexicans to the United States
on the same specious pleas which have been made for the ad-
mission of all the great classes of alien laborers whom it has
ultimately been found necessary to exclude.

I call your attention to the fact that we have something like
2,000,000 foreign-born Mexicans accumulating in the United
States now. Something must be done. We had trouble some
years ago on account of the immigration of orientals—the
Chinese, The people demanded their exclusion. Labor im-
porters said we must have them. The State Department made
a treaty providing that they had an inalienable right to come.
Fortunately the public sentiment of the country did not follow
the unwisdom of the State Department concerning that conten-
tion, Acts were passed by Congress from time to time to limit
their coming. Under the advice of the State Department these
were at first vetoed by the Executive. Then there was blood-
shed. Finally Congress excluded them and the trouble was
settled.

.\
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Then there came trouble caused by the coming of Japanese,
subjects of a great and friendly power. After years of strife
we arrived at some solution of that question by Congress rising
to its dignity and exercising the functions vested in it by the
Constitution. It had to do this against the influence and advice
of the State Department. The Congress said, " We will regu-
late this guestion,” and as soon as Congress acted the question
was settled.

1, as one member of the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization and as a Member of this House, wonder what Is to
become of the Philippine question. They are a very numerous
people and a wide-awake people, We do not want to see a repe-
tition between Amerieans and them of those unfortunate ex-
periences which have oeccurred heretofore between our people
and other orlentals, 1 believe our people and theirs will be
greater friends through the generations of the future if they
are allowed to fly their flag while we fly ours. If, becanse of
racial differences, we can not live in peace as neighbors in the
same land, we can at least live as friends as separate nations,
enjoying the blessings of peace under separate flags. [Applause.]

This whole debate illustrates the fact that people throughout
the world look on this land as a country of great opportunity.
But times of depression come, We are advised that some mil-
lions of our fellow men here at home are in distress because of
economic conditions. That argues for the maintenance of your
fmmigration laws and for writing other laws execluding people
who are so different as to be undesirable. Some of these foreign
races who have come here are here to stay. The colored people
are, They did not push themselves on us. We went and
brought them here in chains and placed them here, and they are
entitled to fair treatment. But we must not have more of these
serlous race gquestions ncenmulating as they are. You are deal-
ing with one of the big questions that will affect the United
States throughout its future history. You may make a mistake
here and there about the tariff, for example, or about other
mensures without fatal consequences, but this Is a question
whether we shall make our Nation a great amalgamation of
peoples and groups who can not live in peace, and who will
either strive against each other throughout the future or if
they do not strive and fight, may blend together in a mongrel
type that will not represent the best element of any people in
that life. [Applause.] It also involves future freedom. Only
a people who know how to mainfain and use freedom can
remain free.

The CHATRMAN.,
expired,

Mr. BOX. Mr. Chairman, may I have five minuftes more?

The CHAIRMAN. 1Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Texas?

There wis no objection.

Mr. BOX. Those of us who regard this problem as of vital
importance are confronted with this difficulty, among many :
When we come before the House or before anybody else who has
anything to do with appropriations and say, * We need more
money in order to make these laws effective, to prevent condi-
tions such as have been described by the gentleman from Ver-
mont [Mr. Gmsson ]—and 1 think he did not exaggerate them but
stated conditions typical of those prevailing elsewhere on our
borders; when we come before you and say, ™ These laws are
not being enforced on account of lack of appropriations,” we
are told to write more laws, When we propose to write more
laws we are told by the State Department that we need only
to enforce the laws we have.

1 have eriticized the Department of Labor on other occasions,
but I want to say that its work in the main is entitled to better
support than Congress bas given it. When we bring these con-
ditions to the attention of Congress some people in the executive
department and some here say, " You must write some more
necessary laws; and, when you do that, the Budget or Congress
will provide more money for your Important work,; and when
we do propose to enact legislation, then some representative of
the executive department says, “ You do not need more laws, but
you need to execute the laws you have.” Substantially, that is
being now said by the State Department to prevent legislation
which many of us know to be necessary. One group before
whom we come say, “ You have already all the laws you need.”

I do not say this In eriticism of anybody, certainly not in erit-
icism of members of the Appropriations Committee, who seem to
feel bound to follow, more or less closely, the Budget recom-
mendations submitted to them. Personally, I believe the Budget
{dea is being abused and made a limitation upon the freedom
of Congress, which the Constitution provided.

I also believe that the State Department is not warranted in
its efforts to interfere with the legislative freedom of Congress.
There is sound constitutional support for this statement. More-
over, the history of the functioning of the State Department in

The time of the gentlemnn from Texas has
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undertaking to control immigration guestions by treaty or other-
wise shows an almost unbroken series of failures, to some of
which I have already referred.

When you let the State Department control immigration ques-
tions through its negotiations, you give foreign powers a voice in
our immigration policy, which violates the spirit and purpose
of the Constitution and forces our country to consult the rest
of the crowded, starving, and striving world about the class of
people which shall be admitted to help shape the future of
Amerieca.

Gentlemen, the fact is the executive department and the Con-
gress of the United States and, I fear, the American people,
have not come to a full appreciation of the magnitude and im-
portance of this situation. The Labor Department is not being
properly supported. This great subject is not receiving the con-
sideration which it should have.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.
tleman yield there?

Mr. BOX. Certainly.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The gentleman from Texas
has stated the situation very nicely. The sentiment is that we
should do something to protect the border. The question is,
What is the use of enacting laws when you do not get the ap-
propriations necessary to carry out the laws that we do enact?
We had but nine supporters to-day who by their votes indieated
that they want us to get a little more money.

Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman from
Texas vield?

Mr. BOX. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. 1 confess a certain amount of ignorance on
this matter, But on the question of the Filipinos will the gen-
tleman from Texas state at this time what his interpretation is
of our right under the Constifution to prohibit or substantially
restrict the immigration from the Philippine Islands to the
United States?

Mr. BOX. I doubt whether the gentleman from Texas should
state here any hasty and possibly irritating opinion on that
subject. He will, however, risk the suggestion that Congress
could, if it desired, restrict immigration from the Philippine
Islands, but he doubts very serionsly whether or not it will be
thought expedient to do it, in view of the present political rela-
tions between the two countries. The Philippines should be
granted their independence and mmigration from those regions
should be restricted.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. If the gentleman will permit,
we find there are two ways it can be done—one by an amendment
of the Jones Act, passed about 1916, an enabling act for unor-
ganized insular possessions, and the other way wonld be to
amend the original naturalization laws passed in the late
seventeen hundreds by striking out the words that were added
after the War between the States. The last amendment would
refer to the section in the 1924 act which forbids an immigrant
who can not be naturalized to stay in the country. Both of
them, howeyer, would be roundabout ways.

Mr. BOX. The fact is, however, that blood has been spilled
on the Pacific coast. I have read of two or three recent riots
there, in some of which some people were killed. There have
heretofore been some other such riots. 1 fear there will be yet
more. Their offense has been that of seeking a place in our
industrial system, and we must rectify our relations with them
in some wayv that will leave us in a better position to deal
adequately with that question. In any event, something will
have to be done soon. Meantime we should be acting to prevent
the creation of a race question between our people and alien
Mexicans.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Texas has
again expired.

Mr, STOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed out of order for two minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objectlon,

Mr. STOBBS. It is exceedingly unfortunate that there has
been broadeast throughout the press of this country in the
last few days matter reflecting on the character and reputation
of Col. John Herbert, recently in charge of prohibition enforce-
ment in this distriet with headquarters at Baltimore, and of
recent date transferred to Montana in charge of prohibition
enforcement in that territory.

Colonel Herbert is a constituent of mine and also a personal
friend of several years’ standing. His reputation in his home
city of Worcester, Mass., Is of the best. He rendered distin-
guished service in the late World War, attaining the rank of
colonel of one of the artillery regiments of the Yankee Division.
His integrity has always been unqguestioned, and I deprecate
the attacks which have been made upon it, apparently wIthoutl

Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
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foundation, and I am glad to learn that the Assistant Secretary
of the Treasury in charge of prohibition enforcement has issued

a statement declaring in no uncertain terms that the action of |

the prohibition department in transferring Colonel Herberi from
Baltimore to Montana in no way was intended to refleet upon
Colonel Herbert’s honesty or infegrity as a prohibition official
and that his reputation in that respeet in the department was
of the highest, [Applanse.]

The pro forma amendments were withdrawn.

The Clerk read as follows:

BUREAU OF NATURALIZATION

Salaries : For the commissioner and other personal services in the
Distriet of Columbia, $113,000.

General expenses: For compensation, to be fixed by the Secretary of
Labor, of officers, clerks, and employees appointed for the purpose of
carrying on the work of the Bureau of Naturalization, as provided in
the acts authorizing a uniform rule for the naturalization of allens
throughout the United States, and establishing the Bureau of Naturali-
gation, approved June 29, 1906, and March 4, 1913, and subsequent acts
(U. 8. C, title B, secs. 351—4168; U. 8, C.,, Supp. III, title 8, secs. 3556
884), Including not to exceed $156,920 for personal services in the Dis-
trict of Columbia ; traveling expenses, Including not to exceed $400 for
expenses of attendance at meetings concerned with the naturalization of
aliens when Incurred on the written anthority of the Secretary of Labor;
gtreet-car fare, telegrams, verifications of legal papers, telephone service
in offices outside of the District of Columbia; necessary supplies and
equipment for the Naturalization Service; not to exceed $25,000 for
rent of offices outside of the Distriet of Columbia where suitable quarters
can not be obtained in public buildings; and for mileage and fees to
witnesses subpenaed on bebalf of the United States, the expenditures
from this appropriation shall be made in the manner and under such
regulations as the Secretary of Labor may prescribe, $1,043.970: Pro-
vided, That no part of this appropriation shall be available for the
compensation of assistants to clerks of United States courts.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last word. When we reached this item in the
appropriation bill last year I directed the attention of the
chairman of the committee to the matter of the New York
naturalization office, and I wish to ask the chairman at this
time if he has any information regarding just how far behind
that office is at the present time in the matter of the naturaliza-
tion papers of aliens.

Mr. SHREVE. My recollection is that the officer in charge
told us that they were very, very nearly current.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. May I say that at the in-
creased price of $20 for each naturalization final certificate the
income upon 25,000 citizens' papers would run into quite a sum

of money. There was a fime some years ago, according to my
information, that the New York office of the Naturalization
Bureau was approximately 25,000 requests behind in its work.

Through the efficiency and tireless energy of the director of
the New York office, Merton A. Sturgis, conditions there have
been immeasurably improved. This splendid public servant,
with his small staff, working in harmony, have brought about
this salutary change. Last year when we had this bill before
the House for consideration the distinguished chairman from
Pennsylvania informed me that they had allocated an addi-
tional $100,000 to the New York naturalization office. I am
desirous of ascertaining what amount, if any, has been appro-
priated to that office in the present bill that will enable the
director, Mr. Sturgis, to secure adequate help and bring the
work up to date,

Mr. SHREVE. I think we have taken care of everything,
because we have given them $253,000 additional this year, and
I think that will eare for an inereased number of clerks.

Mr. O'CONNELL of New York. That will help materially,
and I am glad to have that assurance. This branch at New
York as now conduected will bring large revenue to the Public
Treasury, but adequate and competent help is essential and
imperative in order to do so.

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn,

The Clerk read as follows:

EMPLOYMENT SERVICE

To enable the Secretary of Labor to foster, promote, and develop the
welfare of the wage earners of the United States, including juniors
legally employed, to improve thelr working conditions, to advance their
opportunities for profitable employment by regularly collecting, furnish-
ing, and publishing employment information as to opportunities for em-
ployment ; maintaining n system for clearing labor between the several
States ; cooperating with and coordiuating the public employment offices
throughout the country, including personal services in the Distriet of
Columbia and elsewhere; traveling expenses; supplies and equipment,
telegraph and telephone service, and miscellaneous expenses; $385,000,
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of which amount not to exceed $38,500 may be expended for personal
services in the District of Columbia,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment to the last paragraph, to strike out “ $385,000,” in
line 4, and insert *“$400,000.”

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr. JoHNs0oN of Washington : Page 116, line 4, strike
out ** $385,000 " and insert in lieu thereof ** $400,000.”

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Chairman and gentle- -
men, this is a service that was set up during war times to
asgist men to find places of employment—to try to get the man
to the job. It is used a great deal in connection with semi-
migratory labor—is used year in and year out in all the cities,
and is being used to the limit right now.

The appropriation is not enough, in my opinion. Here is
another service that needs more money and the appropriation
should be increased as the population inereases, Just by way
of illustration, to show how the system works, at the beginning
of the hearings on certain bills that have been introduced to
put the countries of this hemisphere on a quota basis, two
gentlemen who live on the Rio Grande appeared and they made
round statements as to the large number of Mexicans or people
of that extraction that could be used in the development of the
Rio Grande. One man said they needed labor in his town right
now in considerable quantity. This was testified before the
House Committee on Immigration. This gentleman gave us
some figures. It seems that his ehamber of commerce had sent
to the United States agency for some labor. The district em-
ployment office, which is under the Department of Labor, sent
100 men up to that Texas town to get these jobs and they found
out that just 25 men could be used. This was a week or so ago,
The other 76 were left jobless in the town. The other man
stated that in the county where he lives they needed a large
amount of this labor right now, that the winter vegetables were

| growing and needed attention, and I think work on the cotton
| was about to start.

I have forgotten the details, but at any
rate they needed a lot of labor. His statement was printed
widely. We started an inquiry through this very service, and
found that 15,000 people from Mexico were without work and
almost without food in that American town. Does anyone
think this is a small problem?

Mr. PALMER. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Yes.

Mr. PALMER. I understand this appropriation is Increased
$160,000 for the next year.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington,
hear it.

Mr. BACON. And does not the gentleman also realize that
we have given Mr. Jones everything he has asked?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Well, the real asking has to
start away back ahead of the making of the Annual Budget.

Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask to withdraw this amend-
ment. I am not going to try to extract money from the Fed-
eral Treasury, no matter how important, when there are only
nine Members on my side and less than a guorum in the Cham-
ber. The Budget has got us. It fixes things for us. The
Labor Department is a small one with limited personnel, and
yet that personnel is spread all along both borders, and in all
the States of the United States, with good executive heads,
good stations, and a good system—as far as it goes. It deals
with human beings; it can be of greater service. It is a small
department, Any funds for it and its ever-increasing work
look big, and the figures seem to frighten everybody.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to withdraw the
nmendment.

The CHAIRMAN.
withdrawn.

There was no objection.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to proceed for three minutes.

The CHAIRMAN,. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Alabama?

There was no objection.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It is unfortunate that the gentle-
man from Washington has not given eareful study to the mat-
ters for which he seeks increased appropriations, He has offered
four amendments this afternoon, and I submit to the committee
there is no merit in any amendment offered.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Except one. [Laughter.]

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. The first amendment, since it in-
volved a matter of bookkeeping, the transferring of $500 from

That is good. I am glad to

Without objecticn, the amendment will be
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one item to another item, the committee accepted. That is all
it involved—not a dollar of increase in the appropriation. It
will not improve in the slightest the efficiency of the service,

Then the gentleman undertook to increase another appropria-
tion by $2,000, and confessedly, when the facts were disclosed,
he had not examined them, and that amendment was withdrawn.

Then he proposed an increase of $100,000 under another item
wlthout knowledge that the committee had granted far more for
that item than It had ever carried in the past.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Will the gentleman yield?
That is not a fair statement,

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama (continuing). And then the Com-
mittee of the Whole, on the information submitted by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania and by the gentleman from Washington,
voted on this amendment, with the result that the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Washington received only 7 votes,
I think, or perhaps 9, so the amendment failed,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. To make it correct, it was 9.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. This, it would seem, is a jury’s
verdict on the accuracy of the information advanced by the
gentleman from Washington in support of increased appropria-
tions,

The CHAIRMAN,
has expired. i

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous
consent to proceed for two more minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is s0 ordered.

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington.

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Yes.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. The gentleman from Wash-
ington will admit that he offered two of the amendments in
order to secure time to spenk. The last one was offered for
that purpose. We were about to rise. The gentleman from
Washington contéends that he knows exactly what the Budget
was asked for with respect to border patrol and what was
granted. So the charge that he is misinformed on that subject,
to say the least, is unfair,

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It is a great pity the gentleman
did not state it in such way as to carry some welght with the
House.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington.
had added to the bill

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. Permit me to say that this bill,
if subject to any criticism, is subject to the criticism that it
carries for many items too liberal appropriation; but the com-
mittee, recognizing that business conditions were not satisfac-
tory, and that the Chief Executive occupied a position that en-
abled him to carefully survey and evaluate the business re-
quirements of these departments, gave approval to the Presi-
dent's recommendations, though in some Instances we felt they
were very liberal, probably too liberal.

I repeat, if this bill which you will voté on in a few minutes
is subject to any criticism—that criticism is that it carries for
some items too large an appropriation.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington, Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike out the last three words.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman frem
Washington having five additional minutes?

There was no objection.

Mr, JOHNSON of Washington, Mr., Chairman and gentle-
men, my time all through this debate has been limited. And
the printed hearings are compressed—few pages, and worth
reading. I undertook to say earlier In the afternoon frankly
that this subcommittee of the Appropriations Committee had
made increases almost all along the line for the Department
of Labor. I did not attempt to read the actual increases from
this table which is attached to the hearings., I do have the
factg; I think I stated them correctly. I admit that I offered
two amendments for the express purpose of securing limited
time to speak, hoping that I might inform the Committee of
the Whole House for the future. I am right when I stated
that this Department of Labor is struggling to make things go.
The whole Immigration Service is in one lump sum, of $8,800,-
000. Since I have been In Congress I have seen it climb from
$3,000,000, I have seen Immigration drop from a net of
1,000,000 a year to a net of 300,000 a year. I have seen deporta-
tions increased from 8,000 a year to more than 12,000 a year.
It has been worth the fight,

1 have tried to proceed to-day without eriticizing the commit-
tee of 35 members, or any of the subcommittees. This bill
appropriates for four departments, If I had the time, I wonld
state just how the estimates go up from the departments to the
Bureau of the Budget, what the instructions are for the ap-
proaching year as compared with the dying year, and the whole

The time of the gentleman from Alabama

Will the gentleman yield?

1 did say that the committee

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

2653

system, and why most bureau chiefs speak softly before the
appropriations subcommittees.

Mr. Chairman, I am sorry and I feel hurt to think that in
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union a
Member can not endeavor to present matters before the member-
ship of the committee without having himself criticized se-
verely at the last moment for trying to furnish information
which is not so easy to obtain. Tt seems to me that the Labor
Department has a great deal more than it can do if it spends
every dollar that it can get., Almost every spring along many
lines, particularly deportation, the department has to slow down
and mark time while waiting for appropriations that will
become effective July 1,

Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amendment,

Mr, SHREVE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise and report the bill to the House, with the recom-
mendation that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill
as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Mapes, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee, having had under eonsideration the bill (H. R. 8960)
making appropriations for the Departments of State, Justice,
and for the judiciary, and for the Departments of Commerce
and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for
other purposes, had directed him to report the same back with
sundry amendments, with the recommendation that the amend-
ments be agreed to and the bill as amended do pass.

Mr. SHREVE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous guestion.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend-
ment? If not, the Chair will put them In gross,

The amendments were agreed to,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
and was read the third time.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol-
lowing motion to recommit, which I send to the desk.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman opposed to the biil?

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I am opposed to the bill in its
present form.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion te re-
commit.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. Bouarer of Wisconsin moves to recommit the bill to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, with instructions to report the bill back
forthwith with the following amendment:

On page 36, line 10, strike out * $203,600" and insert in lien thereof
* §$3083,600."

The SPEAKER.

The question is on the motion to recommit.
The guestion was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr.
ScHaAFer of Wisconsin) there were—ayes 4, noes 70.

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I object to the
vote on the ground that there is no quornm present, and I nrake
the point of order that there is no quorum present.

The SPEAEKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin makes the
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] It is evident that there is not a
quorum present. The Doorkeeper will close the doors and the
Sergeant at Arms will bring in absentees. The Clerk will call
the roll, The guestion is on the motion to recommit.

The vote was taken; and there were—yeas 21, nays 292, not
voting 114, as follows:

[Roll No. 6]

YEAS—21
Johnson, Tex, Maas Schafer, Wis,
Jones, Tex, Patman Stafford
Kading Patterson Welch, Calif.
Kvale Peavey
LaGuardia Pittenger
Lampert Rankin
NAYS—202

Canfield

Andresen
Black
Cooper, Wis.
Green
Howard
Hull, Wis.

Cooper, Ohio
Cannon Cooper, Tenn,
Carter, Calif. Corning
Cartwright Cox
Chalmers Coyle
Chindblom Craddock
Clague Cramton
Clancy Crisp

Clark, Md. Crosser
Clark, N. C. Culkin
Clarke, N. Y. Cullen
Cochran, Mo, Dallinger
Cochran, Pa. Davenport
Colller Davis
Collins Dempsey
Colton De Priest
Connery DeRouen
Connolly Dominiek
Cooke Doughton

Blackburn
Bland
Bloom
Bohn
Bolton
Bowman
Box
Brand, Ga.
Briggs
Browne
Browning
Brumm
Brunner
Buchanan
Buckbee
Burtness
Butler
Byrns
Campbell, Iowa

Abernethy
Ackerman
Adkins
Aldrich
Allen
Allgood
Almon
Andrew
Arnold
Auf der Heide
Ayres
Bacharach
Bachmann
Bacon
Bankbead
Barbour
Beedy
Beers

Bell
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Dowell
Drewry
Driver
Dunbar
Dyer
Eaton, Colo,
Eaton, N. J,
Edwards
Elliott
Eslick
Esterly

Fitzgerald
Fitzpatrick
Fort
Frear
Freeman
French
Fulmer
Garber, Okla.
Garber, Va.
Garner
Gasque
Gavagan
Gibzon
Gifford
Glover
Glynn
grnham
regory
Griflin
Guyer

Hall, TI1.
Hall, Ind.
Hall, Migs.
Hall, N. Dak.
Halsey
Hammer
Hancock
Hardy
Hare
Hartley
Hastings
Hess
Hickey
Hill, Wash.
Hoffman
Hogg
Holaday

Arentz
Aswell
Baird

Beck

Boylan
Brand, Ohio
Brigham
Britten
Burdick

Campbell, Pa.
Carley

Carter, Wyo.
Celler

Chase
Christgan
Christopherson
Cole

Cralil

Cross
Crowther
Curry

Darrow
Denison
Dickinson
Dickstein
Douglas, Ariz.
Douglass, Mass.

gmpor
ope
Hopkins
Houston, Del,
Huddleston
Hudson
Hull, Morton D,
Hull, Tenn.
Irwin
Johnson, I11.
Johnson, Okla,
Johnson, Wash.
Johnston, Mo,
Kahn
Kelly
Kem
Kendall, Pa.
Kerr
Ketcham
Kiefner
Kiess
Kincheloe
Enutsou

opp
Korell
Kunz
Langley
Lankford, Ga.
Lankford, Va,
Larsen
Leavitt
Lee, Tex.
Leach
Lehlbach
Letts
Linthicum
Luce
Ludlow
McClintie, Okla.

McClintock, Ohio Tera’ i,
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Michener
Miller

Milligan
Montague
Montet
Mooney

Moore, Ky,
Moore, Ohio
Morehead
Morgan
Mouser
Nelson, Me.
Nelson, Mo,
Newhall
Niedringhaus
Nolan

Norton
0O'Connell, N. Y.
O'Connell, R. T,
O’'Connor, Okla,
Oldfield
Oliver, Ala.
Oliver, N, Y.
Owen

Palmer
Palmisano

RaFon

Rainey, Henry T.
Ramseyer
Ramspeck
Ransley
Rayburn

McCormack, Mass. Robinson

McDuffie
MceFadden
McKeown
MecLaughlin
McLeod
MecMillan
McReynolds
Manlove
Munsfield
Mapes
Martin
Menges
Michaelson

Rogers
Rom&n
Rowbottom
Rutherford
Sanders, N. Y.
Sanders, Tex.
Sandlin
Schneider
Sears

Seger

Shaffer, Va.
Short, Mo.
Shott, W. Va.

NOT VOTING—114

Doutrich
Doxey

Doyle

Drane

B i
inglelirig
Estep

Evans, Mont,
foss

Free

Fuller
Gumbrill
Garrett
Golder
Goldsborough
Goodwin
Greenwood
Haugen
Hawle

Hill, Ala.

£
{Iull, William E.

Jenkins
Johnson, Ind.

Johnson, Nebr,
Johnson, 8, Dak,
Jonas, N, C.
lﬁearlmh Ky
endall, Ky,
Kurtz
Lambertson
Lanham
Lea, Calif,
Lindsay
Lozier
MeCloskey
McCormick, II1.
MeSwain
Magiady
Mead

ea
Merritt

Moore, Va.
Murphy
Nelson, Wis.
O'Connor, La,
O’Connor, N. Y.
Porter

Pou

Pratt, Harcourt J,

Pritehard
Purnell

Quayle

Ramey, Frank M,

So the motion to recommit was rejected.
The Clerk announced the following pairs:
Until further notice:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Darrow with Mr. Hudspeth.
Purnell with Mr. Mead.
Frank M. Ramey with Mr. Sabath.
Denison with Mr, Douglas of Arizona, -
Murphy with Mr, Moore of Virginia.
Seiberling with Mr. Garrett.
Free with Mr. Drane,
Golder with Mr. Spearing.
Wood with Mr. Pou.

Swick with Mr. Aswell.
Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Doxey.
Harcourt J. Pratt with Mr. Hill of Alabama.
Crowther with Mr. Taylor of Colorado.

Mr, Christopherson with Mr. Lanham.

Mr.

Ellis with Mr. McCloskey.

. Swing with Mr. Stedman.
. Yates with Mr. Williams,

. Hoch with Mr. Fuller.

*, Zihlman with Mr. Boylan.

. Treadway with Mr. Douglass of Massachusetts,

. Hawley with Mr. Carley.

. Magrady with Mr. Busby.
. Reece with Mr. Quayle.

. Merritt with Mr. Gambrill,

Bhreve
Simmons
Sinclair
Sloan

Smith, Idaho
Smith, W. Vu,
Snell

Bnow

Sparks
Speaks
Sproul, I11,
Stalker

Stone

Strong, Kans.
HBtrong, Pa.
Summers, Wash.
Sumners, Tex,
Swanson
Taber

Tarver
Taylor, Tenn,
Temple
Thatcher
Thompson
Thurston
Tilson
Tinkham
Tucker
Turpin
Underhill
Vestal
Vincent, Mich,
Vingon, Ga.
Wainwright
Walker
Warren
Wason
Watres
Watson
Welsh, Pa,
White
Whitehead
Whitley
Whittington
Wigglesworth
Williamson
Wilson
Wingo
Wolverton, N. I.
Wolverton, W, Va.
Woodrum
Wright
Wyant

Yon

Reece

Sabath
Seiberling
Selvig
Bimms
Sirovich
Somers, N. Y,
Spearing
Sproul, Kans.
Steagall
Stedman
Stevenson
Stobbs
Bullivan, N. Y.
Sulllivan, Pa.
Swick

Swing
Taylor, Colo,
Timberiake
Treadway
Underwood
Williams
Wolfenden
Wood
Woodruff
Yates
Zihlman
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Mr. Burdick with Mr. O'Connor of New York.

Mr. Kurtz with Mr, Underwood.

Mr. Crail with Mr, Sullivan of New York.

Mr, Dickinson with Mr. Doyle.

Mr. Kearns with Mr, Lindsay.

Mr. Wolfenden with Mr. MeSwain.

Mr. Jenkins with Mr. Igoe.

Mr. Goodwin with Mr. Lozler.

Mr. IFPoss with Mr. Steagzall.

Mr. Englebright with Mr. Lea of California.

Mr. Curry with Mr. Greenwood.

Mr. Beck with Mr. Somers of New York,

Mrs. McCormick of Illinois with Mr., Jeffers,

Mr. Campbell of Pennsylvania with Mr. Sirovich.

Mr. Selvig with Mr. Evans of Montana.

Mr. Timberlake with Mr. O'Connor of Louisiana.

Mr. James with Mr. Celler.

Mr. Sullivan of Pennsylvania with Mr. Dickstein.

Mr. Estep with Mr. Goldsborough.

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

The doors were opened.

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the
bill.

The question was taken, and the bill was passed.

On motion of Mr. SHREVE, a motion to reconsider the vote by

which the bill was passed was laid on the table,
GOOD ROADS

Mr. DOWELL, Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 5616, to amend the
act entitled “An act to provide that the United States shall aid
the States in the construction of rural post roads, and for other
purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supple-
mented, and for other purposes, with a Senate amendment
thereto, disagree to the Senate amendment, and ask for a con-
ference,

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 5616,
with a Senate amendment thereto, disagree to the Senate amend-
ment, and ask for a conference. The Clerk will report the
Senate amendment,

The Clerk read the Senate amendment.

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

The Chair appointed the following conferees: Mr. DowEgLL,
Mr. Branp of Ohio, and Mr. Araon.

ATTENDANOHE AT STATE FAIRS

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to incorporate in the Recorp a brief statement made by
myself in respect to attendance at State fairs.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas, Mr. Speaker, there appears in the
CoNGRESSIONAL REcoRD of January 27 a statement by my friend,
the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Sroan], as follows:

On the 16th day of December, 1929, In a speech delivered on the floor
of the House relative to Nebraska's diamond jubilee, I made the state-
ment that Nebraska had a larger attendance at its State fair than any
other State. The statement was challenged by my friend, honorable Mr,
Kxurson, of Minnesota, whose State had heretofore led in Btate-fair
attendance, 1 have taken time and opportunity to verify the correct-
ness of my statement of leadership and the following figures fairly
support my general statement then made. The attendance for the years
1928 and 1929 at the leading State fairs are as follows, arranged in the
order of the State’s rank in 1920,

This was followed by a list of fairs with their respective at-
tendances for the years 1928 and 1929,

My friend overlooked including the attendance of the Texas
State Fair which is held at Dallas, and for the purpose of mak-
ing his data more comprehensive I take the liberty of adding to
the figures given, those showing the attendance at the Dallas
fair during those years. The data as corrected would be as
follows:
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Nebraska State Fair. oo oome e nnn AL D |
Ohio State Fair
Minnesota State Fair.

Michigan State Fair__
Oklahoma State Fair.
Texas State Fair
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It will be noted that the attendance last year was only
963,606. This resulted from a curtailment on account of very
severe weather during a part of the period in which the fair
was being held. The attendance during 1927 was just a little
above the attendance of 1928, the attendance for 1927 being
1,028,317.

This is not a remarkable attendance, everything considered,
because the Dallas State Fair is perhaps the greatest annual
exposition in the world. I am glad to make this contribution
toward having my friend’s figures more comprehensive and
exact.

JOHN KERRIGAN, SAMUBL KURZMAN, WILLIAM BENENKE, AND ONE
ENGLEBERG

Mr. MICHENER., Mr, Speaker, by direction of the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary, and at the request of the chairman of
that committee, I submit a privileged report from that com-
mittee, which I send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

House Resolution 130

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is,
requested, If not incompatible with the public Interest, to furnish the
Bpeaker of the House with answers to the following queries:

1, What was the report of the investigation of the Treasury Depart-
ment on which the employment of the following-named prohibition
agents In New York Clty was based : John Kerrigan, Bamuel Kursman,
Willlam Benenke, and one Engleberg?

2. Were the abovenamed agents recommended for employment by
the Probibition Bureau by Samuel 8. Koenig, Republican leader of
New York County, and who were the other indorsers of thelr character
and fitness?

8. Were any of the above-named agents dismissed from the Treas-
ury service, and reports on which sald dismissals were based?

4. Have any agents been appointed in the Prohibition Unit who have
had police records?

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, this is an adverse report, and
therefore I move that the resolution do lie on the table.

The motion was agreed to.

BOARD OF VISITORS, NAVAL ACADEMY

The SPEAKER. Under authority of section 1081, title 34,
of the United States Code, the Chair appoints the following
Members to the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr, Rovan C. Jomxsox, of South Dakota; Mr. C, Brris Moore, of
Ohlo; Mr. Hancouvrr J. PrarT, of New York; Mr. Joux M, Evaxs,
of Montana ; and Mr. WiLniam A, ATres, of Kansas,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
Smovicn for two weeks on account of illness,
ADJOURN MENT
Mr, SHREVE. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and

60 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to-meet to-morrow,
Thursday, January 30, 1930, at 12 o'clock noon.

COMMITTEE HEARINGS

Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Thursday, January 30, 1930, as
reported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees:

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(1030 a. m. and 2 p. m.)
District of Columbia appropriation bill,
Deficiency appropriation bill.
(1030 a. m.)
Navy Department appropriation bill
COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.)

Authorizing the appropriation of the sum of $871,6565 as the
contribution of the United States toward the Christopher
Columbus Memorial Lighthouse at Santo Domingo (H. J.
Res, 5.)

To provide for the determination of claims for damages sus-
tailned by the fluctuation of the water levels of the Lake of the
‘Woods in certain cases (H. R, 5051).

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRIOT OF COLUMRIA—SUBCOMMITTEE ON
INBURANCE AND BANKING
(10 a. m—Room 452)

To authorize fraternal and benevolent corporations heretofore

created by speclal nct of Congress to divide and separate the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

2655

insurance activities from the fraternal actlvities by an act of its
supreme legislative body, subject to the approval of the superin-
tendent of insurance of the District of Columbia (H. R. 7701).

To provide a code of insurance law for the District of Colum-
bia (excepting marine insurance as now provided for by the act
of March 4, 1922, and fraternal and benevolent insurance associ-
ations or orders as provided for by the acts of March 8, 1897,
June 30, 1002, May 20, 1928, December 12, 1928, and December
20, 1928) (H. R. 3941).

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS
(1030 a. m.)

To authorize the Secretary of the Navy to proceed with cer-
tain public works at the United States Naval Hospital, Wash-
ington, D. C. (H. R, 8806).

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION
(10.30 a. m.)

To consider bills concerning aliens from countries of the West-
ern Hemisphere immigrating to the United States.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. BEERS: Committee on Printing. H. Res. 119. A reso-
lution to provide for the reprinting of House Document No. 132,
Seventy-first Congress, being a letter from the Secretary of
the Navy transmitting a report covering the selection of loca-
tions deemed most suitable for a naval airship base (Rept. No.
5630). Ordered to be printed.

Mr, MAPES: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. H. R. 8712. A bill to legalize a combined sewer and
submarine cable constructed under the Grand River near the
pumping station on Market Avenue at Grand Rapids, Mich.;
without amendment (Rept. No. 551). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. COLTON: Committee on Roads. H. R. 7585. A bill to
amend the act entitled “An act to provide that the TUnited
States shall aid the States in the construction of rural post
roads, and for other purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as
amended and supplemented, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept. No. 555). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. FISHER: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 2156.
A bill authorizing the sale of all of the interest and rights of
the United States of America in the Columbia Arsenal prop-
erty, situated in the ninth eivil district of Maury County, Tenn.,
and providing that the net fund be deposited in the military
post construction fund, and for the repeal of Public Law No.
542 (H. R. 12479), Seventieth Congress; without amendment
(Rept. No. 558). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

Mrs. KAHN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 8162
A bill to amend the act entitled “An act to repeal and reenact
chapter 100, 1914, Public, No. 108, to provide for the restoration
of Fort McHenry, in the State of Maryland, and its permanent
preservation as a national park and perpetual national memo-
rial shrine as the birthplace of the immortal Star Spangled
Banner, written by Francis Scott Key for the appropriation
of the necessary funds, and for other purposes,” approved
March 3, 1925; without amendment (Rept. No. 559). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. LINTHICUM: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. R.
0110. A bill for the grading and classification of clerks in the
Foreign Service of the United States of America, and provid-
ing compensation therefor; without amendment (Rept. No.
560). Referred to the Commitiee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union,

Mr. GRAHAM : Committee on the Judiciary, H. R. 742. A
bill to prevent desecration of the flag and insignia of the United
States and to provide punishment therefor; without amendment
(Rept. No 561). Referred to the House Calendar.

AND

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. PEAVEY: Committee on War Claims,
bill for the relief of the heirs of the late Frank J. Simmons;

H. R. 9059. A
without amendment (Rept. No. 552). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House.

Mr. PEAVEY : Committee on War Claims. H. R. 9174. A
bill for the relief of Frank W. Tucker; without amendment
(Rept No. 56563). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House,




‘Mr. GUYER: Committee on Claims. H. R:. 396.- A bill for
the relief of J. H. Muuns; without amendment (Rept. No. 554).
Referred -to the Committee of the Whole House.

Mr. DARROW : Committee on Naval Affairs, H. R. 8489.
A bill for the relief of William C. Gray; without amendment
(Rept, No. 556). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House.

Mr, JAMES : Committe on Military Affairs. H. R. 1099. A
bill to place a retired officer of the Army on the retired list as
a major general ; without amendment (Rept. No. 557). Referred
to the Committee of the Whole House.

ADVERSE REPORTS

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. GRAHAM : Committee on the Judiciary. H. Res. 130. A
resolution requesting certain information from the Secretary
of the Treasury; adverse (Rept. No. 562), Laid on the table.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged
from the consideration of the following bills, which were referred
as follows:

A bill (H. R. 3155) granting a peusion to Montie Johnson;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 8583) for the relief of the State of Maine; Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs discharged, and referred to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

A bill (H. R. 9118) granting a pension to Beulah R. Hemphill ;
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the
Committee on Pensions,

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions were
introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BRUNNER: A bill (H. R. 9297) to amend the na-
tional prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 9298) to prevent disclosure of
confidential information the physician receives from the patient
for whom medicinal lignor is prescribed; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 9299) to extend the times
for commencing and completing the construction of a bridge
across the Missouri River at or near Decatur, Nebr.; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. PITTENGER: A bill (H. R. 9300) to authorize the
Postmaster General to hire vehicles from village delivery car-
riers ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. FREEMAN: A bill (H. R. 9301) to provide for the
relinquishment by the United 8States of a certain tract of land
to the borough of Stonington, in the county of New London, in
the State of Connecticut; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. HAMMER : A bill (H. R. 9302) for the establishment
of a United States industrial reformatory ; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. JAMES (by request of the War Department) : A bill
(H. R. 9303) to authorize funds for the construetion of a bnild-
ing at Corozal, Canal Zone; to the Committee on Military
Affairs, -

By Mr. COLTON: A bill (H. R. 8304) to amend the act en-
titled “An aect to provide that the United States shall aid the
States in the construetion of rural post roads, and for other
purposes,” approved July 11, 1916, as amended and supple-
mented, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Roads.

By Mr. GRAHAM : A bill (H. R. 9305) to construct a tunnel
under the Delaware River between the State of Pennsylvania
and the State of New Jersey; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce,

By Mr. WILLIAMSON: A bill (H. R. 9306) to authorize per
capita payments to the Indians of the Pine Ridge Reservation,
8. Dak. ; to the Committee on Indian Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 9307) to create a commission to investigate
the issuance of fee simple patents to Indians not applying there-
for, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. CRADDOCK : A bill (H. R. 9308) crediting certain
employees with time served as employees of third-class post
offices for the purposes of the civil service retirement laws; to
the Committee on the Civil Service.

By Mr. DOUGLAS of Arizona: Joint resolution (H. J. Res,
232) to amend the joint resolution entitled “Joint resolution to
provide for eradication of pink bellworm and authorizing an
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appropriation therefor,” approved May 21, 1928; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. WOOD: Resolution (H. Res. 139) that a subcom-
mittee of the Committee on Appropriations be designated to
hold hearings relative to the Mediterranean fruit fly, and for
other purposes ; to the Committee on Rules.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXI1I, memorials were presented and
referred as follows: :

By Mr. BLACKBURN : Memorial of the house of representa-
tives, Commonwealth of Kentucky, urging a change in the so-
called adjusted service certificate law so that these certificates
may be payable at once; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. BLACKBURN : A bill (H. R. 9309) granting a pen-
sion to Robert Gross; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. BRAND of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 9310) granting a
pension to Dexter Aldrich;: te the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R. 9311) granting a pension to Oscar T. Ginn;
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. ESTERLY : A bill (H. R. 9312) granting an increase
of pension to Cyrus Garfield Fox ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. FREEMAN : A bill (H. R. 9313) granting a pension to
Louisa H. Burch ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9314) granting an increase of pension to
Lizzie RR. Pratt; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HARTLEY : A bill (H. R. 9315) granting a pension to
Adam Frommer; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9316) granting a pension to Teresa
Murphy; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 9317) granting a pension fo Charles B.
Mullin ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an inerease
of pension to Mattie ¢, Dunham : to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. 9319) grant-
ing an inerease of pension to Ida H. Trimble; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. KENDALL of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9320) grant-
ing a pension fo Mahala Turner; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 9321) to
extend the benefits of the employers’ liability act of September
7, 1916, to James Robert Allen; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 9322) granting an increase of
pension to Mary C. Hanley; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HARTLEY: Resolution (H. Res. 140) to ecertify
Nicholas Casale to be the smallest fighting soldier in the
American Expeditionary Forces; to the Committee on Military
Affairs, i

PETITIONS, ETC.
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:
3750. By Mr. ACKERMAN : Petition from the Quincy O'M.
Gillmore Camp, No. 16, United Spanish War Veterans, E. M.
Andrews, commander, urging the enactment of House bill 2562,

granting an increase of pension to Spanish-American War
veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

3751. By Mr. BLACKBURN: Petition of sundry citizens of
Estill County, Ky., urging the passage of legislation praying
for increased pensions to Spanish War veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions. -

3752. By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of L. M. Hartruett and 50
or more citizens of the second (Queensboro) New York distriet,
urging Congress to pass favorably upon Senafe bill 476 and
House bill 2562, to increase pensions of Spanish-War veterans;
to the Committee on Pensions.

3753. By Mr. BUCKBER: Petition of George Buel and 76
other residents of Mendota, Ill., asking for early passage of
House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension to
Spanish-War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

3754. By Mr. BUTLER : Petition of certain citizens of Crook
County, Oreg., praying for increase of pensions to veterans of
the Spanish-American War; to the Committee on Pensions.

3756. By Mr. CHALMERS: Petition signed by residents of
Toledo, Ohio, urging the passage of legislation increasing the
pensions of all Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on
Pensions.
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8756. By Mr. CLARKE of New York: Petition of Nelson P.
Bonney and 177 citizens of Chenango County, N. Y., asking
support of House bill 2562 and Senate bill 476, increasing pen-
glons of Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

8707, Also, petition of Frank M. Winchell and 71 citizens of
Delaware County, N. Y., asking support of House bill 2562 and
Senate bill 476, increasing pensions of Spanish War veterans;
to the Committee on Pensions.

37068, Also, petition of Thomas 8. Scott and 64 citizens of
Binghamton, N. Y., asking support of House bill 2562 and Sen-
ate bill 476, increasing pensions of Spanish War veterans; to
the Committee on Pensions,

3709, By Mr. CONNERY : Petition of citizens of Lynn, Mass,,
asking for increase in pensions for Spanish War veterans; to
the Committee on Penslons.

A760, Also, petition of citizens of Peabody, Mass,, asking for
inerease In pensions for Spanish War veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions,

3761. By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Paul B. Hof and 30 other
indorsers urging speedy consideration and passage of Senate
bill 476 and House bill 2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions,

3762, By Mr. FREE: Petition of Isabel O. Smith, of Palo
Alto, Calif,, and 71 residents of Santa Clarn County, Calif.,
urging passage of legislation for the relief of Civil War veterans
and widows of veterans; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

3763, By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of Shawnee
Lions Club, Shawnee, Okla,, fully indorsing Senate bill 2819,
to ereate a department of welfare for the blind in the Depart-
ment of Labor; to the Committee on Labor,

3704, Also, petition of mayor and general couneil of the city
of Atlanta, Ga., urging enactment into legislation of House bill
2562, granting pensions and certain increases in pensions to
soldiers, sallors, and nurses of the war with Spain, the Philip-
pine insurrection, and China relief expedition ; to the Committee
on Pensions,

a765, Also, petition of Independent Petroleum Association of
America, Ardmore, Okla., urging indorsement of Senate bill
1752 ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.,

3766, By Mr. GREGORY : Petition of Jesse F. Nelson and 23
other citizens of McCracken County, Ky., urging the passage of
a bill granting increased pension to veterans and widows of
veterans of the Civil War; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

3767, Also, petition of Ira D. Tucker and 22 other ecitizens
of Dublin, Graves County, Ky., urging the speedy consideration
and passage of House bill 2562, providing for increased rates
of pension to the men who served in the armed forces of the
United States during the Spanish War period ; to the Committee
on Pensions,

3768, By Mr. HUGHES : Petition signed by citizens of Par-
kersburg and vicinity, and submitted by Warren M. Koon, in
which they urge that the Congress of the United States take
immediate steps to bring to a vote Senate bill 476 and House
bill 2562: to the Committee on Pensions.

3769. By Mr. JENKINS: Petition signed by citizens of
Lawrence County, Ohio, urging Members of Congress to use
every endeavor to secure speedy consideration and passage of
Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the Committee on
Penslons,

3770. By Mr. HAMMER: Petition of 15 ecitizens of Union
County, N, C., urging more liberal pension legislation for Span-
ish-American War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions.

3771, By Mr. JENKINS: Petition signed by citizens of QOak
Hill, Ohio, urging Members of Congress to use every endeavor
to secure speedy consideration and passage of Senate bill 476
and House bill 2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions,

3772, Also, petition signed by eitizens of Proctorviile, Ohlo,
urging Members of Congress to use every endeavor to secure
specdy consideration and passage of Senate bill 476 and House
bill 25662 to the Committee on Pensions,

3773. By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of Paul M.
Humble, post commander, Sim Ashburn Post, No, 88, American
Legion, Groesbeck, Tex., favoring House Joint Resolution 220;
to the Committee on Rules.

3774. By Mr. KENDALL of Kentucky : Petition of the citizens
of Breathitt County, Ky., submitted by Matt J. Long, Elkatawa,
Ky., In which they urge that the House and Senate pass Senate
bill 476 and House bill 2662 at an early date; to the Committee
on Pensions., ;

3775. By Mr. LANKFORD of Virginia: Petition of T, R.
Stecle, 150 Maple Terrace, Portsmouth, Va,, and others, asking
speedy consideration of and passage of Senate bill 476 and
House bill 2562, providing for increased rate of pension for
Spanish-American War veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions.

LXXII—168

RECORD—HOUSE 2657

3776. Also, petition of David R. Woodington, 816 Thayor
Street, Norfolk, Va., and others, asking speedy consideration and
passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for
increased rate of pension for Spanish-American War veterans;
to the Committee on Pensions,

3777, Also, petition of M. E. Scott, 3217 Somme Avenue, Nor-
folk, Va., and others, asking speedy counsideration and passage
of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased
rate of pension for Spanish-American War veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions,

3778, Also, petition of Samuel Harrell, of 1012 Eflingham
Street, Portsmouth, Va., and George Tynes, of 648 North Street,
Portsmouth, Va., asking speedy consideration and passage of
Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased
rates of pension for Spanish-American War veterans; to the
Committee on Pensions.

3779. Also, petition of J. W. Holland, 207 Court Street, Ports-
mouth, Va., and others, asking speedy consideration and passage
of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased
rates of pension of Spanish-American War veterans ; to the Com-
mittee on Pensions,

3780. Also, petition of G. W. Hilton, route 2, box 98, Ports-
mouth, Va., and others, asking speedy consideration and passage
of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased
rate of pension for Spanish-American War veterans; to the
Committee on Pensions,

3781. By Mr. LETTS: Petition of John Tork and other citi-
zens of Davenport, Iowa, urging the passage of pension legis-
lation in behalf of the Spanish-American War veterans: to the
Committee on Pensions.

3782, Also, petition of Jesse L. Doty and other citizens of
Davenport, Iowa, urging the passage of pension legislation in
behalf of the Spanish-American War veterans; to the Committee
on Pensions.

3783. Also, petition of W. L. Bowers and other citizens of
Davenport, Iowa, urging the passage of pension legislation in
behalf of the Spanish-American War veterans: to the Committee
on Pensions,

3784. Also, petition of Bd. M. Kurtz and other citizens of
Davenport, Towa, urging the passage of pension legislation in
behalf of the Spanish-American War veterans; to the Commit-
tee on Pensions.

3785. By Mr. McCLINTOCK of Ohio: Petition of 2,000 mem-
bers of the Moose Lodge of Canton, Ohio, favoring increased
pensions for Spanish War veterans; to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

3786. By Mr. MENGES : Petition presented by John D. Fer-
ree and other citizens of York County, Pa., urging the pas-
sage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, which provide
increased rates of pension for Spanish-American War veterans:
to the Committee on Pensions,

3787. By Mr. MOUSER: Petitions of citizens of Findlay, Van
Buren, North Baltimore, and Rawson, Ohio, asking passage of
the Spanish-American War pension bill known, as the Knutson
bill (H. R. 2562) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

3788, By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of William
Henry Baumann, president of the Continental Mortgage Guar-
antee Co., of New York City, opposing the passage of House bill
8634, providing for the establishment in the Department of the
Treasury of a Federal building loan bourd; to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

8789, By Mrs. OLDFIELD: Petition of C. M. Hanshaw and
other citizens of Independence and Izard Counties, Ark., urging
additional pension legislation ; to the Committee on Pensions.

3700, By Mr. HENRY T. RAINEY : Petition signed by Carson
T. Metcalf and 67 other ecitizens of Greene County, Ill., protest-
ing against taking radio station KWKH, of Shreveport, La.,
off the air; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

3791, Also, petition signed by James Bowie and 171 other citi-
zens of Carrollton, Greene County, Ill, protesting against tak-
ing radio station KWKH, Shreveport, La., off the air: to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

3792, By Mr. ROBINSON: Petition signed by E. C. Russell,
of 791 Nevada Street, Dubuque, Iowa, and 30 other citizens of
Dubuque, Iowa, urging the passage of legislation which will
increase the rates of pensions of the Spanish-American War vet-
erans; to the Committee on Pensions,

3793. By Mr. SIMMONS: Petition of 69 citizens of Clear-
water, Ewing, and Inman, Nebr, asking for speedy considera-
tion and passage of pending billg providing for increased rates
of pension to the men who served in the armed forees of the
United States during the Spanish War period; to the Committee
on Pensions.
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3794, By Mr. SPEAKS: Petition signed by 15 citizens of
Columbnus, Ohio, urging support of Senate bill 476 and House
bill 2562, providing for Increased rates of pemsion to men who
served in the armed forces of the United States during the
Spanish War period ; to the Committee on Pensions.

3795. Also, petition signed by 51 citizens of Columbus, Ohio,
urging sapport of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562, providing
for increased rates of pension to men who served in the armed
forces of the United States during the Spanish War period; to
the Committee on Pensions.

3796. By Mr. ZIHLMAN : Petition of citizens of Hancock,
Md., urging immediate and favorable action on House bill 2562
and Senate bill 476, providing for inereased rates of pension to
Bpanish-American War veterans ; to the Committee on Pensions.

SENATE
THURSDAY, January 30, 1930
(Legislative day of Monday, January 6, 1930)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the
recess,

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will eall the roll.

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

Ashurst George
Baird Gillett
Barkley Glass
Binghim Glenn

Black Goft
Blease Goldsborough
Borah Gould

Greene

Grundy

Hale

Eean
Kendrick
Keyes

La Follette
McKellar
McMaster
MeNary

Sheppard
Shipstead
Shortridge
gimmons

Sullivan

Swanson
Thomas, Idaho
Townsend
Trammell
Tydings
Vandenberg
Wagner
Walcott
Walsh, Mass,
Walsh, Mont.

Bratton
Brookhart
Broussard
Capper
Connally
Copeland
Couzens
Cutting
Denecen
Din

Fess
Fletcher

Harris
Harrison
Hastings
Hatfield
Patterson
Phipps
Pine
Ransdell
Robinson, Ind. Watson

Frazier Robsion, Ky. Wheeler

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the junior Senator
from Utah [Mr. King] is necessarily detained from the Senate
by illness. I will let this announcement stand for the day.

I also wish to announce that the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Caraway] and the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Braingm]
are absent on business of the Senate.

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to announce that my colleague the
junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. StepHENS] is also de-
tained from the Senate by illness. This announcement may
sgtand for the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Righty Senators have answered to
their names. A quorum is present.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. COPELAND presented petitions numerously signed by
sundry citizens of the State of New York, praying for the pas-
sage of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War
veterans, which were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Brooklyn
and New York City, N, Y,, praying for the passage of legislation
granting increased pensions to Civil War veterans and widows
of veterans, which were referred to the Committee on Pensions,

Mr. GOULD presented a petition of sundry citizens of Blaine
and Mars Hill, in the State of Maine, praying for the passage
of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War veter-
ans, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, EEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Newark
and vieinity, in the State of New Jersey, praying for the passage
of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War veter-
ans, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr, GOLDSBOROUGH presented a memorial of members of
the Brown Memorial Presbyterian Church, of Baltimore, Md.,
remonstrating against any revision of the existing calendar un-
lesg a proviso be included definitely guaranteeing the preserva-
tion of the continuity of the weekly cycle without the insertion
of blank days, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

Mr. NYE presented 62 resolutions adopted by branches of the
North Dakota Federation of the General Federation of Women's
Clubg, favoring the prompt ratification of the proposed World
Court protocol, which were referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

Mr. VANDENBERG presented a resolution adopted by the
Common Council of the city of Detroit, Mich,, favoring the pas-
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sage of legislation designating October 11 ag a memorial day for
Gen, Casimir Pulaski, Revolutionary War hero, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on the Library.

He also presented resolutions adopted by Lodge No. 8, Inter-
national Shipmasters’ Association of the Great Lakes at Marine
City, and Harbor No. 14, International Shipmasters’ Associa-
tion of the Great Lakes, at St. Clair, in the State of Michigan,
protesting against the passage of legislation to provide for the
establishment of shipping commissioners at ports on the Great
Lakes, which were referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented a letter in the nature of a memorial from
the Chamber of Commerce, of Menominee, Mich., remonstrating
against the passage of legislation to provide for the establish-
ment of shipping commissioners at ports on the Great Lakes,
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce,

PAMINE CONDITIONS IN CHINA

Mr, HARRIS. I present a telegram in the nature of a petition
from Claude L. Whaley, president of the Macon (Ga.) Kiwaunis
Club, urging the Government to give relief to famine conditions
in China, which I ask may be referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations and printed in the Recorp.

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

[Telegram]
MAcoN, GA., January 15, 1980.
Benator W. J. Hanmis,
Washington, D. O.:

Kiwanis Club of Macon by resolution to-day respectfully urge our
Government to take immediately every possible step to assist in allevis
ating appalling famine conditions In China. Feel sure you will use
the power of your high office at once to the end that human beings
may not perish from hunger. This club stands ready to assist in any
way it can,

Cravpe L. WHALEY,
President Macon Kiwanis Olub.

OIL AND COAL LANDS IN ALASKA

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent to present, in the
nature of a petition or memorial, a resolution passed by the
Commercial Club of Ketchikan, Alaska, with regard to changing
the laws relating to coal and oil lands in Alaska. As it is brief
and important, I ask that it may be referred to the Committee
on Territories and Insular Affairs and printed at the proper
place in the RECogD.

There being no objection, the matter was referred to the Com-
mittee on Territories and Insular Affairs and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

KEETCHIEAN, ALASEA, February 8, 1929,
CHAIRMAN SEXATE COMMITTER ON TERRITORIES,
Washington, D, C.

DeAr Sin: This club has glven study to and has indorsed the fol-
lowing resolution which originated with and was adopted by the Cor-
dova (Alagka) Chamber of Commerce at its regular meeting on De-
cember 7, 1928,

** Resolved, That It is for the greatest good of the Territory of Alaska,
and it is absolutely necessary to its development, that all leasing laws
relating to oil or coal lands and the act of Congress of 1912 relating
to placer ground be repealed, and that the Territory of Alaska be again
placed under the former laws relating to the acquisition of public lands
for mining use under which the western part of the United States has
been developed and made populous and prosperous,”

Yours respectfully,
COMMERCIAL CLUB OF KETCHIEAN,
By Fravg 8. Smevrrox, Recretary.
REFERENCE OF CERTAIN PAPERS

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented papers to accompany the
bill (8. 2877) to authorize the Secretary of War to grant a right
of way for street purposes upon and across the Holabird Quar-
termaster Depot Military Reservation, in the State of Mary-
land, heretofore introduced by him, which were referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs

He also presented a paper to accompany the bill (8. 2878)
to anthorize Brig., Gen. William 8. Thayer, Auxiliary Officers’
Reserve Corps, and Brig. Gen, Willilam H. Welch, Auxiliary
Officers’ Reserve Corps, to accept the awards of the French
Legion of Honor, heretofore introduced by him, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS

Mr. PHIPPS, as in open executive session, from the Com-
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, reported sundry post-
office mominations, which were ordered to be placed on the
Ixecutive Calendar,
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