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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE SEVENTY-FIRST CONGRESS 

SECOND SESSION 

SENATE 
~ioNDAY, March 3, 1930 

(Legislative day of Monday, Jarvuary 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 call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen George La Follette 
Ashurst Glass McCulloch 
Barkley Glenn McKellar 
Bingham Goff McMaster 
Black Goldsborough McNary 
Blaine Gould Metcalf 
Blea se Greene Moses 
Borah Grundy Nor beck 
Bratton Hale Norris 
Brock Harris Nye 
Brookhart Harrison Oddie 
Broussard Hastings Overman 
Capper Hatfield Patterson 
Caraway Hawes Phipps 
Connally Hayden Pine 
Copeland Hebert Pittman 
Couzens Heflin llansdell 
Cutting Howell Robinson, Ind. 
Dill Johnson Robston, Ky. 
Fess Jones Schall 
Fletcher Kean Sheppard 
Frazier Keyes Shortridge 

Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

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

Mr. SHEPPARD. I desire to announce that the junior Sena
tor from Utah [Mr. KING] is necessarily detained from the 
Senate by illness. I will let this announce01ent stand for the 
day. 

I also desire to announce the necessary absence of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. ROBINSON] and the Senator from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. REEI>], who are delegates from the United States to 
the Naval Arms Conference meeting in London, England. 

Mr. SCHALL. My colleague [Mr. SHIPBTEAD] is unavoidably 
absent. I ask that this announcement may stand for the day. 

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

RELIEF OF FLOOD BUFF'E&ERS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the President . of the United States, transmitting a 
supplemental estimate of appropriation, amounting to $7,000,000, 
for the Department of Agriculture, fiscal year 1930, to remain 
available until June .30, ·1931, for the purpose of making ad
vances or loans to farmers as authorized by the joint resolution 
entitled "Joint resolution for the relief of farmers in the storm, 
flood., and/or drought-stricken areas of Alabama, Florida, Geor
gia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Indian.a, Illinois, Minnesota, North Dakota, Montana, New Mex
ico, and Missouri," approved March 3, 1930, which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communic.a
tion in the nature of a memorial from the Emerson-Steuben 
Mills, of Brooklyn, N. Y., signed by J. Kaufman, remonstrating . 
against an increase in the tanff duty on crin vegetal or palm 
fiber, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MOSES presented a resolution adopted by the board of 
aldermen of the city of Nashua, N. H., favoring the passage of 
legislation dedicating October 11 of each year as General 
Pulaski's memorial day .. for the observance and commemoration 
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of the death of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski, Revolutionary War 
hero, which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. GOULD presented a petition of sundry citizens of Lewi~ 
ton, Me., praying for the passage of legislation granting increased 
pensions to Spanish War veterans, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. KEYES presented a resolution adopted by the board of 
aldermen of the city of Nashua, N. H., favoring the passage of 
legislation dedicating October 11 of each year as General 
Pulaski's memorial day, for the observance and commemoration 
of the death of Brig. Gen. Casimir Pulaski, Revolutionary War 
hero, which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Boston and Franklin County, 1\Iass., praying for the 
passage of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish 
War veterans, which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Brockton, 
Marshfield, Pembroke, and Rockland, in the State of Massachu
setts, praying for the passage of legislation granting increased 
pensions to Civil War veterans and their widows, which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of 100 citizens of Holyoke, Mass., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 15, providing for civil
service retirement, and House bill 162, the postal employees' 
longevity bill, which was referred to the Committee on Civil 
Service. 

CRIME CONDITIONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. BLEASE. 1\fr. President, in connection with the remarks 
made by me on February 28, 1930, .beginning on page 4456 of 
the CoNGRESSIONAL RECoRD, I ask that the newspaper clippings 
which I send to the desk may be printed in the RECORD. These 
clippings cover only three days. Is there any crime in Wash
ington? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clippings 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
[From the Washington Times, March 1, 1930] 

THIEVES ACTIVE IN NoRTHWEST 

Thieves operating in the northwest section entered a store and four 
homes, making away with $150 in cash and jewelry and property valued 
at $1,250. 

A diamond ring valued at $700 was stolen from a dresser in a third
floor room in the 3100 block N Street NW., Mary A. Lynch told police of 
the seventh precinct. 

Ninety-three dollars was taken from the pants pocket of Emanuel 
Levy and $23 from the cash register by thieves who broke into his store 
in the 800 block Twenty-sixth Street NW. 

Three rings and a bracelet, valued in excess of $440, were stolen from 
the apartment of Marie Simons in the 1100 block Vermont Avenue, she 
reported. 

Allen G. Stearn, of the 3400 block Woodley Road NW., told police of 
the fourteenth precinct that his home was looted of table silver, candle
sticks, and linen. 

Cash and jewelry valued at $40 was stolen from the home o:t James 
Hall, in the 1300 block Girard Street NW. 

[From the Washington Herald, March 1, 193Q] 

FORTY-EIGHT ARRESTED IN THREE RAIDS BY LETTERMAN-DETECTlV1ll 

WINS IN 20-Ml:NUTE FIGHT WITH BIG POLICl!l DOG; SMASHES LAMP 

ON ITS IIF>AD 

Forty-eight men were arrested yesterday afternoon in three spec
tacular downtown raids staged by members of Sergt. Oscar Letterman's • 
liquor and gambling squad. 

A 20-mi~ute battle between a large police dog and Detective William 
Mostyn, ending only when the policeman smashed a heavy lamp on 
the dog's head, knocking the animal uncoDBCious, enlivened a raid at 
620 New York Avenue NW. 
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l\1ore than a score of "customers" escaped over roofs when the 

squad battered through two heavy doors leading to second floor rooms 
at 815 I Street NW., the first place visited. Twenty-one others, in
cluding John Joseph Dee, 36, of the I Street address, were captured. 
Dee was charged with permitting gaming and the others booked as 
United States witnesses. 

The squad next visited 519 Thirteenth Street NW. Smashing 
through a heavy glass door leading to the second floor, police arrested 
Harry Schmidt, 31, and 15 other men who were held as witnesses. 
Schmidt was charged with permitting gaming. Police confiscated a 
wagon load of gambling equipment, including a roulette wheel and 
marked money. 

[From the Evening Star, Washington, D. C., Saturday, March 1, 1930] 

CARTER GUARDED BY SPECIAL POLICE AGAINST THREATS FOR GAMING 
STANI}---(}UARD Is PLACED 0\ER HOME AND DETECTIVE Is 'ASSIGNED TO 
ACCOMPANY THE PUBLIC PRINTER ABOUT CITY 

A special police guard has been assigned. to the home of Public 
Printer George H. Carter, his office in the Government Printing Office, 
and a detective rides with him to and from his work, it was learned 
to-day as the result of a series of threats which Mr. Carter has re
ceived since he inaugurated his attack on gambling in the vicinity of 
the Printing Office. 

A series of threats, which started with an early morning tel~phone 
call which brought him out of bed yesterday, have been followed up 
with "threats of gunmen," Mr. Carter disclosed to-day. 

COMMITTEE CONSIDERS COURSE 
:M<:>anwhile, the llobsion subcommittee of the Senate District Com

mittee was laying plans to consider the course it would follow in 
handling Carter's charges that police have failed to stamp out gambling 
and bootlegging in the vicinity of the Government Printing Office. 

At the outset the Kentucky Senator made it clear that his subcom
mittee would "not be used as a grand jury nor a sewer through which 
to pass mud and filth, blackening men's reputations." 

Mr. Carter, confirming reports that he was receiving constant police 
protection, said the guards bad been thrown about his home and otnce 
" purely on the initiative of police, because I have no fear whatsoever 
of people who make threats." 

RECEIVES DEATH THREATS 

Carter told a reporter from the Star he received a death threat 
to-day-the third in two days-from a "notorious gambler." In addi
tion, Inspector William S. Shelby, chief of detectives, informed Carter 
of a fourth threat. 

To-day's warning reached Carter through a mutual friend of the 
Public Printer and the gambler. Carter said the gambler sent word 
it would be "easy to import a gunman to get you for $5,000." The 
man also sent word that Carter could get $25,000 from Maryland gam
blers to have gambling stopped in the District if he would bold off a 
few weeks. 

Laughing, Carter quoted the man as having said Maryland gamblers 
would be glad to have Washington " closed up " so their business would 
increase. 

Carter said be sent word to the gambler that "if he sets foot in my 
office I'll throw him out." 

The Public Printer said be was awakened early yesterday morning 
by a phone call from an unidentified man. " He talked to me in the 
most vile language conceivable and said be was going to 'get me,' " 
Carter reported. 

TRACED TELEPHONE CALLS 
"I said nothing in reply because I was flashing for the operator in 

order to trace the message," Carter added. He said be learned the 
number of the phone used by the man who threatened him and notified 
police. 

"Then after I left home and went to the office," Carter continued, 
"some man called my wife and threatened to 'get me.' This man 
didn't indulge in blasphemy, however. I traced that call, too, and told 
police about it. 

Cartet• said Inspector Shelby called at his office yesterday and said 
he bad decided to take the precaution of placing the Public Printer 
under a constant guard, because police had learned that a mechanic in 
a garage near the Printing Office had overheard a man say, "I'm 
going to get Carter." The Public Printer said the threat was made 
to the man's companion and was overheard by the mechanic while be 
was working beneath an automobile. 

" I'm used to this sort of thing," Carter declared. " I received even 
more numerous threats in 1925 when I fired 265 employees of the 
Printing Office for gambling, drinking liquor, and other violations." 

Carter asserted his principal interest in his fight against the police 
department was to keep the Government Printing Office " in its pre
eminent position as the cleanest Government office in Washington." 
"I'm not a reformer," he added. "I simply want fair play." 

Replying to charges of police that the affidavits sworn to by four 
employees of his office had been drawn from them because they were in 
fear of losing their jobs, Carter said be had affidavits from clerks and 

others present when he questioned the men which would prove the 
police charges were false. 

Shortly after it had referred the Carter correspondence to the sub
committee yesterday afternoon the Senate committee approved the 
Capper bill granting pay increases to the police and fire departments. 

Senator JOHN M. RoBSION, Republican, of Kentucky, chairman of the 
subcommittee, bas not had a chance yet to go over the data from 
Carter, but, speaking generally, he said he did not believe the subcom· 
mittee should take over the work of the grand jury or the courts by 
going into every individual complaint brought to the attention of 
Congress. · 

The Senator said that if the head of any department should be found 
not faithful to his trust, that would be a situation be thought the 
subcommittee should take hold of. At the same time be said be 
wanted to emphasize that it ls also a duty to avoid besmirching the 
characters of honest public officials. 

Senator ROBSION declared be did not want to see the subcommittee 
" used as a sewer through which to pass filth and mud.'' 

" I have lived here for 12 years," said Senator ROBSION, " and I 
think Washington is w ell above the average." 

The Senator pointed out that Congress is spending millions for the 
beautification of Washington and be believes every member of Con
gress is interested in seeing that the Capital is not only beautified, but 
kept safe and orderly. He stressed the point, however, that there are 
certain functions which belong to the courts and to grand juries, such 
as specific complaints of wrongdoing. The Senator indicated that if 
it could be shown that the proper agencies were-not functioning as they 
should, he would not hesitate to go into a matter of that kind. 

Although nothing definite will be decided until the chairman consults 
the other members of the subcommittee, he indicated the Public Printer 
might be called to discuss the questions be bas raised. 

In his letter to the Senate committee the Public Printer said be was 
interested in the situation because some of the employees of the Print
ing Office have been affected by the prevalence of gambling and boot
legging in the vicinity of the office. Senator RoBsiON suggested that 
the bead of an establishment . could apply disciplinary measures to 
employees under him. 

The police and fire pay bill, as approved by the committee, would give 
privates an entrance salary of $1,900, with annual increases of $100 
until a maximum of $2,400 is reached. The present scale is $1,800, 
$1,900, and $2,100 a year. The bill also carries increases for the 
officers of both departments, according to their rank. 

In reporting the bill from the subcommittee Senator ROBSION at first 
suggested adopting an amendment from the District Commissioners 
to raise the heads of the police and fire departments to $8,000 instead 
of to $8,500. The present salaries o'f these two officials is $5,200. 
After other members of the committee indicated they favored reporting 
the bill as introduced by Senator CAPPER, without amendment, Senator 
RoBSION said be bad no objection, and that course was adopted. 

Detective Sergt. Frank Varney, of the Policemen's Association, 
pointed out to the committee that in Washington the beads of the 
police and fire departments perform administrative duties as well as 
directing the actual work of their men, whereas in other cities there 
are police and fire commissioners as well as police and fire chiefs. 

POLICEAIEN TAKE 10 IN NEAR RIO'l'--YOUTHS IN COMMUNIST DEMON· 
STRATIO~ AT SEVENTH AND P STREETS 

Members of the Communist Party here engaged in a demonstration 
at Seventh and P Streets last night which ended in a near riot when 
10 of the number were arrested by second precinct police. 

All were released before midnight after posting collateral. Three 
were charged with speaking publicly without a permit and the others 
were booked on disorderly conduct charges. Police said that six of 
the number were undP.r 20 years of age. 

When the police intervened a youth who .appeared less than 18 years 
old was standing on a soap box in the center of the pavement, denounc
ing the "bosses" of the country, who, he said, "were living a life of 
luxury while countless thousands go unemployed." 

Shouting dramatically, be told his audience of several hundred per
sons, "We must baud together and fight these 'bosses' unless we 
starve." He referred at length to a recent editorial published in a local 
paper, which cited unemployment co:1ditlons in the country. 

The youth climaxed his speech by stating that the contents of the edi
torial proved the communist cause was right. 

A colored speaker took his place on the soap box, uttered sounds 
which resembled "Uh-ab" and suddenly found himself being escorted to 
a waiting patrol wagon across the street. 

CROWD BROKEN UP . 

The police arrived quietly and, working systematically, arrested both 
the speakers and sought to disperse the crowd, which by this time bad 
grown to major proportions. 

As the two speakers, objecting vainly made their way to the patrol 
wagon, an enthusiastic and youthful comrade leaped to the soap box and 
shouted, "That's the way they treat us when we try to get work for 
you folks "-and the crowd picked up his cry. 
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The enthusiastic one was given a seat in the patrol wagon with his 

comrades, and the police, brandishing night sticks threateningly, sent 
the crowd milling into the night. The more unruly ones were arrested. 
Others disappeared. 

GIRD IS REA1UtESTED 
Miss Edith Briscoe, 19 years old, arrested several weeks ago along with 

Mi.ss Helen Colodny, 20-year-old Central High School student, whose 
charges that 300 pupils were taking active part in the Communist Party 
stirred educational circles, was arrested again last night. 

The Briscoe girl was passing communistic literature to those in the 
e1·owd. She was charged with disorderly conduct and released after 
posting collateral. 

Hat'Old Briscoe, 16, the younger brother of Edith Briscoe, who gave an 
address in the 3500 block of Fourteenth Street; Solomon Harper, colored, 
34, of Winston-Salem, N. C.; and Albert Mallin, 17, of the 1300 block of 
Seventh Street, were charged with speaking publicly without a permit. 

Phillip Shinberg, 16, of the 1300 block of Seventh Street; John Wor
land, 22, of the 1300 block of Howard Street ; William Snowden, 23, col
ored, of the 1400 block of New York Avenue; Harry Furash, 16, of the 
500 block of Lamont Street; Arthur Walker, 35, of the 200 block of 
Bryant Street; and William Phillips, 17, of the 3400 block of Dent Place, 
~ere charged with disorderly conduct. All will appear in police court. 
· Literature given out at the demonstration announced that a mass pro
test meeting against the lynching of colored persons in the South will be 
held at Odd Fellows Hall, 1606 M Street, Friday night, beginning at 8.15 
o'clock. Charles Alexander, billed as director of the International Labor 
Defense, is scheduled to talk. 

THIIEE FINED $10 EACH 

Judge Gus A. Schuldt, in police court, fined Mallin, Snowden, and 
Worland $10 each for disorderly conduct. Police said that the com
munists bad spoken loudly and boisterously in an attempt to prevent the 
arrest of other members of the organization. Phillips was released, as 
it was said he did not become unruly. 

Edith Briscoe was charged with assault for attacking Policeman Clar
ence P. Wood, and held under $100 bond for a jury trial by Judge John 
P. McMahon in the United States branch. 
· Phillips's hilarity after his release led to his dismissal from the court 
room. Other members of the group were warned by the court. 

The charges of speaking without a permit against Mallin, Harold 
Brown, and Solomon Harper, colored, were continued until March 15, 
when charges made out against members of the band after a demonstra
tion on Pennsylvania Avenue several weeks ago will be reviewed. 

Judge Schuldt, discussing the young communists off the bench to-day, 
decla1·ed he was not in favor of making martyrs of them by sending 
them to jail. "They are publicity seekers and only wish to be made 
martyrs," Judge Schuldt said. 

Harold Briscoe, Philip Shinberg, and Harry Furash were held for 
juvenile-court action, as they are only 16 years old. 

SHOT IN STREET CHASE>--BEATS BOY; TRIES TO SLASH OFFICER WITH 
GLASS AFTER 3-MILE DASH-HITS TWO WOMEN WHEN THEY ARE 
SAlD TO HAVE RESISTED ROBBERY ATTEMPT IN APARTMEl'IT HousE: 

Attacldng all who crossed his path, a young colored man ran amuck 
in the northwest section this morning and was only halted when shot 
down by a policeman after a wild flight of 3 miles. 

Charles F. Dixon, 23 years old, colored night elevator operator at 
Cathedral Mansions South, started on his journey across the city a!ter, 
it is charged, he attempted to rob Mrs. Cora Simpson, 53:-year-old resi
dent manager of the apartment where he is employed, and Mrs. Nettie 
Rogers, 23 years old, telephone operator. His fiigbt ended at Eleventh 
and Fairmont Streets when he attempted to attack Park Policeman 
Grover Shumaker and was shot three times. 

POLICEMAN HURT AS SMOKE SCREE_N CAUSES SMASH-uP-SUSPECTED 
BOOTLEGGER REL.EASES CLOUD JUST AS AUTO HITS DEPRESSION-PUR
SUER THROWN HIGH IN AlR AS CAR UPSETS-WRECK ENDS MILE-A
MINUTE RACE AT PENNSYLVANIA AVEl'IUE AND MINNESOTA AVENUE 
INTERSECTION 
Plunging at 60 miles an hour into a dense smoke screen thrown off 

by a suspected bootleg car, Policeman Lyman L. Leich, of the elev
enth precinct, was badly cut and bruised early to-day when the police 
car he was driving struck a depression in the road at Pennnsylvania 
and Minnesota A venues and turned over twice. 

He was picked up unconscious by a man who had witnessed the acci
dent and taken to Gallinger Hospital, where Dr. Roy Burgess said he 
was suffering from severe cuts on the face and body and a possible 
fractured rib. Leich regained consciousness at the hospital. 

CLOTHES TORN OFF 
So violently was the policeman hurled from the automobile as it 

turned over that his trousers were ripped off and his overcoat and 
tmiform cap torn to shreds. 

Leich told Lieut. Sidney J. Marks that he was cruising on Anacostia 
Road at 6.30 this morning when a large car, which he believed to be 
loaded with whisky, passed him. He said that he gave chase and fol· 

lowed the car nt a mile-a-minute speed until reaching- the hollow near 
Pennsylvania A venue. 

In the depression, where smoke hangs to the road, Leich said, the 
suspected bootlegger openetl his screen, blinding him. 

He lost control of the police car, he said, when it struck the depres
sion in the roadway at Penn.sylvnnia Avenue, and before he could 
straighten it out the machine had skidded into ])finn~sota Avenue and 
turned over. 

TOSSED HIGH IN AIR 
An eyewitness said Leich was tossed high into the air as the machine, 

which was badly damaged, turned over the first time. 
The policeman, who is 41 years old, lives at 2312 Minnesota Avenue. 

The accident was witnessed by Lawrence Bowie, 2346 Q Street SE. 

PROBATION ON SUSPENDED SEN'l'ENCE Is ALLOWIIlD--MRS. DELORES BLAIR 
HOFFMAN GIVEN 18 MONTHS ON LIQUOR ACCUSATION 

Probation on a suspended sentence of 18 months was granted to-day 
by Justice Peyton Gordon to Mrs. Delores Blair Hoffman, wife of " Dr." 
Louis W. Hoffman, the physiotherapist, who is serving a term of 30 
years in the penitentiary for the death of Eleanore Lehman. She had 
entered a plea of guilty to a charge of transporting and possessing 
liquor following her arrest October 24 at Bladensburg Road and South 
Dakota Avenue. The automobile in which she was riding contained 70 
half-gallon jars of alleged liquor, it was stated. Attorney Michael J. 
Lane appea1·ed for the woman, who had no previous record. 

THIEVES STEAL $100 
Sawing their way through the rear door of Joseph Maxwelrs book 

store and branch post -office at 2018 Georgia Avenue, thieves last night 
entered the store and stole $100 from the cash register and an unde
termined amount of postage stamps. 

THIEF GRABS MONEY IN Box OFFICE AND FLEES FROM THEATER 

Reaching his hand through the bole in the ticket window at the 
Metropolitan Theater on crowded F Street late this afternoon, a thief 
slipped a handful of money and ran, making a get-away. 

The cashier, who had several substantial piles of bills at a safer place 
beneath the counter, said that the man "stuck his hand through the 
window and took some of my money." She would not estimate how 
much was taken. 

SOUNDING OF Bu-RGLAR ALARM BRINGS POLICE AND ExCITEMENT 
A burglar alarm sounding from 1640 Rhode Island Avenue, formerly 

the residence of Charles S. Dewey, former Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, created excitement in- the neighborhood this afternoon as two 
men or boys ran from a rear alley at the approach of a police patrol 
wagon. One of the rear windows on the ground floor of the house, which 
has been standing vacant a long time, was found lowered about 6 inches. 
All the windows, however, are heavily barred. Police believe whoever 
was attempting -to get inside were frightened away when they heard the 
whistle blown. The house is protected by the Mutual District Messenger 
Co. Frank Carroll, an agent, was the first to reach the scene. 

TWO ARE CONVICTED ON WIVES' CHAJlGES-SHOWALTER AND KARLA 
SENTENCED TO 90 DAYS IN J AlL ON STATUTORY CHARGES 

John B. Showalter, of the Showalter Realty Co., and Robert W. 
Karla, 3400 block of Sixteenth Street, arrested several months ago, were 
both sentenced to serve 90 days in jail to-day when they pleaded guilty 
to statutory charges before Judge Isaac R. Hitt in police court. 

The complainants, Mrs. Catharine Karla and Mrs. Madeline Showalter, 
recently filed suits for absolute divorce in the District supreme cour~, 
citing the arrests of their respective husbands. The men were also 
charged with threats against their wives by police of the tenth precinct, 
but this charge was later nolle prossed at court. 

Both men were arrested in a raid by the tenth precinct on November 
5 in an apartment house on Fourteenth Street near Fairmont. The co
respondents named in the divorce suits, Virginia Gann and Gladys J"en
kins, were also apprehended and locked up at the precinct. Statutory 
charges against them were nolle prossed at court. 

Policemen J. W. Pritchett and H. F. Cornwell, of the tenth precinct, 
and Detective S. F. Gravely composed the raiding party. 

GROCERY HOLDUP NETS BANDITS $29-WOIIIAN'S APARTMENT Is ROBBED 
OF $435 IN JEWELRY BY " JIMMY " BURGLAR 

Two armed men early to-day held up Frank Charles, alone in his 
grocery at 55 Florida Avenue and escaped with $29 from the cash regis
ter. The intruders, both colored, came in shortly after midnight and one 
of them backed the grocer into a rear room while the other rifled the 
cash register. -

Jewelry valued at $435, including a diamond ring, platinum wedding 
ring, brooch, and brace-let, was stolen yesterday afternoon from the 
apartment of Marie Simons, at 1104 Vermont Avenue, by a burglar, who 
jimmied the door and ransacked the premises. 
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The second call within the week was pajd by a burglar yesterday who 

used a duplicate key to admit himself to the home of James M. Hall, at 
1308 Girard Street, and then made off with jewelry worth. $70, l\Ir. Hall 
reported. 

A similar means of entry was employed on the previous visit, Monday, 
when $34 was stolen. 

[From the Washington Post, Sunday, March 2, 1930] 

ROVER AND PRATT PLAN PADLOCKI~G CAMPAIGN-POLICE SURVilY CHECKS 

PREUISES IN CITY WHERE LIQUOR AND GAMBLING VIOLATIONS OCC UR 
WITH " PROFESSIONAL FREQUENCY " 

Maj. Henry G. Pratt, superintendent of police, and United States Dis
trict Attorney Leo A. Rover have joined hands in a movement to add 
to the pressure of the law upon violators of the prohibition and gam
bling laws. 

A more stringent padlock law may be asked as a result of the study 
which is being made of police activities and their results in court, it 
was said, but neither Major Pratt nor Ilfr. Rover would discuss this 
phase of the investigation now being made. 

The determination of Mt·. Rover to force owners of properties to be 
responsible for the occupants was publicly announced some time ago, 
when . he gave warning that he intended to launch a vigorous campaign 
to padlock every premise in which there was conducted an illegal liquor 
or gambling business. 

At the request of Mr. Rover, Major Pratt has made a survey of every 
precinct in the city to ascertain the spots where these violations have 
occurred with professional frequency. 

In line with this policy, attention has been centered by the police chief 
and the district attorney on the spots about tbe city where are located 
the professional violators of the liquor and gambling laws. No atten
tion bas been paid in the survey to misdemeanors, except in so far as 
pertains to " disorderly houses " or places of vice. 

The record of arrests and raids by the police department have been 
compiled and transmitted to the district attorney according to location Of 
premises. Behind the collection of the statistics is the belief that how
ever lukewarm the average citizen may be toward violations of the 
gambling and liquor laws, the question of enforcement assumes much 
more importance immediately it threatens to affect his pocketbook as an 
owner of real estate. 

TIJat is the weapon which Mr. Rover and Major Pratt intend to use in 
the battle of the police and the district attorney's office against such law 
violators. 

Statistics which have been compiled by the police department show 
that in the period from September 16, 1929, to February 1, 1930, there 
have been 730 different establishments raided by the police for felonies ; 
that is, violations of these laws for which liability is a penitentiary sen
·tence. Some of tiJese premises have been raided as many as thirteen, 
sixteen, or more times by the police. 

Of this total 548 premises have been raided for violations of the 
liquor laws. The total also includes arrests for gambling. 

These figures are being studied by Mt·. Rover, it is understood, with a 
view to launching an enlarged padlock campaign against those premises 
which show up bad on the police and court records. 

Whether or not the present law is broadened, it is the purpose of the 
district attorney and the police chief to seek to close definitely those 
places in which there have been repeated violations of the gambling 
or liquor laws. 

POLICE CAR Is STOLEN FROM HEADQUARTERS-DETECTIVE LOOKS IN VAIN 

FOR AUTO TAKEN FROM PARKING SPACE NEAR CHIEF'S OFFICE; GEN

ERAL ALARM Is SOUNDED 

It's getting so a body just can't feel ·safe anywhere these days. 
One might be pardoned for supposing that the detective bureau would 

be immune from depredations of racketeers, but Headquarters Detective 
David G. Fletcher, pawnsh op inspector, doesn't believe it. 

He and his chauffeur, Police Driver Albert D. "Moon" Mullins, set 
out at 10 o'clock yesterday morning to make an inspection of the city's 
secondhand shops in quest of stolen merchandise. 

The police car they were to use was parked outside the District 
Building on Fourteenth Street. It was an old 1924 Buick touring car, 
bearing license plate No. 4434, and had been standing there since Driver 
Mullins t·eached the District Building to report for duty. 

The men walked out the building and looked at the spot where the 
car should have stood, but the vacant space that greeted their eyes was 
matched by the vaca.nt looks that spread over the faces of the two 
policemen. . 

"Maybe," said Detective Fletcher, after he recovered h1s best sleuth
ing composure, "it's there, but we just can't see it, or something." 

"Maybe," agreed Driver Mullins, and the two stepped down off the 
curb, hoping against hope to crack their shins against the fender of the 
invisible car. Nothing happened, though, and the two were forced to 
admit that something seemed to be wrong. 

Realizing that they were not getting anywhere standing there wo~
dering the detective climbed into another police car and went on his 
rounc.i 'of the secondhand 1>tores, while the driver went back inside to 

break the sad news to Inspector William S. Shelby, chief of the detective 
bureau. 

The quest of the " hock " shops, however, revealed no trace of the 
police car, and last night 1,300 policemen were still scouring the city 
in search of the missing automobile. · 

Why the thief, who apparently had more nerve than brains, should 
have bothered to take an old 1924 police car when Fire Chief Watson's 
new red touring cl}r, with a brass bell and siren and red headlights 'n 
everything on it stood near by is still a mystery. 

When Ilfaj. Henry G. Pratt, superintendent of police, beard about the 
loss be instructed Inspector Shelby to issue orders to all chauffeurs of 
the department that they will be held responsible for their cars and 
must remain in or within sight of the automobiles they drive on lluty. 

FIYE MEN ARRESTED IN GAMBLING RAIDS-ALL CHARGED WITH PERMIT· 

TING GAMING; 30 ARID BOOKED AS WlTNESSES-TIIREE PLACES 
EN'l'ERED 

Charges of permitti11g gaming were placed against five men arrested 
in three raids by police in the northwest section yesterday, 30 persons 
being booked as witnesses in one foray and 30 others found in another 
establishment being unmolested. 

In a raid on a Fifteenth Street residence n ear H Street about 2.30 
o'clock in the afternoon, First Precinct Detectives H. G. WanamakE)r, 
A. D. Mansfield, R. B. Carroll, and Policeman S. David arrested Edward 
J. Goldburg, 25 years old, of Seventh Street near L Street NW.; Mack 
J . Cenar, 23 years old, of Allison Street near Eighth Street NW.; and 
Martin Colburn, 23 years old, of L Street near Sixth Street NW. They 
were released on $100 bond each. Police also reported seizure of a 
large quantity of gambling paraphernalia. 

The same squad a short time later battered down four doors in a 
Ninth Street house near B Street to arrest Carroll P. Nuckels, 31 years 
old, of the Metropolitan Hotel. Police reported that the man threw a 
quantity of racing and numbers slips into a safe upon their entrance, and 
that they hammered at the iron vault for an hour and a balf before 
opening it. He was rele.c'lsed on $2,000 bond. Thirty persons reported 
found there were listed as witnesses. 

Invading a pool room on Fourteenth Street NW., near V Street, yes
terday afternoon, members of Sergeant Letterman's squad a1·rested 
.Joseph Coffen, 36 years old, alleged proprietor, on an accusation of 
accepting bets on the horse races. 

Sergeant Letterman, with Detectives Richard J. Cox and James 
Mostyn, reported they found approximately 30 persons gathered in the 
pool room when they entered. 

POLICEI'>IAN MAY DIE IN RUM-CHASE CRASH-CITY-WIDE SEARCH Is MADE 

FOR 0CCUPAJ.\'TS OF CAR HE PURSUEir-FALSE MAIIKER USED 

While PatL"Olman Lyman L. Leich, 43, of eleventh precinct, lay near 
death at Gallinger Hospital as the result of injuries suffered in pur
suing a rum-running automobile early yesterday, police were searching 
the city last night for t he occupants of the car, who escaped. 

Blinded by dense clouds of a smoke screen from the pursued car while 
racing at a mile-a-minute speed, the patrolman lost control of the police 
roadster he was driving on Minnesota Avenue SE, near Pennsylvania 
Avenue, when the vehicle raced over a depression in the roadway. 

The roadster turned over three times, pinning Mr. Leicb beneath the 
wreckage. A passing motorist extricated him from the wreckage, drove 
him to the hospital, and notified police. 

He was able to give Lieut. Sidney J. Marks, of the eleventh precinct, 
an account of the chase, from his cot in the hospital before lapsing into 
unconsciousness. Police were given the license number of the bootleg 
car and found that the tags were "dead." 

The patrolman suffered internal injuries and severe cuts and bruises 
about the head and enth·e body. Ile is married and resides at 2312 
Minnesota avenue SE. 

[From the Washington Herald, Monday, March 3, 1930] 

IRO~ PIPE USED TO CRUSH HEAD OF MAN LURED TO FAR~I ROAD--GIRL 

AND THUEEl MALE COMPANIONS HUNTED AFTER HARRY MELTON, FATHER 

OF FOUR, Is ATTACKED 

Lured into a narrow winding road on the fa1·m of George Lanhnrdt, 
near Hyatt ville, Md., shortly before dawn yesterday, Harry M. Melton, 
38, of 726 Tuckerman Street NW., the father of four small children, was 
beaten over the head with an iron pipe, stripped of his overcoat, and 
robbed of a small amount of money. He is dying at Emergency Hos
pital. 

Melton, furloughed Saturday by the Carry Ice Cream Co., had ob
tained a j ob as driver for a privately owned taxicab, and had nearly 
completed his first night's work. when attacked. 

WOMAN IS SOUGHT 

Three men and a young woman, who are believed to have bailed 
Melton's cab shortly after they abandoned their own automobile late 
Saturday night, are being sought by Maryland and Washington police 
for questioning. 
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Left to die on the lonely road, Melton staggered nearly half a mile 

to the home of W. J. Stevens, in Hyattsville. Awakened by Melton's 
1 moans and his taps on the front door, Stevens admitted him just before 
I. the taxi driver fell unconscious . 

Stevens drove him to Emergency Hospital. Melton had a compound 
fracture of the skull and numerous lacer ations on face and head. He 
was operated upon in an effort to save his life, but physicians hold little 
hope for his recovery. 

Leonard Carrington, of 310 East Capitol Street, his employer, in a 
search of the cab yesterday, found clews which may r esult in the 
arrest of Melton's assailants. 

Car rlngton found a piece of material believed to have been torn from 
a man's vest; Melton's manifest, which showed his last recorded call 
was made about 12.30 a. m. yesterday from a house in 2600 block 

1 University Place NW., and a fern and broken pot. 
REBUFFED AS QUESTIO"NER 

Carrington told detectives he called at the University Place address 
and that persons there with whom he talked disclaimed any knowledge 
of the affair. He told detectives, however, the torn pa1·t of cloth he 
discovered in the cab closely resembled that in a vest he saw hanging 
on a wall rack. 

The clews were turned over to police. 
Constable Gasch and H. G. Machen, sergeant of Prince Georges county 

police, found a bloodstained 2-foot iron pipe on the rear seat of Melton's 
cab, parked about 400 yards from the scene of the attack. 

John White, 36-year-old colored tenant on the Lanhardt farm, was 
the only witness to the attack. 

White told police Melton's assailants pounded on his door shortly 
before 5 a. m. yesterday. Poking his head out of a second-flood bed
room window, White told officers he saw three men, with hats pulled 
over their faces ana bundled in overcoats, grouped around his door. 

One of the men asked to see Vincent Powers. Powers used to live 
~ith White. When told Powers had not lived there for more than a 
year, the men walked away. 

White watched the men walk toward the highway. A hundred yards 
away they stopped, and a moment later two of them began beating 
Melton. White said he was certain Melton was not one of the group 
who came to his house. 

White said he dressed to go to Melton's aid, but that the victim had 
recovered sufficiently from the attack to stagger away. He then notified 
county officers through Lanhardt. 

Police believe Melton's assailants, after running up a meter bill of 
$9. 75, left Melton in his cab with their female companion and went to 
White's house. When they did not return immediately, police believe 
Melton became apprehensive over his fare and started up the road after 
his passengers. The attack and robbery is believed to have occurred 
when Melton accosted the men on their return. 

Pollee believe they will round up Melton's assailants within 24 hours. 
They feel confident they are known in and around Hyattsville. White 
said be could not identify them because be couldn't see their faces. 

Melton, who has been living at the Tuckerman Street address for 
about a year, has a Wife and four children, two girls and two boys, the 
oldest of whom is 10 and the youngest 2. 

Srx HELD IN ATTACK ON DELIVERY DRIVER 

Three men and three women, all of Washington, were held at M'arl
boro, Md., last night in an attack at Clinton, Md., yesterday upon 
Charles Craig, 19, 1100 block of C Street SE. 

Craig told police he was driving a newspaper delivery truck when a 
large touring car forced him to stop. Three men searched through 
the papers in the truck. Craig objected and was struck in the face 
with a wrench. Craig said one ma.n sta1·ted his machine and drove it 
against the side of a garage, demolishing it. 

The men were charged with assault, taking an automobile without 
the owner's consent, and disorderly conduct. The women were charged 

· with disorderly conduct. 
The six gave the following names and addresses: Mrs. Agnes Fink, 

300 block C Street NW. ; Margaret Stone, 600 block of F Street NW. ; 
Doris Kobelin, 600 block of Maryland Avenue NE.; Richard Keithley, 
1800 bloc.k Seventeenth Street SE. ; Roy Garby, Naval Hospital ; and 
Edward Fink. 300 block of C Street NW. 

MAN WHO RAN AMuCK HELD SANE 

Physicians at Gallinger Hospital declared last night that the giant 
negro who ran amuck Saturday morning apparently was sane and 

would recover from the two bullet wounds inllicted by a park police
man. One charge of assault with intent to rob and one of assault 
was placed against the man by detectives. He was booked as Charles 
F. Dickerson, 24, of the 2700 block of Eleventh Street NW. 

Mrs. Carrie W . • Simpson, 53, manager of Cathedral MaD$1ons South, 
where Dickerson was employed as an elevator operator, was listed as 
the complainant against him on the assault with intent to rob charge. 
She was counting money when the negro attacked her. 

Mrs. Nettie Rogers, 23, telephone ope.rator, is the complainant on 
the assault charge. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on the District of Colum-
1 bia, to which were refelTed the following bills, reported them 

each without amendment and submitted reports thereon: 
A -bill ( S. 2224) to change the name of Iowa Circle in the 

city of Washington to Logan Circle (Rept. No. 235) ; and 
A bill ( S. 3215) to amend section 3 of the act of Congress 

approved February 18, 1929, entitled "An act to amend the 
laws relating to assessments and taxes in the District of Colum
bia, and for other purposes" (Rept. No. 236). 

Mr. CAPPER also, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was refelTed the bill ( S. 2467) for the relief of William . 
H ensley, reported it with an amendment and submitted a re
port (No. 238) thereon. 

Mr. STEIWER, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill ( S. 304) for the relief of Cullen D. O'Bryan 
and Lettie A. O'Bryan, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 237) thereon. 

Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill (H. R. 5260) to amend section 366 of the 
Revised Statutes, reported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report (No. 239) thereon. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on Territories and In
sular Affairs, to which were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally without amendment and submitted reports 
thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4289) to approve Act No. 55 of the session laws 
of 19-29 of the Territory of Hawaii entitled "An act to authorize 
and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, 
and supply of electric current for light and power within the 
district of Hamakua, island and county of Hawaii" (Rept. No. 
240); 

A bill (H. R. 7830) to amend section 5 of the act entitled 
"An act to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii," 
approved April 30, 1900 (Rept. No. 241) ; 

A bill (H. R. 7984) to approve Act No. 29 of the session laws 
of 1929 of the Territory of Hawaii entitled "An act to authorize 
and provide for the manufacture, maintenance, distribution, 
and supply of electric current for light and power within 
Hanalei, in the district of Hanalei, island and county of Kauai" 
(Rept. No. 242) ; and 

A bill (H. R. 8294) to amend the act of Congress approved 
June 28, 1921 (42 Stats. 67, 68), entitled "An act to provide 
for the acquisition by the United States of private rights of 
fishery in and about Pearl Harbor, Territory of Hawaii" (Rept. ' 
No. 243). 

Mr. McMASTER, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill ( S. 857) for the relief of Gilbert Peterson, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
244) thereon. 
THE CONTROL, CONSERVATION, AND UTILIZATION OF THE FLOOD 

WATERS OF THE MISSISSIPPI BASIN 

Mr. RANSDELL, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
a resolution ( S. Res. 222), as follows: 

Resolved, That the manuscript entitled "The Control, Conservation, · 
and Utilization of the Flood Waters of the Mississippi Basin," pre· 
pared for the National Flood Commission by the Research Service 

1 
(Inc.), of Washington, D. C., be printed as a Senate document. 

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 

As in open executive session, , 
1\lr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Finance, reported the 

nomination of John C. McBride, of Juneau, Alaska, to be col
lector of customs for customs collection district No. 31, with 
headquarters at Juneau, Alaska, which was placed on the Exec
utive Calendar. 

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, reported sundry post-office nominations, which were 
placed on the Executive Calendar. 

CHANGES OF BEFERENOE 

On motion of Mr. McMASTER., the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
148) for the relief of the distressed and starving people of 
China was taken from the table and referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

On motion of Mr. IlAB.Ius, the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 3783) ..for the relief of the State of Georgia for damage 
to and destruction of roads and bridges by floods in 1929, and 
it was referred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

PROPOSED RELIEF OF UNEMPLOYMENT SITUATION-cHANGE OF 
REFERENCE 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on Saturday last the joint reso-
1 lution (S. J. Res. 149) authorizing the appropriation of 

$50,000,000 for the relief of unemployed persons in the United 
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States was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I 
think that committee has no jurisdiction over a matter of this 
kind. I therefore ask that the Committee on Appropriations 
be discharged from the further consideration of the joint reso
lution and that it may be referred to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 

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

By l\lr. METCALF : 
A bill ( S. 3786) granting an increase of pension to Catherine 

l\I. Brown (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts: 
A bill (S. 3787) for the relief of William Ray Taplin; to 

the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GOULD (by request) : 
A bill ( S. 3788) to permit the admission, as nonquota immi

grants, of certain alien wives and children of United States 
citizens; to the Committee on Immigration. 

By Mr. STEIWER: 
A bill (S. 3789) granting a pension to Thomas E. Cain (with 

accompanying papers) ; and 
A bill ( S. 3790) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

McElroy (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill ( S. 3791) for the relief of William H. Nightingale; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 3792) for the relief of the American Bonding Co. 
of Baltimore ; and 

A bill ( S. 3793) for the relief of certain employees of the 
Forest Service, Department of Agriculture; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By l\:'Ir. HASTINGS: 
A bill (S. 3794) for the relief of George W. Leader (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. HATFIELD: 
A bill (S. 3795) granting a pension to Elza Wright (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HAWES : 
A bill (S. 3796) granting a pension to Lucy L. Hamm 

Vaughan (with accompanying papers); 
A bill (S. 3797) granting an increase of pension to Demarious 

Harris (with accompanying papers) ; and. 
A bill ( S. 3798) granting an increase of pension to Mary 

C. Morris (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By :Mr. COPELAND : 
A bill ( S. 3799) for the relief of Herbert L. Lee; to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 
A bill (S_ 3800) granting a pension to Birdie Springsteen; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill ( S. 3801) for the relief of Top a Top a Ranch Co., 

Glencoe Ranch Co., Arthur J. Koenigstein, and H. Fukasawa; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By :Mr. WATSON: 
A bill (S. 3802) granting a pension to Agnes Shinolt (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky : -
A bill ( S. 3803) granting a pension to James R. Clark ; and 
A bill ( S. 3804) granting a pension to Pheba Witman; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By l\Ir. ALLEN: 
A bill ( S. 3805) for the relief of James K. Cubbison (with ac

companying papers) ; to the Committee on Finance. 
By Mr. PHIPPS: 
A bill (S. 3806) granting a pension to Andrew J. Dorak (with 

acrompanying papers); to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HEFLIN: -
A bill ( S. 3807) for the relief of Surg. Condie Knox Winn, 

United States Navy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By l\ir. STECK : 
A bill ( S. 3808) gr:mting a pension to John Feiereisen (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By 1\lr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: 
A bill ( s_ 3809) authorizing an appropriation to enable the 

Secretary of .Agriculture to cooperate with the Oklahoma State 
Board of Agriculture; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

By Mr. SWANSON: 
A bill ( S. 3810) to provide for the commemoration of the 

termination of · the war between the States at Appomattox 
Courthouse, Virginia ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 3811) to provide a southern approach to the 
Arlington Memorial Bridge, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on the Library. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: 
A bill (S. 3812) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 

Kiplinger (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH: 
A joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 150) for examination and sur

vey as to the probable cost of improving and widening the 
present Lincoln Highway feeder route between the District of 
Columbia and Gettysburg, Pa., with the ultimate objective of its 
designation as a national memorial boulevard ; to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

HOSPITAL AT SOLDIERS' HOME, TOGUS, ME. 

l\!r. BROCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 6338) authorizing the erection of a 
sanitary fireproof hospital at the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers at Togus, Me., which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying papers, refened to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

"AIRPORTS, NATIONAL CAPITAL 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the Joint Commission on Airports, sub
mitted, pursuant to law, a repo'rt on airport facilities for the 
National Capital, which was ordered to be printed ~ a document 
and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

[·Senate Document No. 93, Seventy-first Congress, second session] 

AIRPORTS, NATIONAL CAPITAL 

Report of the .Joint Commission on Airports, Congress of the United 
States, pursuant to Public Resolution No_ 106, Seventieth Congress, 
to establish a joint commission on airports 

The Joint Commission on Airports, created under authority of Pub
lic Resolution lOG, Seventieth Congress, approved March 4, 1929, pre
sents the following report: 

Organizing at once upon the approval of the resolution, the com
mission immediately began its study of the problem in hand with the 
view of formulating recommendations to Congress for providing the 
National Capital and the District of Columbia with suitable airport 
facilities. The commission unanimously took the position that these 
facilities should be not only sufficient for present and anticipated 
needs so as to serve Washington's maximum aviation requirements, 
but should also ultimately be of an extent and completeness to reflect 
a creditable leadership on the part of the Capital in the development 
of this science. The commission readily recognized the prospective 
strategic importance of Washington as a focal point for far-flung 
air lines, and the board was keenly alive to the fact that as prompt 
action as possible on its part was essential in view of the phenomenally 
rapid growth of aviation and the desirability of putting the Nation's 
,Capital on the airways map with the least possible delay by the 
establishment of an adequate commercial airport. 

In its quest for expert opinion and advice bearing on its problem 
the commission not only consulted with officials of various govern
mental departments concerned, including the government of the Dis
trict of Columbia and the National Capital Park and Planning Com
mission, but proceeded in April, 1929, to conduct a series of public 
hear·ings which brought together a notable coterie of foremost airport 
engineers and aeronautical experts and noted Government and air mail 
flyers. Their testimony was embodied in a volume of nearly 200 pages, 
constituting a valuable compendium of information on the subject of 
municipal airports. 

Among the outstanding features of this evidence, stressed by sub
stantially all of the experts, and emphasized particularly by ColoneJ 
Lindbergh, was the fundamental principle that the relative success 
of an airport is dependent to a large extent upon its proximity to and 
accessibility from the center of the municipality which it serves. "One 
of the most important things in relation to the modern airport," said 
Colonel Undbergh, "is its distance from the city_ If it requires an 
hour or an hour and a half or more to go from the airport to Wash
ington, and vice versa, that takes away to a large extent any ad
vantage from flying from a city such as New York or Philadelphia to 
the Capital, inasmuch as the time required to go to and from the air
port adds so much to the flying time that there is very little advantage 
over rail travel. * • I think distance from the city would be 
of primary importance_" 

The joint commission early found itself confronted with no incon
siderable undertaking in making a survey of suggested sites for an 
airport in the vicinity of the CapitaL These site numbered more 
than a score, many of them presenting advantages of one kind or 
another, but comparatively few of them obviously suited to the needs 
of the Capital, as measured by the various factors entering into the 
equation. These included distance from the civic and business cente:r 
of the city, accessibility by highways and means of overland trans
portation, contour of ground, drainnge, atmospheric conditions, pre
vailing wind directions, cost 9f land, and probable expense of grading 



1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 4591 
and development, etc. The commission addressed itself to this task 
earnestly and painstakingly with technical and engineering assistance, 
and studied the problem from all angles. 

Out of the mass of information assembled from the statements of 
leadlng aviators and engineers and the studies conducted by the com
mission there emerged the conviction on the part of that body that the 
Capital City' s airport needs embraced a comprehensive plan that would 
provide, in the final picture, a close-in landing field and port, as a 
loading and unloading terminal, and one or more auxiliary and larger 
ports somewl.Jat further removed, where facilities for maintenance, 
services, overhauling, and storage could be had. With these require
ments in mind, the range of possibilities was considerably narrowed. 

Salient advantages for the speedy development of a. municipal air
port seemed to rest in property situated immediately to the south
ward of the Highway Bridge, on the Virginia side of the Potomac 
River, embracing two flying fields known as Washington Airport and 
Hoover Field. These are virtually adjoining tracts, being separated 
only by M'ilitary Road, a highway leading from the bridge terminus 
to Arlington and Alexandria. Adjacent to Hoover Field on the west 
is the Agricultural Department experimental farm, a considerable por· 
tion of whose land is reasonably level, while to the northward of the 
property bearing the President's name lies Columbia Island in the 
Potomac separated from the mainland by a narrow and shallow strip 
ot water. 

The acquiremen t of the two privately owned properties, when thrown 
together and augmented by a portion of the farm lands and a part of 
the island, both Government owned, it was found by the commission 
would provide a tract of some 280 acres. Furthermore, it was learned 
that both the flying fields in question could be purchased from their 
owners on what appeared to be reasonable terms. It was recognized 
by the commission that these tracts were already operated as flying 
fields and that, therefore, their further and unified development as a 
mun icipal airport would be a relatively simple undertaking compared 
with the task of putting virgin lands to such uses. As an additional 
feature the fact that these fields are within 15 minutes of the busi
ness and hotel center of Washington carried a further and potent 
argument in their behalf. 

In the process of developing these properties it would be necessary 
to reroute a portion of Military Highway, so that there would bo no 
dividing line between tbe fields, a change that would add very ma
terially to the acreage of the tract. A comparatively small amount 
of filling would be required also between Columbia Island and the 
mainland. 

These improvements made and the entire area thrown into one 
tract, airplane runway facilities half a mile in length in the direction 
of the stronger winds, and four-fifths of a mile in the direction of the 
lighter winds could readily be provided. 

During all of its deliberations the joint commission has not been 
unmindful of the airport possibilities latent in that tract bordering on 
the Potomac known as Gravelly Point, located about one-half mile below 
Highway Bridge on the Virginia side. In the consideration of this pos
sible site, however, the commission was forced to take into account the 
evidence given by Army engineers to the effect that if Gravelly Point 
were developed only through the normal rate of filling with material 
dredged from the river channel it would take 40 years to provide land 
for an airport that might be available to the next generation. 

Testimony from engineering experts showed that if the Gravelly Point 
tract were already filled to-day it would require at least five years before 
the till would settle sufficiently to warrant the construction of concrete 
runways, or warrant a proper development of grass. Nevertheless, the 
commission believes that Gravelly Point possesses higbly encouraging 
possibilities for the future in the Capital airport problem, and its gradual 
development is favored, to the end that the future growth of commercial 
air transportation at the National Capital may be amply provided for. 

In considering any property bordering on the Potomac River for air
port purposes the factor of atmospheric and weather conditions, particu
larly fog, although not a controlling element, must be reckoned with and 
duly weighed. It is believed that in view of the occasional, though 
relatively ·infrequent occurrence of fog in sufficient volume to render 
hazardous the use of the suggested tract for airport purposes, additional 
property situated at a materially higher altitude and some distance from 
tidewater, although as convenient :rs possible to the center of the city, 
should , be acquired and developed a~ an auxiliary airport. 

In view of the foregoing observations and having given careful consid· 
eration to all of the manifold elements entering into the problem of pro
viding timely and adequate airport facilities for the Nation's Capital, the 
joint commission recommends the following steps to that end, namely: 

1. The passage by Congress of legislation similar to the Cramton bill 
(H. R. 26, 71st Cong.) providing for a loan by the United States Gov
ernment to the District of Columbia for airport development purposes of 
$2,500,000, without interest, to extend over a period of 10 years, and to 
be paid back by the District of Columbia in 10 annual installments of 
$250,000 eacb. 

2. The acquisition under the most advantageous terms obtainable, by 
the National Capital Park and Planning Commission, for immediate 
development of the properties situated at or near the southern terminus 

ot the Highway Bridge known as- Wasb.lngton Airport anc'l Hoove~ Field, 
as best suited to the immediate airport needs of tfie CapitaL 

3. The passage of legislation providing for a change ln: the l<lcation 
an:d routing of that part of the highway known as Military Road, lying 
between Washington Airport and Hoover Field, so as to alford uninter
rupted continuity of these lands for airport use. 

4. The passage of legislation permitting the government of the District 
of Columbia to use such portion of the so-called Agricultural Experi
mental Farm lands lying east of the railroad tracks and adjacent to 
Hoover Field as may be required for municipal airport purposes. 

5. That the full control and management of the airport proposed to be 
thus established be vested in the government of the District of Columbia. 

6. The gradual development of the tract known as Gravelly Point. 
7. The acquirement by the National Capital Park and Planning Com

mission of a site situated on high land, as near as possible to the center 
of the city, for development as an auxiliary airport to be avaUable for 
use whenever weather and atmospheric conditions render inadvisable the 
operation of aircraft at the main municipal airport. 

AMENDMENT OF AIR li!AIL A~ 

Mr. MOSES asked and obtained leave to have printed in the 
RECORD an article from the Los Angeles (Calif.) Times of Feb
uary 25, 1930,_ entitled" The Watres Bill," which is as follows: 

THE WATRES BILL 

The Watres bill to amend the air mail. act is an administration meas
ure. It is the result of careful investigation conducted under the 
Direction of Postmaster General Brown to devise a more satisfactory 
sort of air mail contract, one that wlll be fairer to the Government and 
reduce the average cost of air mail carriage, but will at the same time 
extend and stabilize the air transport industry. The objects are be· 
lieved to be accomplished by substituting space rates for pound rates 
in the air mail contracts, and the new contracts will be similar in this 
respect, if the bill passes, to the railway mail contracts. 

The new measure is fairer to the contractor because he is not re
quired to gamble on the amount of mail to be carried. Under the pres
ent contracts the airplane must fly whether it carries 1 pound or 
1,000 pounds ; under the new he will be paid for space on a mileage basis 
and will receive a fixed revenue. 

The bill also provides that mailable matter of any description may be 
sent by air mail, letting in parcel post and second and third class 
matter. 

The Watres bill was introduced in the House of Representatives the 
4th instant by Congressman WATRES, of Pennsylvania, chairman of the 
subcommittee on air mail contracts, and with the indorsement both of 
the Post Office Department and the leading air-transport operators it is 
believed that it stands an excellent chance of enactment. Certainly the 
public interest will be served by such a measure, which will permit a 
wide extension of air mail service and speed up the Postal Service 
generally. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by M::.-. Halti
gan, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 9592) to amend section 407 of the merchant marine 
act, 1928, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

COMMUNISTS IN THE UNITED STATES 

l\lr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, in yesterday's Washington 
Post appeared a very timely editorial in regard to the activities 
of the communists in America. I desire to have the editorial 
printed in the REcoRD, if I may have permission. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The editorial is as f(}llows: 

[From the Washington (D. C.) Post, Sunday, March 2, 1930] 
COMMUNISTS AT WORK 

Communist agents directed from Moscow are doing their best to stir 
up disorders in the United States. They are taking advantage of the 
unemployment situation in certain cities to foment violence by idle men. 
March 6 has been named as the date when concerted subversive move
ments are to be made in many parts of the country. 

The connection between the commercial agency known as the Amtorg 
and the directing heads of the communist agitation has been long sus
pected and is now said to be demonstrated. Lacking a Soviet embassy 
through which to direct its conspiracies, the communist international 
works through other channelS. Evidence collected in several cities on 
both coo.sts and in Chicago proves beyond question that organized com
munism, acting under carefully concocted plans prepared in Moscow, is 
established in the United States. The insane objective is the over
throw of the Government and the setting up of a replica of the Soviet 
Government. The fact that such a scheme is crazy does not prevent it 
from being an increasing danger. Many Americans are misled by the 
propaganda, and in case of riot are likely to lose their lives. The 
Moscow conspirators hope to capitalize the loss of life by arousing 
resentment against the police, with a view to still bloodier clashes be
tween the mob and the forces of law and order. 
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How is it that communists come into the United Stutes in violation 

of law? Why are they not deported? The Immigration Bureau is 
shorthanded and is denied sufficient funds with which to search out and 
depot·t criminal aliens, but it does seem that the bureau could be more 
effective in excluding communists at the ports. The law is clear. It 
should be rigidly enforced. 

INDUSTRIAL CONDITIONS IN THE SOUTH 

1\fr. TRAl\1MELL. Mr. President, I have here an editorial 
from the Florida Times-Union entitled "Doctor Klein on 'New 
Industrial South,'" which I wish to have printed in the RECoRD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The editorial is as follows: 

[From the Florida Times-Union, February 27, 1930] 

DOCTOR KLEIN ON " NEW INDUSTRIAL SOUTH 11 

Dr. Julius Klein, Assistant Secretary in the United States Depart
ment of Commerce, came all the way from Washington to Jacksonville 
to tell tho e attending the International Naval Stores Conference, held 
in this city in the early days of this week, of the importance of the 
naval-stores industry in this section of the country. More than that, 
Doctor Klein, through the medium of the radio, told millions of people 
in the United States and in several foreign countries what the naval
stores industry amounts to and the place it occupies in the commercial 
anu economic spheres of human activity, his address in· Jacksonville 
having been broadcast through about 50 stations in this country and 
abroad. 

When a man like Doctor Klein puts aside the duties of his important 
office to go a long distance for the pm·pose of participating in a con
ference, such as was being held in this city, in which the great naval
stores industry was the subject of consideration, then it must be be
lieved that such a conference is very important. And so it is. Doctor 
Klein, by knowledge and experience, is eminently qualified to participate 
in a conference of such vast importance as is this International Naval 
Stores Conference. In a very admirable address, which he delivered 
here Tuesday night, and which was broadcast throughout a large portion 
of the world, Doctor Klein brought home to the people of this section 
of the country, with great force and power, the importance of the· new 
era into which " the new industrial South " is entering. 

This was the subject of Doctor Klein's address-The New Industrial 
South. Here is being made, as Doctor Klein expressed it, "an economic 
advance--as fundamental as it is stri1.--:ing." This economic advance, the 
speaker said, "is in evidence everywhere." To this evidence Doctor 
Klein calle<l attention in specific detail, not forgetting to call attention 
also, to the development and industrial growth of the South as ::;hown 
by the records of the distant past. And now, as Doctor Klein says, 
"What we have witnessed in recent years has been a magnificent flow
ering and fruition from seeds that were. planted long ago." 

Doctor Klein reviewed briefly many facts in connection with the 
" new industrial blossoming, * * * in which the South may take 
the keenest pride. All these things show conclusively," said Doctor 
Klein, " that new and powerful forces are driving forward throughout 
the South. Novel ideas, breadth of vision, practical capacity, a r ealistic 
grasp of essential facts and needs-these admirable qualities are every
where apparent," said Doctor Klein, as he continued to paint a glowing 
picture of "the new industrial South." 

Doctor Klein's address was published in full in this newspaper yester
day morning. It merits most careful reading by every southerner, and 
by ev1~yone who bas any interest whatever in this new industrial devel
opment that is taking place in the South. It will be impossible to do 
justice to Doctor Klein's very thoughtful and very aspiring address in 
all its detail, but it is in order to call special attention to what Doctor 
Klein said with reference to long-ago establit'hed industries in the South, 
like that of the naval-stores industry, for instance, and to the new in
dustries that are springing up in the Southern States. "The great 
naval-stores industry, whose sound advancement bas been the concern 
of this present conference, is not one of these newer industries of the 
South," said Doctor Klein, "but we note with lively interest the new 
dm~eJopments that have arisen in connection with it," and then he trac~d 
the growth of this great industry from early colonial days up to and in
cluding the present time. 

" Georgia and Florida," Doctor Klein said, " are the foremost pro
ducing States, furnishing about 77 per cent of the total [of naval 
stores], with Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas supplying 
the remainder." And then Doctor Klein followed with a reference to 
" The new thought which is making a really new industry of naval 
stores," mentioning "the tung-oil industry of Florida, which," he said, 
"possesses a truly romantic aspect." Briefly, Doctor Klein told of the 
tung oil that is produced in China and for which manufacturers and 
others in this country must depend for their tung-oil supplies, now 
being used in such a great variety of ways, all of them important. Doc
tor Klein said that he was convinced that the future of this tung-oil 
development "is extremely bright." 

Doctor Klein referred to other new and important industrial devel
opmE-nts in the South, including the manufacturing of insulating wall
board from " bagasse," the refuse from sugarcane ; to the " immense 

deposits of phosphate rock which are being mined in increasing quan
tities " ; to the chemic..'l.l developments that are going forward, and to 
the " wonderful forest possibilities" as are clearly indicated in the 
new South. Reforestation, also, was referred to and commended. For
eign trade, Doctor Klein said, "is rich in promise" for the States of 
the South. 

In concluding his interesting and very informative address, Doctor 
Klein said: 

"Possessed of the vigor and adaptability of youth, the commercial 
and industrial interests of the new South may look forward with con
fidence to a continuation of the remarkable development that has taken 
place in recent years. The South is earnest and resolute. It has the 
attributes necessary to the attainments of the goals that it is setting 
for itself. 

"The resourcefulness of youth, as manifested in this new South, 
means ambition, initiative, eager aspiration. Tbose are assuredly 
admirable qualities-but the youthful-minded southern business men 
to-day mnst not fail to guard against the possible ' defects of their 
virtues.' When one is plunging ardently ahead-striving to hew new 
paths through individual action--he may at times lose sight of the 
inescapable need for teamwork, for collaboration, for -a recognition of 
the fact of interdependence. 

• • • 
" Those of us who know the record of the South feel sure that the 

essential analysis will not be lacking. The new South will accomplish 
the coordination that is indispensable. It is bringing t() its problems 
intelligence of the highest type. It is vigilant and alert. It is show
Ing a penetrating comprehension of the conditions of the modern 
world." 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 

The bill (H. R. 9592) to amend section 407 of the merchant 
marine act, 1928, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

PRESIDENT HOOVER'S FIRST YEAR 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial from the St. Clairsville 
(Ohio) Gazette, entitled "President Hoover,s First Year." 

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

[From the St. Clairsville (Ohio) Gazette] 
PRESlDENT HOOVER'S FIRST YEAR 

President Herbert Hoover will complete his first year as Chief F.lx:ecu
tive of the Nation next Monday, and we may expect to he~r some strong 
efforts being made to show he has proven a success. We are also as
sured that from his own party there will be criticism, and others that 
will r efuse to comment. From the Old Guard, from big business, from 
concentrated wealth, from trusts, and mergers it will be pointed out 
that President Hoover has accomplished more than was expected, more 
than any other man could have achieved, and only by his being a 
"superman" was he able to effect such wonderful accomplishments. It 
will be .told how grateful the Nation should ·be for having such an able 
man at its head; it will be said the leaders chose wisely when they 
selected him as a candidate, and no words will be missing in the praise 
that will come from this class. 

We have, according to conservative estimates, 110,000,000 people 
in the United States, and of this number less than 10,000,000 con
trol and possess about 80 per cent of the wealth of the Nation. Of 
this 10,000,000, or a little over 9 per cent, there is less than 1,000,000 
that po~scss t he greater part of the 80 per cent of the wealth. Of this 
minority, there is no question but that President Hoover has their 
indorsement, as he has not done one single act to injure them. 

Where does President Hoover stand with the 100,000,000 souls that 
possess but 20 per cent of the wealth of the Nation? Do they indorse 
his first year's work? Have they found his campaign pledge of won
derful prosperity for everyone to be t rue, and are they enjoying pros· 
perity? In this group are the farmers ; and while a so-called farm 
relief act has been enacted, it has not yet brought relief, and it 
remains to be seen if it will save this great industry. 

Mills, factories, and mines are idle ; the small business man is very 
much discouraged, and business is far below normal the Nation over. 
Millions of people are out of work, many suffering, but still there is 
issued each week from Washington, from the Hoover administration, 
that prosperity is being enjoyed. Will this group so seriously affected 
Indorse the first year? 

There are but two outstanding things in this one year-the enact
ment of a farm relief measure, that has yet to prove if it is to be of 
value; second, the naval conference in London, that is now marking 
time and its outcome unknown. He has named 13 commissions in his 
one year; he has failed to hold his party in line, with such Senators 
as BoRAH and BROOKHART, who labored for his election and did more 
than any others to hold the West in line, have broken with the Presi
pent, and with them have taken sever~il other prominent Republican 
Senators, on the grounds that he has not kept faith with them. 
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The one year of his administration has shown the Capital City to be 
infested with an organization called lobbyists that have tried to dictate 
all legislation. Thill organization is more than lobbyists, it is a com
bination of wealth whose representatives assert the Repub•.tcan Party 
by agreement owes them certain special privileges in leg; ..ation. The 
investigation of this group has been found to be migb' close to the 
White House and is no longer denied as being on fri ' Jly terms with 

, the Republican National Committee. It is a scandal .!Ond only to the 
oil scandal under Harding and Coolidge. The quest . is, Do the people 
of the Nation, minus thill 10,000,000, indorse this condition 'l 

Except of the farm-relief legislation, there is not a single plroge of 
, the Republican platfonn that has been carried out. Prosperity has 
' failed and in its place a panic, although President Hoover and his 

I party are in complete control of every branch of the Government. 
Even the "noble experiment" has in the past year become a scandal 

' and a stench that is demoralizing, to say the least. Excuses may be 
made, there may be some valid ones, but there stands the campaign 
promises, sworn to be carried out, which the people believed, but are 
unfulfilled, and the responsibility is upon those who ma.de the promises 
and they are being weighed in the balance and found wanting. 

ADDRESS BY MILO RENO, PRESIDENT OF THE IOWA FARM.E&S' UNION 

1\fr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I ask leave to ha.ve pub
lished in the REcoRD a radio address by Milo Reno, president of 
the Iowa Farmers' Union, on the subjeet of Agricultural Relief. 

There being no objection, the address w:as ordered to be 
printed in the RECX>RD, as follows : 

AGRICULTURAL RELIEF 

I bring greetings from the Iowa Fanners' Union to the men and 
women who toil in the fields of the United States to produce the food 
and raw material necessary for the comforts of all our people. 

I have addressed many thousands of farmers in the Corn Belt States 
during the years I have served as president of the Iowa Farmers' 

I Union, but I have never before. had the opportunity of speaking directly 
to that great body of American citizens--the fanners of the Nation. 
Let me pause here, before I enter upon the subject of my address, to 
say a word of appreciation, on behalf of the National Farmers' Union, 
to the National Broadcasting Co. for enabling us to broadcast this 
program. 

That it will reach every farmer interested in hill occupation is evi
denced by the inquiries that we have received from the wheat farmers 
in the West, the meat producers of the Corn Belt States, and the 
sunny South that produces our cotton, and from way over on the south
east Atlantic Coast, in North Carolina, there are a group of negro 
farmers who are listening in, interested, determined to do their part 
in solving agriculture's problem. I congratulate them. 

In the campaign of 1928 there was but one real economic question 
considered by both parties and both candidates-equality for a.griculture. 

While it is true this economic question of agricultural relief was 
submerged by other controversies, that really had no place in the cam
paign, both parties and both candidates expressed themselves as to the 
seriousness of the agricultural problem and proposed remedies to correct 
the situation. 

The party and candidate that went down to defeat in the election 
are of no concern in solving this economic problem. Having been 
defeated, their responsibility ended. 

The candidate and party that was successful must assume the respon
sibility of their preelection pledges not only as to the importance of 
the issue involved but as to its solution. 

The successful candidate for the presidency, Herbert Hoover, in hill 
St. Louis speech. recognized the unparalleled prosperity o1 the industrial 
and commercial world, and also recognized the insurmountable handi
caps under which agriculture was struggling. In that speech be said, 
"There has never been a national campaign into which so large a dis
cussion of the agricultural problem has entered as in this campaign. 
That is as it should be. It is the most urgent economic problem in our 
Nation to-day. It must be solved if we are to bring equality of oppor
tunity and assurance of complete stability of prosperity to all of our 
people." 

After admitting the farm problem is of more importance than any 
other confronting the Nation he proceeded to outline what he consid
ered to be the ideal condition tor American agriculture, and he very 
frankly and wisely stated that "The whole foundation and hope of our 
Nation is the maintained individualism of our people. Farming is, and 
must continue to be, an individualistic business of small units and inde
pendent ownership. The farmer ill the outstanding example of the eco
nomically tree individual. He is one of our solid materials of national 
character." President Hoover closed this splendid statement, as fol
lows: "No solution that makes for consolidation into large ta.rms and 
mechanized production can fit into our national hopes and ideals.'' 

The solution of the farmer's problem was treated with equal frank
ness. "Adequate tariff is essential," the President said, " if we would 
assure relief to the farm. The first and most complete necessity is that 
the American farmer have the American market. That can be aSSl,lred 
to him solely through the protective tariff." In fact. the President. after 

discussing the many handicaps of agriculture, gave his plan !or a Farm 
Board, charging the board with the duty of placing agriculture on an 
economic equality with industry and labor, and promised the American 
farmer that if the regular session of Congress was not able to solve the 
problem that " he would immediately call a special session in order that 
they might speedily arrive at a determination of the question before the 
next harvest." 

The statement of the President is clear and concise as to the causes 
for agricultural depression and for their solution. He left no room for 
conjecture as to what he considered the ideal condition for American 
agriculture. He left no doubt as to hill intention that if the regular 
session in December failed to solve the problem that he would imme
diately convene an extra session to enact necessary legislation to fulfill 
his pledges to the American farmer, namely, economic equality with · 
other groups of society-a solution that would absolutely stabilize 
American agriculture and preserve to future generations his ideal agri
culture, as stated before: "Farming is and must continue to be an 
individualistic business of small units and independent ownership.'' 

The regular session failed to enact the legislation necessary to redeem 
the President's pledge to the American :farmer. The President called 
an extra session, as he promised, which provided for the creation of a 
Farm Board, as he had promised, with almost unlimited funds at its 
command, as he had promised, with authority and power to fulfill the 
pledge made by th~ President of the United States to the American 
farmer, and this Farm Board appointed by the President is perhaps 
more in the public eye to-day than any other American institution. 

People are mildly interested in military preparedness, they are mildly 
interested in the prohibition question, and many others of minor impor
tance, but every man, woma.n. and child in the United States-whether 
on the farm or in the towns and cities--are vitally interested in the 
future program of the Farm Board. The procuring of human food is 
to-day, and always has been, the basic industry of the world. The life 
of the people of the entire world depends upon the efficient production 
and intelligent distribution of food products. 

The farmer and all other groups of society have a right to expect 
the fulfillment of the President's pledges. He has fulfilled a part of his 
pledges. He has called an extra session, approved a legislative measure 
that authorized the creation of his board, and provided them with 
ample funds for the purpose of redeeming his pledge. In his selection 
of a chairman of this board he perhaps selected the man best qualified 
by experience and achievement in the United States to redeem his 
pledge to American agriculture. 

We have the right to analyze and measure every step taken by this 
board. As American citizens I feel that we have not the right to inter
fere or obstruct its successful operation unless it endangers instead of 
corrects. 

The American farmer has always performed the service that society 
required of him, and abundantly. In the 160 years of our national 
existence the people of this Nation have never been threatened with a 
serious food shortage, yet we find agriculture bankrupt while other 
groups of society are enjoying unparalleled prosperity. 

Instead of the American farmer of small units being maintained, 
great powerful combinations are absorbing the small farms and de
stroying an individualism the President declared to be ideal. In my 
own State of Iowa, the queen of all agricultural States, foreclosures 
are increasing and the individual farmer is being supplanted by corpo
rations that, if permitted to continue their program of absorption, 
will eventually have a monopoly of the food supply of the Nation; 
even as they have monopolized steel, credit. oil, and the water power 
of the Nation. 

In the Industrial Commission's report it is stated that it would 
require $5,000,000,000 added to the farmers' income to make agriculture 
a going concern. That can mean but one thing-that the American 
farmer, while producing an abundance of food to sustain life in the other 
groups of society, produced this food at $5,000,000,000 less than pro- , 
duction costs, if the farmer and his family were given the same con
sideration as u.nskilled laborers. 

The Department of Agriculture's report upon the operation of 11,851 
rarms, with an average of 284 acres, all farmer-owned and rarmer
operated, showed an annual income of $1,334. In estimating ·this annual 
income the department did not take into account the very items that 
are of most importance in determining cost of production on an Ameri
can farm. They did not allow the farmer any return on his . capital 
investment in land. They allowed him neither interest nor depreciation 
on his investment in equipment, no depreciation on farm buildings and 
improvements, made no provision for taxes on the farm, no provision 
for insurance, and did not even concede to him the wages paid a Mexican 
section hand, and a very conservative estimate of these items would 
show an operating loss on the average farm of $2,000. 

The loss sustained by the farmers who owned and operated these farms 
abundantly justifies the statement of the Industrial Trade Commission 
that it would require $5,000,000,000 annually added to the farmers' 
income to make agriculture a going concern. 

It seems to me that if the President's Farm Board is sincere in its 
efforts to place agriculture on an economic equality with other groups 
the vecy tl.rst declaration that 1t should have made was that that 
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group of society engaged in the basic industry of this Nation is entitled 
to and must have production costs for the service that they render. 

This is not revolutionary. It is simply carrying eut for American 
agriculture the same program that the successful business institutions of 
the Nation have long since adoptPd. Any other program than this is 
the merest subterfuge, simply a gesture for political purposes. 

The Farm Board is clothed with sufficient power and has at its com
mand sufficient funds to accomplish this for the American farmer. It is 
only a question of sincerity of purpose. 

If the Farm Board sincerely desires to carry out the pledges of the 
President, there is no one who will dispute its ability to do so. The 
Farm Board's duty is plain: Agriculture must be stabilized and placed 
permanently on an economic equality with industry ; the farmer, him
self, through his cooperative organizations, must control the marketing 
.institutions necessary for intelligent distribution; agriculture must not 
.become bureauized; independent ownership and operation of small units 
must be maintained. 

On the other band, the Farm Board, with the unlimited authority 
that bas been conferred upon it and with the resources of the richest 
nation of the world at its command, can become just as destructive to 
American agriculture as we know it and love it and hope to preserve 
it as it can be corrective. 

Permit me to interpose a word here-the great danger to the Federal 
Farm Board is that it may deteriorate into a bureaucracy with all the 
sinister evils that go with bureaucratic administration. The great hope 
of the American farmer for a fair deal from the Farm Board is Alex
ander Legge, the chairman. I have made this statement repeatedly in . 
public addresses and I wish to repeat it here: "If Alexander Legge will 
give of his ability to the American farmer as he has given 1t to the 
International Harvester Co. as its president, and put into operation the 
same economic program for agriculture that he so successfully did for 
business, namely, the right to fix and obtain a price sufficient to cover 
production costs. By controlling the surplus he obtained for his com
pany the American price determined by an American standard of wages, 
and any loss sustained in disposing of the surplus was absorbed in the 
price the American consumer had to pay. The farmers of this N!ttlon 
may well look forward to the future with optimism." 

The agitation that has been carried on for the last eight years, and 
has finally resulted in an etrort to relieve the economic distress of the 
American farmer, is due whollv and entirely to the farm organizations. 

The Farmers' Union, thaei have the honor to represent, has taken 
its full part in educating the general public to the merits of the farmers' 
demands, and, if the Farm Board refuses to recognize the farm groups, 
who have fought agriculture's battles for the last eight years, and 
arrogantly determines to eliminate them-should they be successful-no 
amount of efforts or accomplishment along other lines can repair the 
damage. Whatevet· the marketing system adopted in the future, the 
farmer must maintain his educational organization, through which he 
can speak, and for his organization to be of service to him to defend 
his rights and maintain them, must be nonpartisan, nonsectarian, must 
have the courage of its convictions. It must be educational, taking to 
its members the truth upon all public questions. It must be free from 
State or local subsidies, owing allegiance to no group or faction, intimi
dated by no political machine--however powerful-having for its su
preme objective the maintaining of the independent farm home as an 
integral factor in our economic structure. 

'I'he Farmers' Union hopes to be able to cooperate to the fullest ex
tent in the marketing programs of the Farm Board, but in doing so I 
assure you that it will adhere to the resolution adopted by our organiza
tion at Kansas City July 24, 1929, demanding that the field now occupied 
by our cooperatives shall not be disturbed, and that they be recognized as 
marketing units. 

THE CATAWBA INDIANS OF SOUTH CAROLINA (S. DOC. NO. 92) 

1\Ir. BLEASE. Mr. President, at my request a short history of 
the Catawba Indians of South Carolina, published in pamphlet 

·form in 1896, was printed in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, Febru
ary :::!6, 1930, page 4255. I do not know of another copy of this 
particular history and did not know of it until a few days ago 
when it was furnished to me by Mr. T. 0. Flowers, the Indian 
agent for South Carolina. 

When governor of my State, I advised the adoption of the 
Catawba Indians as wards of the Government in order that they 
might be cared for as are Indians in other sections of the United 
States. 

Several requests have been made of me for this sketch, in
cluding one from the librarian of the Government Indian Office 
in this city. In view of these requests, and its historical im
portance, I ask that it be printed as a Senate public document. 

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

UNEMPLOYMENT IN THE UNITED STATEE 

Mr. WAGNER. I ·offer no apologies for taking the time 
of the Senate to call upon my colleagues for a sober considera
tion of current unemployment conditions. No one in responsible 
office can read the reports published in the daily press with-

out forming the unshakable conviction that no other item of 
governmental business approaches in importance the one that 
I have just broached. The situation we face, Mr. Presideut. 
is doubly serious because it is accompanied by all the pain 
of an acute attack, and is at the same time characterized 
by all the symptoms of a chronic ailment. It is not parti
sanship which prompts me to call attention to this condition. 
I am moved by the belief that it is necessary to be candid With 
the facts in order to impress upon the Congress of the United 
States the urgency of action. 

I have in my hand a letter written to the New York Times 
by the well-known author, Mr. Ernest Poole, in which he de
scribes a visit among the unemployed in New York. It is a 
long time since I have read anything as dismal. 

Several thousand men and boy&-

He says--
are sleeping on the fl.oors of missions and speak-easies near by. 

Here is a news clipping from the New York Times of several 
days ago, which reports : 

Fifteen hundred jobless, hungry men in Bowery bread line. 

'l'he municipal lodging houses are overflowing. A river barge, 
used by day as a freight carrier, has been pressed into service as 
a shelter for the homeless. Demands upon relief organiz£!-tions 
have mounted beyond those of any year in over a decade. 

From Cleveland come reports of desperate men en masse de
manding work. Clashes between idle men and police are re
ported from Chicago. Los Angeles contributes news of demon
strations by the unemployed. From ocean to ocean in millions 
of homes the same hum·an tragedy is being performed ; a tragedy 
of three acts-idleness, poverty, and charity. 

I want to emphasize that this long and sad procession of 
weary men in search of work is passing before our very eyes 
in this land of plenty, in the administration of Herbert Hoover. 
heralded as the special dispenser of prosperity. 

The Bureau of Labor Statistics reported that 1 per cent of 
the wage earners employed in factories were fired in October; 
3 per cent more were fired in November; 3 per cent more in 
December; almost 2 per cent in January. But that does not 
tell the complete story. That would indicate the firing of ·9 per 
cent of the men and wom·en on the pay rolls. The more sig
nificant fact is that the total amount paid out in wages declined 
fully i5 per cent in the same few months. 

According to data assembled in 40 cities, 19 per cent of the 
union members were idle in January. Secretary Lamont reports 
that the amount of building contracts awarded in January, 
1930, were $86,000,000 below that of January, 1929, in spite of 
the President's business conference. 

These are challenging facts. They demand an answer. What 
answer does the administration offer? "Delay in the tariff 
hits business." ThiS story emanated from the White House and 
was featured in almost every newspaper in the country on the 
19th of February. I would spend little time on such artificial 
attempts at myth making if they were harmless. But they are 
not harmless because they divert attention from the real, sub
stantial, and permanent causes of unemployment--causes which 
can and ought to be eradicated. 

Not a shred of evidence has been submitted to show that the 
tariff debate has caused business to halt or to pause. We are 
not living under a system of free trade from which our manu
facturers nre about to be rescued by a tariff measure for which 
they are impatiently waiting. Under existing law domestic 
producers supply 96 per cent of the domestic market. ~here 
has been no serious attempt to reduce rates below those m the 
existing law. How then can tariff discussion possibly affect 
more than a minute fraction of American business? President 
Hoover must be aware of this fact. He himself stated it in his 
message to Congress. He said : 

It is not as if we were setting up a new basis of protective duties. 
We did that seven years ago. 

In truth, Harding had unemployment without the interven
tion of a tariff debate. Coolidge had his unemployment which 
certainly was not caused by tariff debate. And so has Presi
dent Hoover. To blame it on the tariff delay is an unadorned 
act of tawdry politics. 

In this connection there is another question which ought to 
be answered. Who is responsible for the tariff delay? Where, 
precisely, does the fault lie? What. exactly, has the President 
contributed to expedite the tariff discussion? The several 
sermonettes from the White House did not help or quicken the 
action of the Senate with respect to a single one of the 20,000 
items in the tariff bill. 

There are after all, only a few indisputable facts on the basis 
of which judgment must be passed. The Republican Party dur-
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ing the last campaign made a pledge of tariff revision. On the 
strength of that pledge it carried the election. The President's 
party is in control of each House of Congress. It is obviously in 
control of the Ways and Means Committee of the House and 
the Senate Finance Committee wh~ch drafted the tariff bill. 
The responsibility of that party to the country to carry out its 
campaign promise was written plain and large. But what 
happened? The Republican Party was incapable of writing a 
tariff bill that would meet with the approval of its own mem
bers. The Republican leadership in Congress was incapable of 
bringing about a redemption of the party pledge. 

When this breakdown occurred in the Republican Party the 
President did not come forward and exercise the leadership 
which was the prerogative of his office. He did not take bold of 
the reins of party direction and guide a united party back to 
the performance of its campaign pledges. Instead he was un
decided ; he was undetermined; he vacillated ; he permitted the 
West to believe that he was counted among the insurgents, while 
in the East he gave comfort to the Old Guard. Meanwhile he 
drifted and permitted every tide and every wind of popular 
fancy to shift his course; and when a dangerous shoal was in 
sight that intrepid captain gave the gallant command, "ComeJ 
·let us breakfast together!" 

Now let me return to unemployment. 
In the spring of 1928 the Senate, at my instance, agreed to a 

resolution calling upon the Secretary of Labor to report the 
number of persons unemployed in the United States at that 
time. Secretary Davis responded. In explicit language he said : 

By the most careful computation methods available Commissioner 
Stewart finds that the actual number now out of work is 1,874,050. 

Speaking during the campaign in Newark, President Hoover 
repeated the information handed him by Mr. Davis. He said: 

An accurate survey o:t the Department o:t Labor shows that • • • 
1,800,000 employees were out of work. 

Directly after Mr. Davis's report was filed I called attention 
to the patent fact that Commissioner Stewart bad made no such 
statement. The charge of indulging in partisan politics was 
freely thrown at me at that time. Since then we have had an in
vestigation of unemployment conducted by the Committee on 
Education and Labor, under the chairmanship of Senator 
CouZENS. Commissioner Stewart was one of the witnesses. Let 
me read a portion of his testimony : 

The CHAIRMAN. Before you leave, when y<>u responded to Senator 
. W AGNERJS resolution with respect to the number of the unemployed-

Mr. STEWART. No; I said the shrinkage in employment. I did not 
say the number of unemployed. 

The CIUIRMAN. You did not wait until I bad finished the question. 
It was generally reported that you stated that a certain number were 
unemployed. 

Mr. STEW ART. I did not. 
The CHAmMAN. The press got that report, and there was agitation as 

to the accm·acy of the statement. 
Mr. STEWART. I never made a statement as to the unemployed. 
The CHAIRMAN. Did you estimate the unemployed in response to the 

Wagner resolution? 
Mr. STEWART. No. I ·estimated the shrinkage in the employment. 

Now, Mr. President, that is the record. 
Can it be that l\Ir. Davis did not know the meaning of Com

missioner Stewart's report? Is it possible that our Secretary 
of Labor did not know the difference between the number of 
workers discharged during a particular time and the number 
unemployed during the same period? Is it conceivable that the 
Sec1·etary of Labor did not himself know that his department 
bad no statistics of unemployment? Or was the public deliber
ately misled in an effort to score a political advantage by mini
mizing th~ gravity of the unemployment conditions then 
existing? 

Which alternative is the true one is comparatively unimpor
tant. Both are inexcusable. What concerns me particularly is 
that the impression was created and widespread that the Gov
ernment had statistics of unemployment and the machinery of 
collecting them, when, in fact, it had neither. 

Within the past few weeks political use was again made of 
unemployment. When the President issued the very encourag
ing news that on the 6th of January employment had turned the 
corner and was on its way upward, those, who like the indus
trial commissioner of New York took issue with the accuracy of 
that statement were charged with playing politics. But the 
final figures of the Department of Labor itself show that if 
politics were played, only the administration was engaged at 
the game. It is worth analyzing for a moment the actual fig
ures submitted by the Department of Labor. The week ending 
January 6, was alleged to show an improvement over the week 

ending December 30. The week ending January 13, was alleged 
to show an improvement over the week ending January 6. 
Every succeeding week in January was alleged to be an im
provement upon the preceding one. The total of these advances 
was in excess of the amount of decline reported for December. 
Yet, miracle of .miracles, the report of the department for Janu
ary showed a decline in employment over December of almost 
2 per cent, and a decline in the amount of wages paid out to 
employees of 4lh per cent. 

Not only has there been a decline in January both in employ
ment and in wages but the decline bas been more severe than 
the average decline for January in past years. 

Again, the particular and gri~vous fault that I find with this 
sort of political manipulation of unemployment figures is that 
the country is led to believe that the President has the means of 
knowing bow many men are unemployed at a particular time 
and has precise methods of determining from day to day the 
level of employment, when as a matter of fact, he has neither 
the figures nor the means of securing them. 

The fact ought to be definitely and finally established. 
First. In 1921 President Harding held a conference on unem

ployment. I quote from its report as follows : 
The first step in meeting the emergency o:t unemployment intelligently 

1s to know its extent and chai·acter, yet this conference finds itself 
without the data even for an accurate estimate of the number out of 
work; nor is this the first occasion when public conferences have been 
embarrassed by lack of such necessary facts. 

Second. In the course of the investigation of unemployment 
by the Committee on Education and Labor Commissioner Stew
art, of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, was one of the witnesses. 
He testified as follows : 

I never made a statement as to the unemployed. I have no means, 
any more than estimating the unemployed. 

Third. Mr. Daniel Willard is a railroad president. He is 
reported by the New York Times of May 5, 1929, as follows: 

One of the points he makes with great force is the need of more accu
rate and comprehensive statistics on the subject [of unemployment]. 

- Fourth. Mr. William A. Berridge is an economist of the Metro
politan Life Insurance Co. His testimony appears in the re
ported hearings of the Committee on Education and Labor, as 
follows: 

Question 1. Is there, in your opinion, any trustworthy data on the 
extent of unemployment in the United States? 

Answer. Neither on the total volume of unemployment, nor on its 
distribution among industries, nor on its geographical distribution, nor 
on its duration, is there any direct evidence worthy of serious con
sideration. 

Fifth. The report of the Committee on Education and Labor, 
of which the Senator from Michigan was the chairman, reads: 

We have absolutely no figures as to the number o:t persons unemployed 
at any definite time. 

Finally, I shall quote President Hoover in his campaign ad· 
dress in Newark. He said: 

The Department of Labor should be authorized to undertake the col· 
lection of regular statistics upon seasonal and other unemployment. We 
must have this fundamental information. 

Mr. President, we have not the information. The President 
agrees that we must have it. Why, then, does not the Govern
ment secure it? 

I am glad to say that as a result of the resolution introduced 
by me in the Senate in the Seventieth Congress the work of the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics has been substantially extended and 
as a result of my proposal of last·year, in which Senator CouzENs 
cooperated, we were able to secure a census for unemployment in 
connection with our next census of population. With all that we 
are still a long, long way from anything approaching compre
hensive statistical reports on unemployment conditions, as they 
vary from month to month. 

No attempt has been made to correlate unemployment sta· 
tistics with our natural growth in population. Mr. Davis esti
mates that 2,000,000 boys and girls come of working age each 
year. No attempt has been made to correlate employment fig. 
ures with foreign immigration. No attempt has been made to cor
relate employment figures with the internal tides of emigration 
from farm to city and city to farm. Numbers alone are not 
sufficient, Mr. President. We need to have a vast amount of 
more precise information about our unemployed. Who are they? 
Where are they? What kind of work can they do? What are 
the particular causes that may be responsible for their loss of 
employment? We have h~rdly scratched the surface in the 
preparation of such indispensable informational material. 
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Much has been said during the past few years concerning 

technological unemployment. How much do we really know 
about it? That men are being displaced by machines is, of 
course, obvious. But we know nothing of the extent of the 
displacement. We know nothing of the rate of displacement. 
We know nothing of the trend of displacemenl 

The Department of Commerce, through Mr. Klein, says the 
displaced men are absorbed in other industries. However, inde
pendent students of the subject have come to the conclusion that 
over a period of years we have suffered a net loss in employ
ment and a net increase in unemployment because machines are 
displacing men more rapidly than new jobs are created for the 
displac d men. Herein lies the real problem. It is not a prob
lem that concerns the temporary inconvenience of a number 
of families, though that would be serious enough. It is not 
alone the problem of finding employment for some particular 
indidduals. Our problem transcends all these. The very 
safety of our whole economic system is in issue. We are facing 
a process that is daily creating unemployment, yet we know 
nothing of its nature or its methods. We have no information 
of the displacing process or of the reabsorbing process. 

In these unknown figures concealed like a butterfly in its 
chrysalis lie hidden the germs of the future--the possibility of 
greater well being, of widespread satisfaction, or the possibility 
of poverty, disaster, and rebellion. We need apply to no veiled 
oracle to discover what is in store. We need no crystal gazer 
to foretell or forebode the future. Modern science has given 
us the glass through which to peer reasonably into the oncoming 
events even as we can foretell whether wind or rain or storm or 
flood is approaching. Why do we not use it? 

I have heard the so-ca,lled " do-nothing " statesmen say that 
this problem is not new; that it will solve itself. We shall ad
just ourselves to the new order. Present-day events, they say, 
are but a repetition of those experienced when the factory sys
tem was installed in the eighteenth century. What is the 
les~on of that very history to which these gentlemen refer? 
What was the result of that self-adjustment, of that faith in a 
let-alone, do-nothing creed? Hunger and demoralization, slums 
and deprivation, war and rebellion. That was the price of self
adjustment. And who paid it? At first the unknown soldiers 
of the industrial struggle, the fighters upon whose sweat our 
present-day industrial greatness is reared. They were the first 
to pay the penalties, but in the long run no one escaped. No, 
not the mightie t. Out of the discontent and dissatisfaction 
and striving of those workers a new order of things was born. 
There was revolution in France. There was revolution in 

-America. In Germany r ebellion followed rebellion. There was 
political upheaval in England and Italy. A new leadership 
came to the front, inspired by new ideals, answering new and 
popular responses. 

Now that the wheel of time has completed its turn and we 
face once again that selfsame conflict between man and machine, 
on which side shall we throw the great weight and immeas
urable power of organized government? We might forgive the 
statesmanship of the eighteenth century. It did not know any 
better. But what apology can we offer? What extenuating 
circumstances can we plead if we again permit mankind to be 
broken on the r ack of poverty and unemployment? 

There may be among us a number of extreme individualists 
who regard the problem of unemployment as one to be solved by 
the workingman himself. " He must work out his own destiny," 
is the high-sounding phrase in which is concealed an unwilling
ness to solve the problem. We must consider, however, that the 
fate of these workingmen and women determines the destiny of 
the Nation, a destiny which we must work out. 

This year has proved no exception in providing the usual 
number of fair-weather prophets who come forward with the 
assurance that the spring will bring relief. What I said two 
years ago in this very Chamber still holds true: 

Suppose that the change of seasons will bring an improvement, will 
provide few or many jobs, can we chain the spring to our streets and 
detain it there forever? Will not the winter again follow the summer in 
relentless continuity, and then what shall we say to the cold, the 
hungry, the unsheltered? Shall we repeat the mocking refrain, "Spring 
will bring improvement "? 

The only factual study of technological unemployment that 
has come to my attention is the one made by the Brookings In
stitution. Seven hundred and fifty-four persons displaced by 
machinery were questioned. Approximately 50 per cent had not 
yet found new jobs after months of idleness. Where new jobs 
had been found and the so-called absorption process completed, 
the results of the study show that it worked exceedingly slowly 
and exceedingly poorly. 

This, of course, is a very minute sample. But it affords no 
grolmd for comfort, no ground for complacency, no cause for 

smugness or self-congratulation. It indicates that we can not 
with safety continue the hit-and-miss method. It makes clear 
that these displaced men and women, fired through no fault of 
their own, must become our special care and concern. 

The same ignorance that prevails with respect to the techno· 
logically unemployed envelops the problem of the men of past 
middle age. In principle their economic problem is no different 
from that of other unemployed. Were there no overflow there 
would be no discrimination against these men. But their per· 
sonal situation is usually such as to make their difficulty par
ticularly acute. Yet we have no idea of the extent of this 
hardship. 

The two forms of unemployment that I have mentioned are 
comparatively recent in origin, but it is not their novelty which 
is responsible for our ignorance and inaction. We know just as 
little and have done just as little about seasonal unemploy
ment. We have done just as little about the idleness which 
arises out of the periodic alternation of boom and depression in 
the busine s cycle. 

For two years there have been pending in this body a set of 
bills aimed at these difficulties. The bills provide for more and 
better information, voluntary cooperation with the States in 
maintaining clearing houses of jobs and men in search of work ; 
stabilization of business through the use of the long-range 
plan and the proper timing of the construction of public works. 

These proposals are not in the realm of the fantastic. They 
have been found economically sound. They have been pro
nounced politically feasible. 

In his Newark address during the campaign President Hoover 
said: 

While the judicious arrangement of Government construction work 
can aid in wiping out the unemployment caused by seasonal variations 
in business activity, the Federal Government can do more. The Depart
ment of Labor should be authorized to undertake the collection of 
regular statistics upon seasonal and other unemployment. We must 
have this fundamental information for further attack upon this prob
lem from the further solution of which will come still greater stability 
·and prosperity in the world of employer and employee. 

Those were fine words. 
This is not all the President has said. In the fall of 1928 he 

sent Governor Brewster to convey his ideas to the conference of 
governors. A program of action was there unfolded which was 
largely identical in aim and method with the proposal contained 
in the bills I had already introduced in the Senate. What has 
become of that program? Why has not even the first step been 
taken to put this stabilizing plan into effect? 

We have none of this "fundamental information." We hav~ 
no stabilization machinery. We have no system of employment 
exchanges. And we have heard nothing further from the Presi-
dent in regard thereto. · 

Those who have in recent months confused the President's 
business conference with the long-range plan of public construc
tion are making a serious mistake. The two projects are el\
tirely dissimilar. Planned construction can only be the product 
of information. The conference is frequently the bubble of 
emotion. The plan is the child of foresight and forethought ; 
the conference is usually the off. pring of apprehension. The 
plan operates in time of prosperity to prepare for periods of 
slackness and inactivity. The conference is usually the hysteri
cal accompaniment of panic. The plan is conceived of sound eco
nomics and contributes to the elimination of waste. The con
ference is all too frequently the latter-day version of a revival 
meeting. The plan proceeds noiselessly, calmly, and efficiently. 
The conference is accompanied by the blare of trumpets and 
the screaming of headlines. · 

The final distinction is that the plan works, and the conference 
does not; -for it has been amply demonstrated that .we can not 
continue to have "prosperity by proclamation" or employment 
by exhortation. The recent conference will be justified only if 
it proves to be the springboard to a permanent plan. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 

York yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. WAGNER. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator has just re

ferred to the factor in this matter which I think is creating 
the most dissatisfaction. I find among people interested in this 
problem, and people who are out of employment, not so much a 
hostility to the failure of the administration to provide relief; 
I think they appreciate the many difficulties in the way of giving 
relief. But what I do find is strong, bitter antagonism, which I 
can not understand the administration allowing itself to be a 
party to, even from the standpoint of selfish political interests, 
a resentment because of the denial of the real facts and the pro
mulgation of proclamations of prosperity which are in contradic-
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tion to the real, existing conditions in the country. I inquire 
of the Senator if he has not found great resentment to the 
administration's attempt to deny the facts, or to divert public 
attention from them ; and, secondly to the complete apparent 
lack of sympathy with the unemployment problem. In other 
words, if there- were an admission of the actual conditions and 
an expression of sympathy the public would feel less concern 
and better understand the difficulties of giving immediate relief; 
but where there is denial of facts and an absence of sympathy, 
the hostility among those interested in this problem and who 
sincerely desire a remedy is growing with great intensity, to the 
disadvantage of the present administration. 

Mr. WAGNER. I agree with that . . A further and an even 
more inexcusable attitude is that the administration has made 
no effort to itself father or to support legislation which will 
afford precise information as to these hardships and as to their 
extent and nature, as to where the men are who are out of 
work, as to the kind of work they have been doing, without 
which precise information this difficulty can never be per
manently solved; and it can be solved. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator is exactly right. 
The administration presents the appearance of running away 
from the problem, of avoiding it. 

Mr. WAGNER. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Of shunting it to one side, 

hoping that in some miraculous way there will be found a 
solution. The complete failure to recognize the existence of 
the problem, to express a kind, sympathetic word to those who 
are suffering, seems to me to be indefensible. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I was going to say to the 
Senator that what to my mind is another inexcusable attitude 
on the part of the administration is that of leading the country 
to believe that they have precise information and statistics as 
to all these different kinds of unemployment, like seasonal, 
cyclical, technological, or old-age unemployment ; whereas as a 
matter of fact, they have no knowledge as to the existence of 
those kinds of unemployment at all and refuse to father any 
kind of legislation which would give them the machinery to 
enable them to secure that precise information. 

1\Ir. President, we must get at this problem and work at its 
solution in the light of the danger to the whole economic struc
ture that we have erected in the eyent that we fail. We are 
living in an age of plenty. We have the power to produce. 
Our men and women are willing to work and produce. Will 
that great power and that great will be forged into widespread 
prosperity and happiness, or will they be corrupted into unem-
ployment, poverty, and want? . 

Ur. President, though I speak with earnestness of men and 
machines, of work and wages, it is not because I am obsessed 
with a materialism which obscures the finer qualities of human 
life. I believe there is room for idealism in the consideration 
of these things. I believe that if we can create out of our 
immense productivity a measure of plenty for all our citizens 
and a fair measure of leisure, we shall have provided the soil 
for the growth of bigger and fuller lives, capable of the richest 
spiritual development. That is the goal and final aim of these 
efforts. In the way of their realization lies unemployment-an 
cbstacle which we can, if we will, surmount. We shall surmount 
it as soon as we take literally to heart that involuntary idleness 
is just as offensive, just as wasteful, just as demoralizing as 
involuntary servitude. We have abolished the one. Let us now 
eradicate the other. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I will not take the time to-day to 
make any comment on what the Sen-ator from New York [Mr. 
'VAGNE&} has said, but I shall do so to-morrow. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, in connection 
with the subject under discussion, I ask that some newspaper 
clippings which I have collected, showing the extent of unem
ployment and presenting helpful suggestions, be printed in the 
REcoRD in connection with the speech of the Senator from New 
York. 

There being no objection, the clippings were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

CURES RECOM !'tfENDED FOR UNEMPWYMENT 
Seven recommendations for the minimizing or preventing of unem

ployment on a large scale in the United States were made recently by 
the Senate Committee on Education and Labor. The recommendations 
were: 

1. Private industry should recognize the responsibility it has to 
stabilize employment within its industry. 

2. Insurance against unemployment should be confined to the industry 
itself as much as possible. ·If there is any public insurance plan 
developed it should be worked out by -the State legislatures. 

3. The States and municipalities should be responsible for building 
efficient unemployment exchanges. 

4. The existing United States Employment Servic'\ should be reorgan
ized. 
· 5. Efforts should be made to provide an efficient system for obtaining 
statistics or unemployment. 

6. The Government should adopt legislation without delay which would 
provide a system of planning public works so that they would !onn a 
reserve against unemployment in times of depression. State, municipal, 
and other public agencies should do likewise. 

7. The Federal or State Governments or private industry should give 
consideration to the matter of establishing a system of old-age pensions 
for superannuated employees. 

[From the Boston Post, January 25, 1930} 
HUNDREDS SEEK JOBS IN BOSTON-SITUATION IS THE WORST IN YEARS, 

SAYS DIRECTOR 
The employment situation in Boston is at the lowest ebb it has been 

in the last 25 years, at least, and the solution of the problem rests with 
Mayor Curley and him alone, John J. Shields, newly appointed director 
o! the municipal employment bureau at Haymarket Square, said yester
day. 

TOTAL IDLE LARGE 
It is impossible to give an accurate estimate of the total number or 

unemployed in the city, he said, but the number is certainly large. 
Twice as many are out of work now as were in 1927, when 80,000 men 
were said to be without jobs . • 

Last week, 754 new men, aud about 300 new women were registered 
with the city bureau as job seekers, and about an equal number will 
apply this week, whereas the average weekly registration is about 200 
at this time of year, under normal conditions .. 

In the building. trades alone, 13,000 are estimated to be unemployed. 
The figure applies only to mechanics living in Boston, Mr. Shields added. 
A picture of conditions may be had daily at the overseers of the public 
welfare, on Chardon Street, where yesterday 600 men worked chopping 
wood in ol"der to get relief i.n the shape of a grocery order. Usually, 
there are only about 30 men so engaged, although the number some
times ranges as high as 60 in the wintertime, under normal conditions. 

The lack of snow bas added to the unemployment burden, too, he 
stated. Ordinarily, snow removal provides labor for a large number 
of men, but this year there bas been almost no snow, and consequently 
little relief has come from this source. 

Business and mercantile houses generally throughout the city are 
either laying off employees, cutting them down on hours of pay, or ask
ing employees to take short vacations ·without pay at the present time, 
according to reports from three or ·four men who go out on the streets 
of the city daily investigating for the bureau, he said. 

But, he added, there is hope of alleviating conditions if Mayor Curley's 
program for extensive building should be adopted and work com
mences at once. That would relieve the building-trade situation di
rectly, would provide ample employment for day laborers, and would 
help out in other lines of employment indirectly. 

[From the New York World, February 8, 1930] 

CuT WORK TO SAVE JoBs, STATE URGEs-PRoPosAL Is PART OF RoosE
VELT PLAN FOR UNEMPLOYMENT RELIEF--FARl\1ERS ASKED TO HELP
GOVERNOR VISITS ALBANY BUREAU-FAVbRS 8-HOUR DAY LAW 

(From the World's Bureau. Special dispatch to the World) 

ALBANY, February 7.-Governor Roosevelt to-day revealed that he had 
developed a 3-point program for relief of unemployment in the State. 
Definite steps, either under way or about to be taken, include: 

1. Miss Frances Perkins, State industrial commissioner, is laying 
before employers recommendations that, if necessary, it would be better 
to- reduce employment for all workers rather than to eliminate any jobs. 

2. The agricultural advisory commission studying farm relief is to be 
directed to urge farmers to hire as many workers as possible for the 
spring planting season. 

3. There are to be added to the State industrial commission pay roll 
100 additional employees to investigate labor conditions with a vievy to 
discovering means to improve them. 

That the governor may have other and more comprehensive plans in 
mind also was indicated. 

ADDRESSES .TOB SEEKERS 
He disclosed a personal interest in the situation by driving to the 

State employment bureau in Albany this morning, where he spoke 
briefly to 100 men he found there seeking jobs.. He discussed the situa
tion in the Albany employment bureau later with Daniel A. Hausmann, 
superintendent. 

Upon his return to the Capitol, the executive indicated that with the 
arrival of spring he is hopeful that the slack will be taken up through a 
natural pick-up of laoor conditions as well as through steps being taken 
by the State. 

In his brief address to the men at the Albany employment bureau, the 
governor announced that a determined drive would be made to pass an 
8-hour day law during the present session of the legislature on the theory 
that it will help in providing additional jobs. 
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· " Every possible ~tl'ort is being made to pass an 8-hour working-day 

law," be said. " If these efforts are successful, then instead of one 
man working 12 or even 10 hours a day there will be employment for 
another man as well . 
. " In flddition, efforts are being made to arouse interest and aid from 

the farmers. In securing jobs for the unemployed during the spring 
and summer months, there are a number of farms in this vicinity where 
arlditional labor may be used at that time. 

" More than 100 additional employees at·e being added to the State 
labor bureau to investigate labor conditions and arrive at some method 
of improvement." 

TO E:LOd:INE WEEKLY REPORTS 
The governor is reported to be making personal examinations of the 

weeidy employment reports compiled by the State labor officials. 
If the steps already outlined do not bring swift improvement, it is 

believed the executive will inaugurate other action. 
The governor expressed the belief that the building program which 

President Hoover urged throughout the country and which is being 
pushed on the greatest scale in the history of New York State already 
has shown results. 

A still greater salutary effect is seen by the executive as the building 
program in the State expands with the coming of spring and summer. 

[Editorial from the 'Yashington Daily News, ~ebruary 10, 1930} 

U NEMPLOYME!fr 
What is the administration going to do about unemployment? 
Senator LA FOLLETTE and others are making serious charges against 

the accuracy of the Government's employment figures and the adequacy 
of its remedial policy. Such charges deserve a reply, which doubtless 
will be forthcoming from the administration. This is not the sort of 
thing that can be ignored successfully. 
· There is no disagreement ,regarding the essential soundness of the 
business and ct·edit structure. 

But there is wide disagreement concerning the extent of the tem
porary rlepression and the numbers of unemployed. There is equally 
wide disagreement as to whether "the corner has been turned." 

In such circumstances the country has a right to look to the Federal 
Government for facts and for guidance. The official answer of the ad
ministration is that there was a slight depression early in the winter, 
but that the tide changed some time in December and that the improve
ment has been so rapid as to make conditions almost normal again. 

I that true? 
Certainly it is not true of many communities, whose unemployment 

iines are longer now than in December or January. It is not true of the 
American Federation of Labor trades. And it is not true in New York 
State, where labor figures refute the claims of the Federal Government. 
New York State employment statistics nre generally accept~d as the 
most reliable in the country, and that State's industrial condition 
usually has been found to reflect conditions in other States. 

There are also signs of lower wages, along with decreased employ
ment. "With weekly earnings smaller than 12 months ago and house
bold expenses no lower, it becomes increasingly difficult to maintain the 
accustomed standard of living," according to statistical findings just 
issued by the Labor Bureau {Inc.). It adds that unless the trend of 
wage changes downward during each of the last three months is re
versed, "we are in for a great deal of trouble." 

President Hoover foresaw the dangers of just such a situation, and 
three months ago called indust-ry into conference to prevent it. The 
keystone of the Hoover program was " no wage reductions." He argued 
rightly that wage reductions would destroy the consumers' purchasing 
powe1· and thus prolong the industrial depression in a vicious circle. 

Unfortunately not all industry has kept its pledge to maintain the 
wage level. If the incomplete figures are to be believed, wage cuts and 
lay otis have been occurring in many industries and many parts of the 
country. Meanwhile the farmer is bit by a fall in the price of his 
major crops. 

These conditions have not been brought about by so-called "calamity 
bowling." On the contrary, they have developed in spite of a general 
and determined optimism. 

The program adopted last autumn for the stabilization of prosperity 
has not produced results as complete as desired. It may be necessary 
for the administration to assume leadership again. 

[From the Washington Post, February 15, 1930] 

LESS UNEMPLOYMENT 
The report of Secretary of Labor Davis that employment is now taking 

an upward trend is grat ifying to everyone. Authorities have disagreed 
as to how serious the unemployment bas been this winter. No figures 
will be available, but the Department of Labor refers to a "tremendous 
idleness" during January. Conditions have been particularly serious 
in New York, due apparently to an influx of workers from the country 
as much as from reduced activity. Winter always brings a certain 
amount of seasonal unemployment, but the level bas been below normal 
this year. 

Reports to the Department of Labor indicate that employment will be 
back to normal within the next two or three months. The concerted 
ell'orts of industry and labor to avert what might have been a serious 
economic depression could not prevent a slight sag, but it appears that 
the country will be normally busy much sooner than would have been 
possible without their voluntary cooperation. 

With the opening of spring a. new era of industrial and building 
activity will begin. The stock market is gradually recoveting from its 
shakedown. Credit is plentiful. Confidence that was shaken by the 
stock market collapse has been restored, and many projects that were 
held up because of uncertainty during the early winter months may now 
go ahead. Already some of the basic industries, including steel and 
automobiles, have begun to expand to their former level of output. 

Unemployment due to more extensive use of machinery continues to 
be a problem, though in the minds of most economists it is but tem
porary. New energies absorb the extra workers, and wages remain 
Wgh. The soundness of the economic structure in the United States 
has been demonstrated by the recovery from what might have been a 
disastrous period of depression. There is every reason to believe that 
that recovet·y will be complete and that the year 1930 will be prosperous. 

[From the Boston American, February 13, 1930] 
PLAN WORK FOR POOR OF LYNN 

Rev. Ft•ancis W. Maley, pastor of St. Joseph's Catholic Church of 
Lynn, laid to-day before Mayor J. Fred Manning a $500,000 plan of 
relief for the poor and unemployed. 

The priest's plan would have 500 business men of the city contribute 
$1,000 each to a fund, this fund to be started with a donation by the 
priest himself. 

He would have a committee appointed by the mayor to devise a 
plan whereby the half million dollars would be devoted in some way 
to industry that would furnish year-round employment to those now 
unable to find work. 

Father Maley's visit to the mayor followed a move of the Lynn 
school department to have free crackers and milk furnished at school 
lunch hours to children too poor to purchase it themselves. 

The school department, at the suggestion of Mayor Manning, has 
made aiTangements with the Junior Red Cross, which has funds for 
such purposes, to furnish the crackers and milk. 

CLINTON MILLS MAY LIQUIDATE-STOCKHOLDERS TO MEET IN BOS'l'ON 
NEXT FRIDAY-ADDITIONAL CAPITAL, ONLY ALTERNATIVE, IS UN~ 
LIKELY-INDEBTEDNESS GROWING, THE DIRECTORS EXPLAIN 

(Special Dispatch to the Gazette) 
CLINTON, February 14.-Stockholders of the Lancaster Mills will have 

their annual meeting in Boston . next Friday to consider either raising 
additional capital or complete liquidation of the firm's assets. It is 
intimated that liquidation is the most likely step to be taken. 

The Lancaster Mills have been one of the backbones of Clinton in
dustry. During the World War and afterwards about 2,000 hands 
were employed, but at present only about 300 are retained. The mills' 
property here is taxed at about $1,500,000. 

The preferred and common stockholders to-day received from the 
directors a letter setting forth the company's condition and announcing 
the annual meeting. 

On August 13, 1928, the company voted to sell its idle machinery and 
r eal estate. About $12,000 was received for the machinery and $291,000 
for the real estate. From this and other sources the note indepted· 
ness of $2,000,000 was reduced to $1,450,000 at the end of 1929. How· 
ever, it has i:pcreased $100,000 since. 

It is pointed out that the mills' machinery is adapted for the manu
facture of ginghams, and as these are out of style and as the company 
found no substitute, the indebtedness is growing constantly. 

In 1929 the loss was $404,000 after all charges, including deprecia
tion. The losses in recent years have reduced the working capital to 
$180,000 at the end of 1929, and the decrease has continued during 
the present year. 

" Under these circumstances," the letter to the stockholders says, 
"and faced with continual textile depression, it is apparent that the 
company is without working capital to continue even at its present 
limited operations. 

" The directors have studied other possible means of financing the 
company but believe that for the company to continue manufacturing 
operations would be an unwarranted risk. If 'the stockholders do not 
wish to try to raise new capital, authorization of voluntary or orderly 
liquidation appears the only course to adopt, to avoid the danger that 
before long a more rigid liquidation might be forced on the company." 

The letter was sent out by the board of directors, Robert R. West, 
treasurer. Mr. West submitted his resignation this week to take a new 
post in a West Virginia mill. 

CLOSES DEPARTMENT OF WIRE ACTIVITY 
The Wicltwire-Spencer Steel Co. has abandoned its ornamental wire 

department, the reason being that the competition in this field has 
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become so active as to make the line unprofitable. The department 
has been located at .the Clinton works, where it moved from Worcester 
some years ago. When running full it employed about 35 hands. The 
company recently closed its .wire goods department, selling the business 
to the Washburn Co. of Worcester, which is consolidating it into its 
factory on Union Street. 

[From the Boston Post, February 16, 1930] 
SHORTAGE OF JOBS BIG DISGRACE-Ur.'"EMPLOYME~T IN THE UNITED 

STATES ASSAILED BY FATHER CORRIGAN 

" In a country with our resources unemployment on the present scale 
is indefensible. It is the :~;,esult of industry individually organized on 
a hit-and-miss basis. The solution lies along the line of industry flmc
tionally organized with human needs the guidepost rather than mere 
profits," said the Rev. Jones I. Corrigan, S. J., of Boston College, speak
ing yesterday afternoon before 800 members of the League of Catholic 
Women in the assembly ball of Emmanuel College, in the Fenway, on 
the subject of Economic Loss and Waste. 

UP TO INDUSTRY TO ACT 

" In self-defense industry should take a keen interest in unemploy
ment. Not talk but action is needed. Men, women, and children are 
hungry. Where is our industrial leadership in the crisis? Where is 
business leadership? The talk about prosperity begins to look foolish 
with four or five million men unemployed. 

"The widespread suffering and distress from unemployment in America 
to-day is a tragic indictment of our industrial order. Unless industry 
takes the matter in band, unemployment insurance is a piece of social 
legislation that is sure to come. The immediate effect of the insurance 
would be to prod. industry into an awakened activity to keep the wheels 
of industry turning. This would be a big advance, because any cutting 
down of idleness is economic gain as well as a social benefit. 

"Unemployment in this country can be greatly reduced if industry 
and Government will attack the problem as they have other problems," 
said Father Corrigan. 

" Far more than 50 per cent of it could be eliminated. It is decidedly 
profitable to industry itself to attack the unemployment problem. A 
fund in each industry to prevent unemployment is one of the simplest 
and most effective means to combat the evil." 

ALLEN IN PLEA FOR JOBLESS-GOVERNOR URGES CITIES AND TOWNS TO 

SPEED UP WORK 

In a letter to mayors and boards of selectmen, Governor Allen yester
day renewed his recommendation that public works be speeded up as 
much as possible for the purpose of taking care of the unemployment 
situation, particularly to stop the rush of unemployed to the larger 
communities and thus adding to the seriousness of the problem generally. 

EMPLOYMENT OFFICES 

The governor pointed out that opening of public employment offices 
in each ·community has been found very helpful, and he urges each 
municipality to do everything possible to take care of its own problem 
of unemployment. In the carrying out of improvements and public 
works the governor suggests each community employ as many of its 
own citizens as can be used, with preference given to those with 
dependents. 

The governor said the Commonwealth at the present time is ad
vancing its public works as rapidly as possible, so as to take up slack 
employment, and the department of public works, the department of 
conservation, and the metropolitan district commission will undertake 
immediately a program of forestry, tree trimming, and clean-up work 
in the parks and elsewhere, which will provide work for a considerable 
number of men throughout the State .. 

"I have been assured by the highway division of the department of 
public works," the governor said, "that road construction will be 
pushed forward as rapidly as possible, and in fact the whole State pro
gram of public works, involving an expenditure of $25,000,000, will be 
advanced as rapidly as conditions permit. 

" The fullest cooperation of the cities and towns throughout the 
State in conjunction with the advancement of public works will be 
thoroughly appreciated and will contribute materially in maintaining 
employment throughout Massachusetts." 

[From the Boston Post, February 19, Hl30] 
FORTY-ONE-MILLION-DOLLAR PROGRAM FOR BOSTO.N--CURLEY ASKS 

GOVERNOR TO HlilLP SECURE AUTHORlTY 

f.>ublic improvements costing over $41,000,000 were outlined last 
night by Mayor Curley in a communication to Governor Allen as 
Boston's contribution to President Hoover's program for the promotion 
of industrial prosperity and the relief Qf unemployment. 

ASK ALLEN'S ATD 

Stating that he bad already made available $7,510,000 for public 
improvements, which will be started in a mouth after the necessary 
advertising for bids, the mayor appealed to the governor to use his 
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"ftiendly intercession" with. the legislature to adopt legislation p~r

niitting the city to proceed with other n~eded -developments costing 
$34,000,000. 

The mayor estimated that there are 70,000 unemployed men and 
women in Greater Boston, and asserted that the municipal program, 
supplemented by private developments, "would aid materially in pro
viding relief for the families of those who to-day seek opportunlty for 
livelihood with extremely bleak. prospect of success." 

Among the moneys made available by the mayor for improvements to 
be started within a month are $1,000,000 for hospital additions, 
$1,000,000 for sewerage works, $1,000,000 for the Charles Street widen
ing, $1,210,000 for the Center Street widening in West Roxbury, 
$750,000 for strandway improvements, $450,000 for building additions 
at the Boston Sanatorium, $350,000 for n new ferryboat, $350,000 for 
a new fire boat, $330,000 for airport improvements, $275,000 for East 
Boston courthouse ·additions, $200,000 for a new police boat, $200,000 
for two new branch libraries, $160,000 for Brighton courthouse addi
tions, $70,000 for a city hospital medical pavilion, $65,000 for tercen
tenary memorials, $60,000 for Muddy River and West End Park im
provements, and $40,000 for improvements at the Webster Avenue 
Playground, North' End. 

NEW SCHOOL BUILDINGS 

New school buildings at a cost of $5,000,000 will also be started soon 
under a plan to be drawn up by the new commission on school build
ings, in conference with the mayor and the school committee. 

The improvements for which the mayor has requested the aid of the 
governor in securing authorization from the legislature to float loans 
necessary to pay for them include $10,000,000 for permanent street 
construction throughout the city, particularly in the new residential 
areas; $2,000,000 for the widening of Dorchester Avenue and Summer 
and L Streets, South Boston; $1,000,000 for the construction of a 
strandway along the 'Bayswater front of East Boston ; and $16,000,000 
for the construction of either a vehicular tunnel or bridge from the 
down-town business center to East Boston. 

[From the Washington (D. C.) News, February 21, 1930] 

UNEMPLOYED IN CITY OVERTAXING CHARITY GROUPS, Is REPORT-PRUN· 

ING OF CHEST BUDGET AND INFLUX OF LABORERS FROM 01.'HillR CITIES 

AGGRAVATING SITUATION 

Unemployment in the city is overtaxing the charity organizations 
according to the reports of five groups which minister to the jobless. 
These groups, the Salvation Army, the Associated Charities, the Jewish 
Welfare Federation, the Catholic Charities, and the Travelers' Aid So
ciety, have stated that they are having great difficulty in caring for 
all the cases of need arising from unemployment. 

The situation is aggravated by unemployed persons from other cities 
who, attracted by the large Government building program, flock here 
expecting to find work. 

Since the pruning of the Community Chest budget, the situation is 
grave and will grow worse unless steps are taken either to keep non
t·esidents in need of work away from Washington or provide some 
means of taking care of the destitute, representatives of the groups 
say. 

[From the American Federation of Labor Official Information and 
Publicity Service] 

JAN UARY 31, 1930. 
'l'he following statement concerning unemployment during the' first 

two weeks in January, 1930, was issued to-day by William Green, pt·esi
dent of the .American Federation of Labor: 

" Unemployment increased in January according to reports from 
trade unions to the American Federation of Labor. The figures show 
19 per cent of union members unemployed in the first two weeks of 
January, a substantial increase over December when 16 per cent were 
out of work. The figure for January is the highest percentage of un
employment since the federation began collecting statistics in 1927. 
In January, 1928, when unemployment reached serious prpportions 
and caused public .concern in many cities, the federation figures showed 
18 per cent of the membership out of work, as compared to 19 per cent 
this year. 

"This report covers 640,000 members in 24 cities. A large variety 
of trades are included: Building trades; transportation, including 
street-car employees, railway shop crafts, trucks, delivery, and taxicab 
drivers, sailors and shipping trades; service trades, including hotel and 
restaurant workers and barbers ; professions, including musicians ; 
Government employees; manufactul'ing industries, including printing, 
metal trades, clothing, and food industries ; and a number of others. 

"The federation report thus covers a different group of wage earners 
from the report of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, except for over
lapping in a small group of manufacturing. It indicates that there 
is a large field where employment conditions are not yet Improving and 
where there may be acute suffering unless industrial recovery comes 
soon. 
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"The highest pere.entage of unemployed is in the building trades, 

where 38 per Ci!llt were unemployed. This is a higher figure than in 
January, 1928, when 36 per cent were unemployed, and substantially 
higher than January, 1929, when 30 per cent were out of ·work. It also 
shows an increase since December when 32 per cent were unemployed. 
In metal trades, 14 per cent were out of work compared to 8 per cent in 
January, 1929, and 11 per cent in December; in printing the percentages 
are: January, 1930, 5 per cent; January, 1929, 4 per cent; December, 
1929, 4 per cent; in all other trades, January, 1930, 11 per cent; De
cember, 1929, 10 per eent. 

"Unemployment is especially high also among musicians, who have 
been thrown out of work by the increasing use of radio and Vitaphone. 
In sea and lake pot·t towns, large numbers of sailors and longshoremen 
are out of work; and the total unemployment is increased by seasonal 
industries, which, in some cases, are in worse condition than usual this 
year; clothing workers, bakery workers, hotel and restaurant employees. 
railway repair workers, and others. Truck drivers and deliverymen also 
report a large percentage out of work in most cities. 

" The workers' organizations are giving all possible relief to members 
out of work. Many pay unemployment benefits; nearly all have some 
means of helping members find work-either an employment bureau or 
an officer who makes it his special business to keep in touch with va
cancies. Many have relief funds for those in distress. Union a.greements 
often provide for equal division of work among wage earners in an 
individaal shop so that none are laid off.. The higher union wage scale 
also makes it possible in many cases to lay aside savings against an 
emergency such as this. 

" By helping members to tid.e over this difficult time of unemployment, 
unions keep many thousands from becoming a public charge. Appeals 
for charity from union families are rare. Stores and retail dealers 
also feel the effect of sustained buying power when unions keep mem
bers from running up debts in times of nnemployment. The nnion is a 
real force for recovery." 

TOO OLD AT 45-NEW RunE OF SOME EMPLOYERS IN NEW HAMPSHIRE 

John S. B. Davie, labor commissioner of the State of New Hampshire, 
who by no stretch of the imagination can be classed as " radical," joins 
the ranks of those who see a national menace in the growing habit of 
employers to close the door of employment: to all over 45. 

Commissioner Davie does not say there are such employers in Chicago 
or St. Louis; he finds them right at liome. 

• There are employers and factory managers in New Hampshire who 
have given orders that persons who have passed the age of 45 are not 
to be given employment. These orders are issued in spite of the, fact, 
easily demonstrated, that there are many men and women over 45 years 
of age in the industries of New Hampshire who are giving service no 
younger person could duplicate." 

On the eve of a special session of the legislature called for the one 
purpose of passing an income tax., the Davie warning may give New 
Hampshire something to think about. 

Granting the unmarried an exemption of no more than $1,200, and 
allowing the family man only $2,000, the income tax New Hampshire 
managers have in mind would reaeh everyone who takes his living from 
a weekly pay envelope containing more than $25. 

Such a law is an out-and-out appeal for " farm " support. A majority 
of New Hampshire lawmakers are farmers. Few farmers keep books. 
Most of them may claim, with truth, that their n~t incomes do not 
reach - taxable proportions. 

The New Hampshire constitution places a 15-day limit on special 
sessions of the legislature. The special session to be held this month 
might well devote a day or two to the task of discovering the persons or 
organizations strong enough to put over an income tax, in spite of the 
fact that the proposal has been rejected-in the form of proposed 
amendments to the constitution-no fewer than three times. 

[Editorial from the Washington Daily News. February 28, 1930] 
THE RIGHT TO WORK 

The communist nnemployment demonstrations in half a dozen cities 
from coast to coast are not dangerous. The unemployment situation 
behind the demonstrations is dangerous. 

No amount of police clubbing of communists is going to solve the 
nnemployment problem. The communists are inflllltestimal in num
bers and influence in thlil country. They could be wiped out to
morrow-as so many conservatives hope they may be-and the political, 
social, and industrial conditions of the country would not be altered 
a particle. 

There is something at once sinister and pathetic in the idea of some 
American officials that it is a crime to mention the word unemployment. 
They are like the people who would fight an epidemic by denying its 
existence. 

Agitators do not cause unemployment. Unemployment causes agi
tators. Why shouldn't it? The right to work is inalienable. 

If a man can not find work and if his family is hungry, what do we 
expect him to do ? Make a speech on the blessings of prosperity? . 

/ 

If the unemployed do no more than parade to a city hall and plead 
for help, a city is lucky. The police should be glad that the weak and 
hungry are expressing their protest in such a harmless manner. 

The trouble with us in America is that we have been self-righteous 
about our national prosperity for so long we now can not think straight 
and feel straight on the subject. We a1·e acting as though a man out 
of work is a leper or a criminal. 

The great army of unemployed to-day are not criminals. If anything 
criminal is involved it is the system which has created them. 

The working people of this country were not made for our indus
trial system. The system was made for them. And, unless our sys
tem can provide steady work and a good living for the rank and file. 
of the people, it is a rotten system which• some day will fall of its 
own weight. 

With all our talk about American efficiency, what are we doing to 
prevent this endless cycle of unemployment which swings back to mock 
our Gov-ernment and curse our workers periodically? In the hard times. 
of 1921 a national commission was appointed so that the tragedy would 
not happen again. But even the mild recommendations of that com
mission have never been acted upon. 

For years these mild recommendations for Federal employment ex
changes and statistics, and provi.sion for sl}reading co-nstructiOn work 
over lean years, have been before Congress. Bnt there bas been no 
action, because the White House, the Congress, the ch.amb&s of 
commerce, the boosters, and the well fed have been hostile or in
diil'erent. 

Meanwhile every year the unemployment problem grows more serious 
as the advance of machines scraps human labor. At our recent peak of 
prosperity tbe unemployed numbered from one and a half to three mil
lions. And now, during the temporary industrial recession, no man 
knows whether the number is four millions or six or seven. 

We can not know the facts because we are the only great industrial 
nation in the world which fails to gather Federal unemployment sta
tistics. To-day we can only guess at the truth from the :reliable New
York State figures, which show that this winter is the worst-except 
1921-in 15 years. 

We believe American conditions are fundamentally sound, that the 
potentialities oi prosperity for all the people are greater in this land 
than in any other. But no prosperity is strong enough to witlu!tand 
the creeping disease of unemployment unless the political and indus
trial leaders fight that disease honestly, intelligently, and courageously. 

With the coming of spring we are passing out of the worst part of 
the depression. But depression will come again and again, next winter 
or the following, unless we face and begin to conquer this industrial 
blight. 

Indifference in this hour is treason. 
The millions of men walking the streets to-day have a right to jobs. 

They should demonstrate. They should agitate. They should endeavor 
to awaken tbe Government to its responsibility. -

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I ask ·that 
there be printed in the RECORD a very able discussion of unem
ployment, entitled "Unemployment-What Can Be Done about 
It?" by Dr. John A. Ryan, a professor of the Catholic Uni
versity here in Washington, and a man who has made an ex
tensive study of social questions. 

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

UNEMPLOYMENT-WHAT CAN BE DONE AlloUT IT? 
L PARTIALLY Eli'JI'ECTIVE REMEDIES 

During the early months of 1928 the considerable increase in the 
number of idle workingmen occasioned a pretty widespread discussion 
of unemployment. Several debates about It took: place in the United 
States Senate. '.rhe number of unemployed was put at 4,000,000 by 
Senator WAGNER and others, while the protagonists of Republican 
prosperity asserted that this estimate was at least 100 per cent too. 
high. Some ot the latter· cleverly misrepresented 11 statement given 
to the Senate by the Commissioner of Labor Statistics. According to 
the commissioner, the number of persons at work in 1928 wa:s 1,874,000 
less tlian in 1925. By the official exponents of prosperity this wa.s 
set forth as the total number of the unemployed. Such use of the 
commissioner's statement could be justified only on the assumption that 
in 1925 there was absolutely no unemployment, an assumption which 
was not frankly made by any of Senator WAGnJR"s opponents. 

The practical outcome of the Senate discussion was a resolution 
adopted May 3, 1928, providing for •• an analysis and appraisal of 
reports of unemployment and systems for prevention and relie:f thexeof." 
In conformity wfth this resolution the Senate Committee on Education 
and Labor, under the chairmanship of Mx:. CouzENs, held 12 hearings in 
the months of December, 1928, and J"anuary and February, 1929. Busi
ness men, industrial engineers, personnel managers, college professors, 
and Government officials were heard at length. On March 1, 1929, the 
committee made its report, which has since been published by the Gov
ernment Printing Office in a volume of 530 octaw pages, entitled .. Un
employment in the United States.,. 
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In addition to a transcript of the testimony referred to above the 

report presents several interesting and important memoranda describing 
legislation against unemployment in foreign countries, proposed legis
lation in the United States, and provisions obtaining in several American 
industries for unemployment insuranee. There is also a long summary 
of the testimony at the end of the volume by Dr. Isador Lubin and 13 
pages of comment at the beginning by the Senate committee. 

These preliminary pages will naturally attract more attention than 
any other part of the report, since they embody the conclusions reached 
by the men who conducted the hearings. The most definite rccomme)\da
tion made by the committee is that the Bureau of the Census should 
make a count of the number of the unemployed when it takes the decen
nial census of 1930. This suggestion has already been adopted by the 
bureau, and we are now assured for the first time of fairly accurate 
knowledge concerning the number of wage earners out of employment. 

Less confident and clear-cut is the language of the committee con
cerning employment exchanges. H<>wever, it does declare that "efficient 
public exchanges should replace private exchanges " ; that the United 
States Employment Service should be r eorganized sufficiently to super
vise and coordinate the operations of exchanges conducted by the States 
and municipalities. What the committee says about the United States 
Employment Service recails a statement in the bishops' program of 
social reconstruction : " It is the obvious duty of Congress to continue 
and strengthen this important institution." Unfortunately, Congress 
did not recognize this duty in the months following the war. As a 
matter of fact, it almost crippled the Federal Employment Service. 
Now one of its own committees realizes that this course was unwise. 
On the other band, the limitations of public employment exchanges 
ought to be kept steadily in mind. They can do no more than decrease 
slightly the volume of unemployment. Very few employers are com
pelled even in these days of so-called prosperity to cease or even greatly 
to curtail their business activities because of inability to find empl-oyees 
promptly. There are too many other ways of making their wants 
known. And, obviously, employment bureaus can not increase the num
ber of jobs. What they can do is to reduce the cost and trouble of 
finding employment and employees and enable both employer and em
ployee sometimes to make better and more intelligent selections. 

In the third place the committee recommends at some length stabiliza
tion of seasonal employment, quoting the estimate by Sam Lewisobn that 
the saving possible in this field amounts to $2,000,000,000 annuaUy. 
Several of the witnesses at the hearings described the success which 
had attended their efforts to regularize their own businesses. •.rbe best
known illustrations of seasonal industries are the building and clothing 
trades. "Stabilization " describes the process of reducing the number 
of employed and the amount of production during the busy season of the 
year, and increasing both during the dull season. Undoubtedly this 
arrangement is superior in many respects to unbalanced seasonal opera
tion, but its benefits can easily be exaggerated. It does not, except pos
sibly indirectly, increase the total of employment in any industry. All 
that it does is to distribute the amount of employment and production 
more evenly throughout the year. Indeed, it r educes the total number 
of persons who find some employment in the industry, ina smuch as it 
lessens the demand for labor during the so-called peak or busy seaijon. 
Of course, this disadvantage to a small number of part-time workers is 
more than offset by the benefits of that more steady employment which 
the arrangement brings to the majority. Steadier operation of the plant 
likewise benefits the employer since it reduces operating costs. In the 
words of Henry S. Dennison before the committee: 

" It is very expensive for management to run a plant full time for 
8 months and slack time for 4, or partly for 10 and not at all for 2, 
as a good many do, for when a plant is shut down, overhead expenses 
continue to go on." 

If the employer should pass on these gains to the consumer in the 
form of lower prices, he could increase somewhat the demand for his 
pl'oduct and, therefore, the number of persons employed. However, none 
of the exponents of stabiUzation that appeared before the committee 
mentioned this possible outcome. 

The "prosperity reserve" likewise receives strong indorsement from 
the committee. This is a recently invented bit of jargon to describe the 
pl'Oposal of concentrating and increasing public works in a time of 
industrial depression. Undoubtedly it would counteract considerably the 
forces making for depression if it were carefully organized and carried 
out in sufficient volume. The administrative difficulties are, however, 
very considerable. As commonly set forth, the scheme implies not only 
an increase of public works in dull times but a slackening of them in 
very busy times. How are the legislators and other public officials to 
determine when prosperity is so great as to justify a retrenchment of 
public expenditures for roads, buildings, et cetera? For several years 
now we have had loud, positive, and authoritative assurances that we 
are in the midst of great prosperity. Suppose Congress should decide 
next winter to withhold all appropriations for new Federal projects, and 
suppose that the States, counties, cities, and towns should adopt the 
same policy. The net effect upon employment would be grave, indeed, 
for the vast majority of public employees thus displaced would no1; be 
able to find work in private industries. Only when the public authori
ties are preventing private emplo;y:ers from obtaining men and materials 

which they urgently need would the slackening of public works be 
attended by no diminution in the aggregate volume of employment. And 
it is questionable whether the average legislative body could determine 
the existence of this condition with sufficient accuracy or sufficient 
promptness, or discontinue the retrenchment policy soon enough. Let 
us assume, however, that the condition exists and is wisely dealt with. 
The workers engaged in public construction could readily find employ
ment in nonpublic industries. There would be no increase in unemploy
ment. When the depression arrived all the men formerly upon public 
works would resume operations in that field, together with the addi
tional number required to carry on the public activities which had been 
neglected during the time of great prosperity. The latter group would 
represent a net increase in the volume of employment. In the absence of 
the " prosperity reserve" arrangement tbey would not be employed at all. 

Such is the theory of the scheme. Its possible good effects would be 
offset to some extent by its evil influence in exaggerating business ac
tivity during a prosperous period, thereby causing exC€ssive expansion 
and inevitably increasing the "depth of the succeeding depression. 
However, the diminution of public works is no necessary part of a 
rational project of this sort. The Jones bill, which was introduced 
in the Senate during the last Congress, merely provides for doubling 
the amount of money expended by the Federal Government on public 
works during the year immediately following "a 10 per cent fall in 
the volume of all construction contracts for a 3-montb period, as 
compared with the average of the same period for the three preceding 
years." Whether or not the relatively· meager appropriation of $150,-
000,000 would suffice to bold in check the forces making for depression, 
it would at least mean a net increase in the number of ·men who 
could find employment. That part of the theory which assumes that 
public works should be retrenched by an equal degree during the first 
succeeding period of great prosperity had better be thrown overboat·d 
entirely. In that case, the much-vaunted "prosperity reserve" would 
be merely a device for increasing public works when private employ
ment is unusually slack. As such, it is not a new thing under the sun. 
Many governments, both national and local, have striven to increase 
the amount of public works in dull times. The only thing new in the 
proposal, as it is now agitated, is the provision for previous planning 
and wider use. If it is to produce any considerable number of good 
results, it should be frankly l'ecognized as committing governments to a 
very large increase in the amount of public works to be constructed 
during any period of years which includes a business depression. 

In accordance with the immense amount of t estimony and informa
tion offered at the hearings the cmnmittee recommends unemployment 
insurance. But it clearly prefers voluntary and private plans to com
pulsory and public plans. It rejects " the systems of unemployment 
insurance now in vogue under foreign governments," and declares that 
interference by the Federal Government in this field " is not necessary 
nor advisable at this time." However, it does admit by implication 
the possible value of public insurance, inasmuch as it declares that the 
study of this problem should be left to the State legislatures. Un
doubtedly, the committee is right in preferring State to national un
employment insurance, but its faith in the possibilities of voluntary and 
private effort in this field is scarcely justified by experience or by the 
probabilities. 

Finally, the committee gives a qualified indorsement to old-age pen
sions in the statement that further consideration might well be given 
to the necessi-ty and advisability of establishing them, " either through 
private industry, through the States, or through the Federal Govern
ment." 

On their face all six of the foregoing recommendations aim at pre
venting or reducing the hardships of unemployment. A Federal census 
of the unemployed would stimulate constructive action and give valuable 
guidance by providing adequate information. A comprehensive system 
of employment exchanges would reduce costs and hardships, and in 
some degree would lessen the time spent by some wage earners in 
search of work. Stabilization of seasonal employment would only 
indirectly and very slightly reduce the total amount of unemployment 
during any given year. The "prosperity reserve," with the amend
ment suggested above, could be so organized as to r educe very consider
ably the amount of unemployment in periods of depression. Unemploy- · 
ment insurance would relieve an enormous amount of. human suffering 
and lt ought to be adopted in every industry. L egislative action, as 
contemplated in the Huber bill, which nearly became a law in Wisconsin 
a few years ago, indicates the only adequate method. Both public and 
private insurance plans e<>uld be so organized as to restrict the volume 
of a depression, by discouraging and preventing overexpansion of plants 
during especially prosperous periods. From the nature of the case, old
age pensions would not reduce unemployment. They would greatly 
mitigate its hardships, particularly in our country at the present time 
when the age limit for employment has been so considerably lowered. 
If men can not find jobs after the age of 45 or 50, the number of those 
who may be called the " economically aged " becomes greatly enlarged 
and the need for old-age pensions greatly intensified. 

Although these measures do not seem capable of increasing in any 
considerable degree the average amount of employment, their beneficent 
possibilities in other relations are enormous. Their good effects can be 
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comprehensively indicated in the statement that thousands of Americans 
would have larger and steadier incomes, and would in greater or less 
degree be relieved from the fear of want and many other dem{)ralizing 
influences associated with insufficient employment. 

IL CHRONIC UNEMPLOYMENT 

It is a curious irony that the Senate committee failed utterly to sug
gest any specific method for dealing with the precise kind of unemploy
ment which provoked its appointment. The committee observes cor
rectly that "the causes or the types of unemployment migllt be divided 
into three classes-cyclical, seasonal, and technological." The out
standing remedy for the first type is, of course, the " prosperity 
reserve"; for the second, stabilization; but neither of these touches 
the third type. To it the committee devotes only two or three short 
paragraphs and in these it exhibits no adequate comprehension of the 
phenomenon : 

"Technological unemployment covers that vast field where, through 
one device or another and chiefly tbl:ough a machine supplanting a 
human, skilled workers have found that their trade no longer exists 
and that their skill is no longer needed." 

As a matter of fact, the skilled workers who are displaced by new 
and improved mac·hinery and other forms of efficiency merely constitute 
a spectacular form of the evil. They are probably a small proportion 
of tbe total number of workers who are thrown out of employment by 
mechanical and technical progress. 

Only one member of the committee, Senator Tyson, of Tennessee, 
showed that be bad envisaged tbe problem. Here are the terms in 
which he formulated 1t while the committee was listening to Henry S. 
Dennison: 

"Assuming that the present hours of labor were to continue and full
time employment given to everybody, don't you think that the country 
would be overstocked in a very short time? • • • The pig-iron 
industry is now depressed very badly. The te.xtile business is very 
badly depressed. The coal business is very badly depressed. The 
woolen business is very badly depressed. Everybody knows that there 
Is overproduction. Now, then, how are you going to remedy that-by 
continuing to produce?" 

Although Mr. Dennison is one of the most enlightened, humane, and 
progressive employers in the United States, his answer to these ques
tions was wholly inadequate. It amounted simply to an act of faith 
that since the men displaced by machines in years gone by bad always 
found other employment eventually the same thing will presumably 
happen In the present situation. At a later hearing Senator ... Tyson 
returned to this subject, saying: 

" If we are to keep taking people into our industry and keep them 
employed, we shall have to employ them for shorter periods each day. 
* I believe if we had 70 hours of work each week as we bad 
several generations ago and people worked every day with the present 
amount of machinery, we would have 10,000,000 out of work instead of 
4 000 000 because with the machine process individuals have become 
~uch' mo~e efficient than they ever were before." 

Among the other witnesses at the bearings only President Green, 
of the American Federation of Labor, Mr. Sam A. Lcwisohn, and Prof. 
John R. Commons had anything to say about technological unemploy
ment. None of them professed to be able to offer a remedy except 
Mr. Lewisobn, who mentioned stabilization and public labor exchanges. 
Obviously, both of these suggestions are futile. Professor Commons cited 
a striking example of displacement of men by machines in the clothing 
trade. One firm was able to reduce its force of cutters from 600 to 
250. Of the 350 thus rendered superfluous, 200 quit voluntarily and 
tbc remaining 150 received from the unemployment insurance fund of 
the industry $500 each as a sort of " separation allowance." It is 
probable that no system of voluntary unemployment insurance could 
take care of all the displaced workers at such a cost. Moreover, an 
allowance of 500 is often an insufficient provision for a man who may 
find employment only after several months, and then, perhaps., at a 
considernbly lower rate of pay. 

Recent Economic Changes, which is the title of the report of the 
committee appointed and beaded by Mr. Hoover to study that sub
ject, gives considerable attention to this new kind of unemployment. 
It states: 

" Unemployment can arise as a result of industrial efficiency as well 
as inefficiency. In the latter case we have seasonal or intermittent 
unemployment; in tbe former case what has comE;l to be known as 
" technological unemployment" resulting from the introduction of 
new machinery and processes. • • • This is a serious aspect of 
unemployment : 

Following are some of the striking indications of the vast increase 
which has taken place in productive efficiency since the year 1919 : 
The average per capita production in all industries increased 39 per 
cent between 1919 and 1925 ; the per capita increase in factories was 
25 per cent between 1920 and 1927 ; but the number of workers in the 
factories was 1,250,000 less in 1928 than in 1923, while the number 
employed on railroads decreased 150,000. According to the Industrial 
Review of the Year (July, 1928---July, 1929) issued by the Federal 
Council of Churches, "there were 2,300,000 fewer persons employed 

in farming, manufacturing, railroading, and mining in 1928 than in 
1920." About a year and a half ago the New York Journal of Com
merce declared : 

" We are so accustomed to associate unemployment with prostrate 
industry, closed factories, and universal profound depression that it 
is hard to revise our ideas and grasp the fact that we must also 
gt·apple with an unemployment problem that is the direct outcome of 
prosperity." 

The association of prosperity with great unemployment and the re
spo:q.sibillty of the former for the latter are no longer doubted by 
competent students. One might, indeed, raise the question whether 
such a condition can properly be called prosperity. An affirmative 
answer would seem to be justified if the term be defined as a condition 
of industry in which the total production is above the average of any 
preceding period and in which the incomes of a very large proportion 
of the wage earners are likewise above preceding averages. 

"There is nothing new about these problems," says Recent Economic 
Changes. This is an indubitab~ fact. The substitution of machines 
for men and the displacement of workers by improved productive 
processes have been going on steadily since the beginning of the in
dustrial revolution. Not the problem itself of finding employment for 
the disemployed, but the magnitude of it is the thing tbn.t is new. 
As shown by the figures quoted above, the process of substitution and 
displacement has been considerably more rapid in recent years than 
in any former period. Hence the necessity of what the report calls 
"an accelerated rate of readjustment." Up to the present the rate 
bas not been adequately "accelerated." In spite of the new occupa
tions that have arisen, mostly as an incident of the general process of 
invention and mechanization, in hotels, garages, moving-picture houses, 
advertising, selling, bootlegging, road construction, and in factories 
turning out automobiles, radios, phonographs, electric supplies, silk 
goods, cigarettes, etc., unemployment has increased and the average 
worker has been more than ever out of work. An investigation recently 
made by the Institute of Economics of the Brookings Institution re
vealed the fact that the newer industries are not absorbing the jobless 
as fast as is usually believed. Some 800 displaced workers were 
studied in three industrial centers. More than one-half of those who 
succeeded in finding new jobs had been idle for more than three 
months, while of those still unemployed, about one-half had been out 
of work for the same length of time. After a rapid survey of the 
situation, Stuart Chase, in his recent book, Men and Machines, puts 
down this summary judgment : 

"I am seriously afraid that accelerating unemployment is here; 
that the park bench is destined to grow longer. The advertisers may 
be able to stimulate new wants that will take care of some of the 
displaced men, but who is to stimulate the purchasing power that will 
absorb the commodities new and old? " 

The outlook would not be so discouraging if we could be certain that 
the invention of new machines and improved methods would soon come 
to an end or suffer a considerable slowing down. But there are no 
definite grounds upon which to base any such expectation. Indeed, 
some authorities think that these improvements will increase rather 
than decrease. Writing at the beginning of the present year, Dr. 
William Leiseroon forecast the promise of the American industry to 
its wage earners throughout 1929 in this sentence: 

"Those who are employed shall earn more than ever before; but 
fewer shall be called to work and more shall be unemployed." 

There is much evidence to show that this prediction has been ful
filled and there are not a few indications that it will continue to ·be 
fulfilled for a considerable period after January 1, 1930. Doctor 
Leiserson gives the reason why employers permit high wages to coexist 
with large numbers of men out of work. They have discovered 
"that it is cheaper to pay higher wages to a smaller number of 
efficient workers than lower wages to a larger number of less efficient. 
Industry is therefore concentrating its work in the hands of a smaller 
number of employees. The younger, the more accurate, and capable 
workers are taught and stimulated by incentive wage payment plana 
to produce and to earn more, while the older, the slower, and the less 
efficient workers are weeded out to swell the ranks of the unemployed." 

In view of the magnitude and persistence of this new kind of unem
ploy-ment, it might well be called "chronic." This word has not, in· 
indeed, the scientific implicatio~s of "technological," but it bas a much 
greater practical value. "Technological " tends to " take the curse 
of!' " the evil condition which it describes ; " chronic " is much more 
suggestive and much more likely to convey the thought that " some
thing ought to be done about it." 

How great is the number of those unemployed at present? No one 
knows. No one is in possession o.f facts which would justify any esti
mate that would rise above the dignity of a guess. However, there is 
no law against guessing; therefore I would put the number at about 
3,000,000. Whether the approximately correct number is 3,000,000 or 
2 000 000 which was the estimate of a well-informed business man, it 
1~ sumcie~tly great to form a very urgent problem. 

The fundamental cause of the evil is, of course, our old friend •• over
production," or, more precisely speaking, a general and constant ca
pacity for overproduction. It is most pronounced in agriculture, coal 



1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 4603 
mining, textiles, the boot and shoe industries, and is becoming rather 
pt·onounced in the building trades. It is manifested not only by idle 
men a.nd idle productive instruments, but in the greatly increased costs 
of selling goods, in the prevalence of " high-power salesmanship," and 
in the enormous outlay for advertising. Perhaps the last-mentioned 
phenomenon is the most conspicuous indication. The proper end of 
advertising is to supply information, but probably not more than 10 
per cent of the "information" currently thrust upon the public is 
genuine. By far the greater part represents an attempt to persuade 
the consumers that Brown's product is better than that of Jones. Most 
of the real information that purchasers need could be obtained from a 
classified telephone directory, from the classified notices in the news
papers, and from trade journals. Another large part of advertising is 
intended to arouse in the minds of the public a consciousness of needs 
~hat they do not now feel. This statement i~ not to be construed as a 
condemnation of all that sort of advertising, but merely to empllasize 
the fact that goods can not be sold as fast as they can be produced. 
Hence we have a vast overcapaeity to produce and a constant dariger 
tllat this capacity will be converted into action. The -other and more 
disagreeable side of the picture is widespread unemployment of both the 
machines and men. 

To l.Je sure, traditional and theoretical economics assure us that 
general overproduction is impossible. A supply of any kind of goods, 
we are told, is a demand for other .goods. In so far as that formula is 
true it has no practical meaning ; in so far as it means anything prac
tical it is untrue. Every supply of goods is, o.f course, a potential de
mand. It constitutes a power to call for some other kind of goods. 
But it is not necessarily an actual demand for any kind of goods now 
existing. For example, the owner of a textile mill does not care to 
exchange his surplus product for the surplus produced by a farmer. 
The latter may, indeed, want more clothing, but the former does not want 
more food. Possibly he would like to exchange his surplus for a high
priced automobile, but the producer of the automobile does not want 
more textile goods. Similar statements can truthfully be made con
cerning the producers of surplus coal and shoes and a great many other 
products that are turned out taster tllan they can be sold. When two 
persons have a surplus of goods on their bands only one may desire 
the products of the other, or neither may desire what the other bas to 
offer. This situation may be gene-ral throughout the greater part of 
industry. All of those having an excess do, indeed, possess the power 
to obtain some o.f the other surplus products, but not all desire these 
surpluses, while those persons who feel a desire for the excessive stocks 
are without the purchasing power. Owing to this djvorce between the 
desire and the power to consume, it is quite possible that surpluses may 
exist simultaneously in practically all of the great industries. 

At the present time and during the recent past the excess has taken 
the form of productive capacity rather than stocks of goods. But the 
effect upon employment dil!ers only in degree behveen the one case and 
the other. Recent Economic Changes suggests an eventual remedy. 
"Wants are almost lns.atlable; the-re are new wants which will make 
way endlessly for newer wants as fast as they are satisfied." As a 
general proposition this is true. Without any change in the present 
distribution of consuming power an of the workers might find employ
ment supplying actual and potential wants if only the latter and the 
means of supplying them could be developed fast enough. Twenty-five 
years ago the automobile was generally unknown. Since then hundreds 
of thousands of workers have found the means of a livelihood in tllis 
industry. To be sure, a great part of the purchasing power expended 
upon this commodity would have been exchanged for other goods if the 
automobile had not been invented; nevertheless, a great part of the 
money would not have been spent at all, since its possessors did not 
desire any other kind of actually known goods. If other inventions as 
appealing as the automobile should appear next year, undoubtedly they 
would attract sufficient actual purchasing power to put all idle men and 
women at work. Of course, these hypothetical commodities would fall 
under the head of luxuries. Scales of wages need not rise; the total 
purchasing power in the bands of the working classes need not increase 
except with the increasing employment ; all the workers would be em
ployed in making goods to supply the new wants which had been 
developed in the possessors of surplus consuming power-that is, the 
rich and the well-to-do. 

However, this picture bas two vital defects. In the first place, it is 
quite unlikely that the requisite new commodities will be invented. 
More fundamental is the objection that this would be an undesirable 
kind of industrial society. The people of our age, even the wealthy, 
would not be benefited by new luxuries, and the masses ought not to be 
required to provide superfluous goods for the few while they them
S?lves are unable to obtain a reasonable amount of necessaries and 
comforts. 

III. FIRST REll\fEDY-HIGHER WAGES 

Indirectly and by implication. Recent Economic Changes suggests a 
more acceptable remedy for the kind of unemployment which is now 
puzzling students of the problem. It indorses "the principle of high 
wages and low costs as a policy of enlightened industrial practice in 
a period of stationary cost of living-the recognition of wage earners 

a.s the great domestic market." As expressed by Ernest G. Draper at 
the bearings before the Senate committee--

"Workers are consumers as well as producers, and to increase the 
purchasing power of consumers is desirable, not only for the worker 
himself but for industry and society as a whole." 

A considerabl~ proportion of business men haye, since the war, become 
converts to this doctrine. Men who have to produce goods in competi
tion with tbelr fellows have always striven for low costs in order that 
they might sell at low prices. Until quite recently the great majority 
have believed that one means of obtaining low production costs was 
low wages. According to the new theory, it iB still desirable to sell 
the largest possible quantity of goods at the lowest prices and with 
the lowest production costs, but it is not desirable nor necessary to 
obtain low costs through low wages. If goods can be uro.nufactured in 
sufficient quantity, the production cost can be low; but in order to sell 
all these goods even at low prices, purchasing power must be widely 
distributed. Money to buy the goods must exist in the hands not 
merely of a few well-to-do, but of the masses. The workers must have 
high wages in order to make their demands for goods effective. In
creased power to consume must be extended to the only class that 
possesses in large measure the unsatisfied desire to consume. 

This policy would provide the most humane and the most easily avail
able remedy for the persistent overproduction and underconsumption 
that afflicts our industrial system. Instead of seeking to arouse new 
wants in the jaded appetites of the rich and well-to-do, why not sup
ply the proper and reasonable wants of the toiling masses? Instead 
of striving to invent new luxuries and create new industries to satisfy 
wants that are as yet unknown and unfelt, why not provide an effective 
volume of demand for goods which are already known and desired, 
which can be produced by industries already established, but now lan
guishing for lack of an adequate market? The masses desire and could 
use vastly more tlJan they now obtain of the standard necessities and 
comforts-food; clothing, housing, hospitals and medical service, edu
cation, recreation, and amusements. We already have the workers 
and the productive equipment to provide all these goods in vastly in
creased quantities. The magnitude of the latent demand for them' 
may be appreciated when we reflect that probably the majority of 
employees, even in the United States, do not obtain adequate living 
wages. Would not a generous increase in the remuneration of our 
underpaid toilers be the most direct and the most obvious way to 
eliminate the evil of idle machines and idle men? --

No intelligent student of our economic system doubts the capacity of 
our industries to satisfy in reasonable measure all these wants for the
majority, and to provide a considerable surplus for the economically 
powerful minority. The extent to which our national production might 
be increased is not fully indicated by our unused equipment, our unem
ployed workers, and the vast expansion of productive power that is 
obtainable without any new mechanical inventions. George Soule, in 
the Useful Art of Economics, says : 

" In view of the vast array of preventable wastes, it is probably not 
an exaggeration to say that the national income might be doubled 
simply by eliminating them, even if inventions and knowledge of better 
techniques for production should cease to advance to-day." 

Not more productive power but a rational organization of existing 
power is what we need in order to provide all our people with the 
material means of well-being and thereby to abolish chronic unemploy
ment. 

The better organization that bas just been outlined immediately pro
vokes the ancient and facile objection that such a large increase in wages 
would involve such an increase in production costs as to frustrate the 
object sought, and that the higher cost of production would cause such 
a rise in prices that there would be little or no increase in the average 
demand for goods and for labor. To this objection the obvious answer 
is that not all the additional outlay for wages would be reflected in 
prices. The more extensive use and more steady operation of the plant 
would offset either partially or wholly the higher wage costs. The in
creased costs, be they great or little, would be defrayed only in part by 
the wage earners, inasmuch as they are not the only consumers of the 
goods affected by the increase. In general it should be noted that if 
this objection were always heeded, it would prevent any increase in 
wages for any reason whatsoever. Happily, it has not been heeded uni
versally. Dr. Wesley C. Mitchell, who directed the study of recent 
economic changes, tells us that-

"American prosperity in 1922-1927 in nonagricultural lines would have 
been decidedly greater bad the 6,000,000 American farmers been 
flourishing." 

Paraphrasing this statement, we observe that American prosperity 
would have been decidedly greater during the same period had the 
10,000,000 or more underpaid American laborers been receiving adequate 
wages. The economic factors and implications are exactly the same in 
fhe two cases. Indeed, Recent Economic Changes gives some measure 
of indorsement to the doctrine and proposal here advocated when it 
declares that one of the 10 outstanding developments in our industrial 
history since 1920 bas been "the recognition of wage earners as the 
great domestic market." It is too bad that the committee did not ex-
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plicitly accept the implications of this recognized fact. Instead of using 
language which tended to exaggerate the increase which bas taken place 
in wages, it ought to have frankly pointed out that further increases 
are necessary before a large proportion of the working classes will have 
satisfactory incomes, and before their effective demand will be suffi
ciently enlarged to furnish an adequate market for the products of our 
industries. 

The real difficulties confronting the proposal for a better organiza
tion of our distributive system, for a better combination of the desire 
to consume with the power to consume, have to do with the methods 
for obtaining the requisite increase in wages. While the individual em
ployer may accept the doctrine that high wages and high purchasing 
power in the hands of labor are good a.nd necessary for industry as a 
whole, he realizes, or thinks, that relatil'ely low wages would be more 
profitable in his own business. He believes that this is true at least 
so long as his competitors fail to adopt the policy of high wages. To 
meet this dlfficulty, the only immediately adequate measure would be 
minimum wage scales fixed by law. Owing to the unfavorable decision 
of the Supreme Court in the District of Columbia Minimum Wage case, 
to say nothing of two or three other obstacles, this most important reform 
is, and for many years to come will remain, impo sible of attainment 
in the United States. The only practical methods now available are 
increased organization of labor and the economic, social, and ethical 
education of the masters of industry and all other influential groups in 
our population. While neither of these methods is likely to produce 
beneficial results rapidly, they have both proved their effectiveness by 
experience. After all, solid and permanent progress comes slowly in 
every department of social life. 

The foregoing argument has taken no notice of the thesis upheld in 
several publications by Foster a.nd Catchings. It is that overproduction, 
underconsumption, and general unemployment come about because indus
try does not put sufficient money into the hands of the consumers to 
pay for all the goods produced. This theory has not been considered for 
two reasons. First, in so far as it deals with the flow of money and 
credit, it is too difficult either to prove or to refute. In the second 
place, these authors admit, nay assert, that a great increase in gen
eral consuming power could be obtained through a general advance in 
wages. For example, in a pamphlet reprinted from the Century Maga
zine, July, 1929, these sentences occur: 

"Adequate consumption, therefore, does more than anything else to 
sustain employment. And nothing more is needed to achieve the right 
rate of consumption than the right flow of money to con,sumers. Now, 
the largest part of this flow, and the part that is most promptly spent, 
is the stream of wages. Nothing, therefore, ca.n go so far toward sus
taining trade a.nd employment as increasing the weekly pay roll of the 
country fast enough, and not too fast." 

Hence, the first and obvious requisite is to raise wages somehow, with 
some kind of money. If that measure should fail to increase consuming 
power sufficiently to take all the goods off the market a.nd keep industry 
going, the time ' would then be at band to consider the problem of 
increasing consumers• credit. The money phase of the problem, the 
question how to bring about the right flow of money to the consumers, 
·wm then be much more urgent than it is t~ay. 

Since the foregoing paragraphs were written, the crash in the stock 
market has occurred, a.nd President Hoover has conducted a series of 
conferences with leading industrialists in the endeavor to prevent a 
grave business depression. One of the policies adopted at these meetings 
was that of maintaining the present levels of wages. This is a frank 
recognition of the consuming power of the wage earners as a factor in 
preventing unemployment. Henry Ford has gone beyond this negative 
policy, and decreed a substantial increase in the remuneration of all his 
employees. Undoubtedly the efforts of the conferences would be more 
effective if other powerful concerns bad followed his example. 

The other important policy adopted by the participants in the 
conferences was that of increasing new construction and the purchase 
of materials and equipment. In so far as the proposed new construction 
contemplates an addition to the previously determined expenditures for 
public buildings, it exemplifies the device of the " prosperity reserve." 
The same is true of new construction in private industry which will 
provide services rather tba.n goods. For example, some railroad replace
ments and improvements and some extension of electric-power faciliti~s 
are undoubtedly warranted by the needs of the plants and the potential 
demands of the consumers. But the expansion of manufacturing con
cerns does not seem to be wise, nor is it likely to take place to any 
important extent. Indeed, the increase in construction, both public and 
private, directly resulting from the White House conferences will not 
be considerable. When added to the construction which had already 
been contemplated, it will probably not make the total for 1930 as great 
as the total for 1929. Nevertheless, President Hoover deserves on
stinted praise for calling the conferences, even though their effect may 
turn out to have been mainly psychological, 1. e., preventive of an un
necessary decline in business confidence. Their beneficent results would 
be much larger if the President could have induced some of the otber 
great industrialists to follow the lead of Henry Ford in the matter of 
wage inereases. 

IV. SECOND REMEDY-REDUCED WORKING TIME 

While higher wages for the majority of the laboring class is the pri
mary and direct solution of the problem of chronic or technological un
employment, it is not the only solution. There is an important sec
ondary remedy which would reinforce higher wages and promote a better 
social order than that which results from the development of new wants. 
This secondary remedy is a shorter workday or a shorter work weelr. or 
both. The shorter workday is sometimes advocated on the ground that 
it results in as large a production per capita as a longer day. In any 
industry where this would happen, the shorter workday would obviously 
fail to reduce unemployment. What is needed is increased demand for 
labor, not the ability of labor to turn out more goods in a given number 
of hours. We should frankly realize that the problem is not one of more 
productive power but of better distribution of purchasing power. With 
a shorter workday or work week, a given demand for goods would re
quire more laborers, thus decreasing unemployment. 

Two situations may be conceived. In the first, labor has shorter 
hours while the machinery and plants are operated full time; in the 
second, the plant and the employees are active during a shorter day or 
a smaller number of days per week. The choice between these methods 
in any industry should be determined by the amount of demand for Hs 
products. At present the building trades in some cities are on a 5-day 
week basis because there is not sufficient demand to require operation 
for six days. On the other hand, the Ford automobile factory ls busy 
six days in the week, although none of the employees works more than 
five. This arrangement can easily be substituted for the first whenever 
the demand warrants the larger use of machinery and plant. Fnll time 
for machinery and reduced time for the workers is evidently l]:.e more 
desirable arrangement, for it means not only more workers employed but 
a more economical use of capital. For example, a plant might be op
erated for 12 hours a day, 6 days in the week, and yet employ no labo:-er 
for more than 6 hours per day or 5 days per week. 

The immediate effect of each of these arrangements would be to 
increase employment. Increased employment would increase the total 
amount of wages received, not only because more workers would be 
employed but because the greater demand for labor would keep wage 
rates above what they would have been in the absence of increased em
ployment. The increased wages would provide increased purchasing 
power for the products of many industries, thereby extending further the 
demand for labor. The order of events would be directly contrary to 
that set in motion when men are thrown out of work. 

The objection that the same or higher wages could be paid for pro
ducing a smaller or the same amount of goods has been dealt with in a 
preceding paragraph. After all, wages are the money equivalent of 
goods; if the goods can be produced, their wage equivalent will be 
potentially available. No competent person doubts that our industries 
are capable of producing the required volume of goods. The only diffi
culty is to get into operation the process of converting the goods into 
wages. The shorter work period for labor seems to provide n.n effective 
method. 

Indeed, the movement toward this goal is already well under way. 
The average working time per week per employee in factories decreased 
15 per cent between 1900 and 1923. In the last two years considerable 
progress has been made toward the introduction of the 5~ay week. 
Presldent Green of the American Federation of Labor recently esti
mated the number of men who have obtained the 5-day week at 500,000. 
These workers are found chiefly in the building trades, the printing 
trades, foundries and machine shops, the clothing industries, and the 
automobile industry. In all probability the movement can be extended 
more rapidly than the movement for hig.IJ.er wages to the underpaid. 

As stated in a previous paragraph, the shorter work period " would 
promote a better social order than that which results from the develop
ment of new wants." On the one band, it would provide the laboring 
classes with greater leisure and thus make possible the development of 
a higher intellectual and moral life; on the other band, it would tend 
to retard the invention of new luxuries. To be sure, the increased 
leisure would not immediately be all utilized for intellectual and moral 
improvement. In all probability the greater part of it would, for a 
considerable time, be spent uselessly, 1! not foolishly. llowever, that 
is not an argument against the proposal. Men must first get leisure 
before they can learn to use it wisely. The latter is a problem of edu
cation, which we have no right to assume is insoluble. The shorter 
work period would check or retard the production of new luxuries, 
because the workers' increased demand for necessities and comforts 
would tend to keep capital fully employed in industries that are already 
established. Since production is justified only as a means to rational 
a.nd beneficial consumption, it ought to be so organized as to yield the 
maximum of the good ·life for all. The elementary necessities and com
forts a.nd the material conditions of reasonable leisure and progressive 
mental a.nd moral development ought to be placed within the reach of 
all the people, while the supply of useless and harmful luxuries should 
be kept down to a minimum. Of course, a shorter work period would 
not entirely prevent the production of luxuries. A vast amount of them 
would still be demanded by the possessors of unusually large purchasing 
power. The quanttty turned out, however, and the proportion of pro-
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ductive energy thus engaged would be considerably reduced, while the 
proportion of productive power used to meet the rational needs of the 
masses would be considerably greater than is the case in our present 
arrangements. This would be an immense gain for the good life. 

Unfortunately, certain statements in Recent Economic Changes tend 
to indorse the contrary doctrine. By suggestion and by implication 
they convey t!le idea that national prosperity and national welfare are 
dependent upon the indefinite expansion of human wants and the in
definite multiplication of luxuries. In the following section of an 
editorial by George Russell in the Irish Statesman this construction is 
unhesitatingly put upon the committee's language : 

"There is an interesting passage in the report of the committee on 
recent economic changes, of which President Hoover is chairman. It 
speaks of the reaching out for luxuries which make possible the expan
sion of new industries and says that the United States bas only touched 
the fringes of its potentialities. Wants, it declares, are insatiable, and 
one want satisfied makes room for another, and economically there is a 
boundless field for development. The report seems to suggest that 
material prosperity is largely based on the limitless desires of humanity 
for pleasure and luxury, that no great prosperity can be based merely 
upon the satisfaction of the primary needs for food. shelter, and cloth
ing. It suggests that if people are encouraged to have extravagant 
desires for luxury they will work for these and multitudes of people 
will be given employment, while the Spartan country will always be poor, 
however virtuous its people may be." 

For the sake of the intellectual, not to say the moral, reputations 
of the committee on recent economic changes, · let us hope that this inter
pretation and inference will turn out to have been unforeseen and 
unintended;:--however necessarily it may follow according to the strict 
processes of logic. Charity constrains us to give the committee the 
benefit of the doubt. Charity constrains Uli to assume that on account 
of their great appreciation of our recent industrial progress and their 
preoccupation with "prosperity," the members of the committee failed 
to perceive the false and disagreeable implications of their loose talk 
about "insatiable wants." Let us charitably assume that they did not 
mean to say that genuine prosperity "is largely based on the limitless 
desires of humanity for pleasure and luxury." Let us charitably assume 
that they had no intention of identifying this conception of prosperity 
with industrial sanity, social well being, or desirable human life. More
over, we will charitably assume fhat they are not so lacking in economic 
knowledge or in the capacity for straight economic thinking as to suppose 
that our industries can be kept going at a reasonable rate or for a 
reasonable period of time per week only. on condition that the multitude 
shall continue to work 8 or 10 hours per day in order to satisfy the 
"extravagant desires for luxury" felt by the economically powerful 
minority. Let us charitably assume that the members of the committee 
merely overlooked the fact that the productive capacity of our men and 
machines could all be utilized to a reasonable extent in turning out 
goods for the satisfaction of wants already known and felt, particularly 
the elementary and rational wants of the majority. 

In theh- preoccupation with a conception of prosperity which logically 
implies a belief in production for its own sake, the members of the 
committee are in line with our baneful tradition of Puritan industrial 
ethics. Describing this ethical discipline as it was taking final shape 
at the end of the seventeeth century, R. H. Tawney writes in Religion 
and the Rise of Capitali<;m : 

"The worship of production and ever greater production-the slavish 
drudgery of the millionaire and his unhappy servants-was to be hal
lowed by the precepts of the same compelling creed." 

Nevertheless, one of the two underlying principles of the Puritan 
ethics of work and production has been incontinently rejected by the 
committee as by all American industrialists. George O'Brien says, in 
The Economic Effects of the Reformation : 

" The desire for ever-increasing production, which is a feature of the 
capitalist spirit, was encouraged not only by the Puritan conception of 
the fulfillment of the vocation but also by t~ other branch of Puritan 
ascetic teaching, namely, the observance of strict frugality and 
austerity." 

Instead of urging men to strive for greater production through " fru
gality and austerity," the committee points to the inexhaustible spring 
of "almost insatiable wants." Whether this new emphasis upon limit
less consumption is more rational, or less, than the traditional maxims 
of frugality and saving, it constitutes at any rate eloquent testimony 
to the capacity of our industries for overproduction. 

The program suggested by Stuart Chase is more in harmony with 
humanity and reason than the suggestions of the committee on recent 
economic changes. It is quoted here, not necessarily as correct in detail 
but as indicating the right approach and method: 

"Let me recapitulate. Machinery saves labor in a given process; 
1 man replaces 10. A certain number of these men are needed to 
build and service the new machine, but some of them are permanently 
displaced. Now, if the articles called for remain the same, and the 
financial system remains the same, sooner or later half the workers 
(let us say) in the country can produce what once required the .labor 
of all the workers. The other half are on the park bench. But, as 
an alternative, all can continue to work for half as many hours in the 

day ; or all can combine to work a full day and produce twice as 
much. None of these clean-cut altern.atives has, of course, been taken. 
The ideal result would be something in the nature of hours reduced a 
third, and output of sound necessities and comforts increased two
thirds. This would end hard work and poverty forever. Instead hours 
ba>;e fallen a little, output has increased considerably, but the present 
financial control neither releases sufficient purchasing power to enlarge 
output as far as the machine is readily capable of enlarging it unhin
dered, nor promotes the kind of output which necessarily makes for the 
good life." (Uen and Machines.) 

The most reassuring and the most significant truths that emerge from 
an objective study of American conditions to-day are these : In the 
United States, at least, the prosperity of the industrial system is con
sistent with and dependent upon the welfare of the toiling masses. 
Industrial well-being and the principles of justice can be practically 
harmonized. The doctrine of the living wage and all the other humane 
doctrines taught by Pope Leo XIII in his encyclical, On the Condition of 
Labor, can no longer be stigmatized as visionary by any intelligent stu
dent of our industrial achievements and potentialities. To establish 
universal living wages and to abolish all excessive labor, as regards 
persons, quality, and hours, would be the most direct, prompt, and 
effective means of meeting the menace of chronic unemployment and of 
insuring prosperity for our industries. The thing can be accomplished 
if only the masters of industry and of politics will devote to the problem 
a small part of the energies that they habitually spend in making and 
selling goods and in pursuing profits. 

Although Unemployment in the United States provi1les no adequate 
guidance along this line for either industrialists or statesmen, it con
tains one paragraph which gives full recognition to tl.Je urgency of the 
problem and the obligation of society to solve the problem. The follow
ing paragraph expresses the views of the Senators themselves who 
conducted the hearings : 

" It may as well be remembered that society is going to provide an 
opportunity for man to sustain himself, or is going to have to sustain 
man. Society is going to provide opportunity for man to pay his own 
way, or is going to pay for him. Society may as well make every 
effort to do the job constructively, because no society can be strong 
in which its members are encouraged or forced to adopt the position or 
place of those seeking charity." 

LONDON NAVAL CONFERENCE 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not offer the letter for 
the RECoRD, because it contains certain personal references, but 
I do desire to quote from a letter written me by Dr. D. P. Mc
Geachy, of Atlanta, Ga., with reference to the Naval Conference 
in London. ·In the letter he makes this statement: 

I believe that I represent thousands of thinking people when I say 
that we are deeply concerned about the naval conference in London. 
I sincerely hope that every effort will be exerted to bring good out of 
this conference. 

Just now the news is rather discouraging, but we believe that intel
ligent people should simply intensify their efforts and that we should 
determine on success for the conference at any cost. A faiiure in 
London just now would certainly have very serious consequences. The 
prevention of another war like the recent world struggle is an ideal 
toward which our strength shoulu be turned. And I believe that the 
people will follow the Senate in doing all that can be done for a real 
reduction of naval expenditure. 

I wish to add just this word, that in my judgment the with
drawal of our conferees from the co'nference in London would 
be most disappointing to the hopes of mankind, and I believe 
that the well-nigh unanimous sentiment of the American people 
is in thorough accord with the declarations made by the senior 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRAH] Saturday evening when he 
expressed full confidence in our delegates at London, and the 
utmost hope in the successful outcome of their efforts. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I fully concur in the state
ment just made. I think it would be a great misfortune, and 
very far-reaching, for our delegates to withdraw from the con
ference at this time. Our delegates went to London witll the 
positive purpose of obtaining parity between the naval strength 
of the United States and that of any other nation; and also with 
the purpose of securing some reduction in naval armaments. 
The two ideas were emphasized. 

The delegates made an offer of parity and reduction accord
ing to their views. I think it would be a most serious mistake 
for our conferees not to continue at the conference until there 
is a successful conclusion, or until the attempt to attain those 
two ends is found to be utterly impossible of accomplishment. 

The conference has not taken any longer than had been antici
pated. Everyone knew that difficulties would be encountered. 
Everyone knew the trouble that would be met in obtaining 
parity ahd in obtaining reduction. 

For. our delegates to the conference now to leave would be a 
most serious mistake, and it would not be in accordance with 
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the purposes for which they were sent, the wishes of the Ameri
can people, or, I am satisfied, the desires of the Senate. 

It will be a difficult task. We have con1idence in our dele
gates. I am satisfied that if they can not obtain parity and 
a reasonable reduction they will do the best that can be done 
under the circumstances. When they enter into -an agreement, 
it will be for the Senate to determine whether it approves or 
disapproves that agreement. If the treaty entered into ls not 
such that the Senate can approve it, it can either reject it 
or amend it. 

But it does seem to me that the last to quit the conference 
ought to be the delegates from the United States. I hope they 
will continue there and do an they can to achieve the purpose 
for which they were sent-parity and a reduction of naval 
armaments. I would look with a great deal of disappointment 
upon the situation if the delegates at this time should l~ve 
or suggest to the President that their mission is hopeless. I 
hope our delegates will continue to do all they can to obtain 
parity and a reduction of naval armaments. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I desire to have printed in 
the REcon.o, in answer to the statement of the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. SWANSON], an editorial which appeared in this 
morning's Washinoaton Post on the subject which he has been 
discussing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The editorial is as follows : 
[From the Washington Post, Monday, March B, 1930] 

THE FARCJll OF LONDON 

The collapsible governments represented at the London Naval Con
ference are hoping to resume their plans for increasing their respective 
navies, now that Andr~ Tardieu has formed n new cabinet. Hs must 
obtain a vote of confidence this week. The solid opposition of the 
radical-socialist bloc, which rankles under the defeat administered to it 
a few days ago by M. Tardieu, may defeat Tardieu In tum. But pre
sumably he will try again in that event. He Is the strongest figure in 
France, and France must have a government. 

Whether Tardieu or another appears tor France, the French pro
gram 1s fixed. That nation has decided to build a submarine force 
capable of preventing the British fleet from blockading France or cutting 
its communications with the colonies. The security of communications 
long enjoyed by Great Britain is now to be obtained by France. 

The French program makes it necessary for Italy to reserve freedom 
of action in building naval defenses. Italy has not been restive under 
British domination of the Mediterranean, partly l>ecause Britain is too 
much occupied in other regions to bother with Mediterranean politics. 
But Italy will not remain idle while France builds a naval force 
which unless counterbalanced by a strong Ita.lliln tleet would encourage 
Franco-Yugoslav pretensions in the Adriatic and bring about war. 

Nothing is more clearly foreshadowed than an increase of French and 
Italian naval forces following tne London conference. Any agreement 
reached must include this increase. The refusal of other powers to 
concede greater naval strength to France and Italy would merely make 
an agreement impossible; but France and Italy will go ahead with naval 
building just the same. 

No political bargain can be arranged at London which would serve as 
a substitute for increased Franco-Italian naval defense. Great :Britain, 
so long as she persists in the determination to possess twice the naval 
power of France, can not buy. off France with any political concession. 
The United States has no political sop to throw to France. The Ameri
can delegation will waste Its time if it tries to work out a political bar
gain that would induce France to forego the building of a counter British 
submarine tleet. The Senate will not cooperate to save the face of the 
American delegation by approving any treaty that commits the United 
States to foreign political obligatione--and nothing less than such a 
commitment would be acceptable to France. It the United States would 
agree to become its war ally, France, of course, would be willing to 
reduce its program of naval defense. 

Japan is not interested in France and Italian naval expansion and will 
not otrer anything valuable as a substitute. Japan merely wants a little 
increased naval defense of its own. Any agreement reached in London 
will inevitably include concessions to Japan. 

The hope of Anglo-American naval parity based upon reduction of 
tonnage has disappeared. Parity can now be reached only 'by increased 
American building, not by British scrapping. Few well-informed Ameri
cans ever had any faith in Ramsay MacDonald's gushing assurance to 
the Senate--" Parity? Take it. in tull measure, full to overflowing." 
He could not make this assurance good, even if he wished to do so. 
Now, the American delegation is told that it may catch up in parity if 
it builds British-type cruisers, but Britain makes no promises. It 
reserves the right to build still more cruisers unless France abandons its 
ambition to be independent of British control of the seas. AmeJ:ica can 
build or lag behind, as it pleases. 

So the London conf-erence simmers down to th.is proposition: That 
an agreement must be made providing for the general increase of the 

world's great navies. The agreement mulrt be sugar-eoated with 
" humane " rules governing submarines, and high-sounding references 
to " economy " and vague future naval reduction. The peoples must be 
fooled, if possible, into believing that the London conference has pro· 
moted international confidence and good will; something actually prov
ing the intention of the nations to renounce war, as they have solemnly 
pledged themselves to do. But whether the agreement is to be successful 
in fooling the people or not, it must p~vide for the increase of navies. 
That is the one objective of the four delegations that are conferring now 
with the America.ns in London. 

It is too much to expect that the Americans will have the moral cour
age to refuse to agree to the increase of navies. "The conference must 
be a success." Success will consist in bringing home " some kind of a 
treaty." So a conference called to reduce the world's navies must bring 
forth an a.oooreement to increase those navies. The farce must be played 
through to the drop of the curtain. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I also ask permission to 
insert another article, which is entitled "Plea for Navy Cut 
Cabled United States Envoys." 

There being no objection, the article was ordered to be printed 
in the RECoRD, as follows : 
PLEA FOR NAVY CUT CABLED UNITED STATES ENVOYS-FOREIGN POLICY 

ASSOCIATION ASKS ACTUAL REJ>UCTIONJ NOT LIMITATION-NOTABLES SIGN 

PETITION 

NEW YORK, March 2.-The Foreign Policy Association to-night cabled 
the American delegates at the London Naval Conference an "appeal 
for reduction, not mere limitation of armaments.'• The message was 
signed by 1,200 prominent men and women, who, the association said, 
authorized their signatures within 72 hours. 

The message said : 
" Upon the ~econvening of the naval conference, we the undersigned 

reiterate the hope that the remaining negotiations be conducted in full 
remembrance of the fact that all of the powers at London have agreed 
in the pact ot Paris to renounce war in favor of settling disputes by 
peacefUl means." 

The message said the signers based their "expectations" on President 
Hoover's Armistice Day speech In which he declared, "We will reduce 
our naval strength in proportion to any other. Having said that, it 
only remains for the others to say how low they will go. It can not be 
too low for us." 

" This policy of reduction," the cablegram said, " has bad and con
tinues to have the overwhelming indorsement and support of the Ameri
can people. We protest against any possibility that this policy of reduc
tion may be abandoned." 

The 1,200 signers urged steps looking toward the utilization of the 
principle of joint conference in the event of disputes which might lead 
to war, and pledged their support for the conclusion of .. such agree
ments as embody the principles of reduction and conference and at 
the same time meet the justly aroused expectations of the entire world.'' 

Among the signers were 206 college presidents and the governors of 
8 States. 

The signers included: Govs. John C. Phillips, of Arizona; C. C. Young, 
of California; H. C. Baldridge, of Idaho; George H. Dern, of Utah; 
Henry H. Horton, of Tennessee; John Garland Pollard, of Virginia; 
Flem D. Sampson, of Kentucky ; and Theodore Christianson, of Minne
sota; former Gov. Robert P. Bass, of New Hampshire; Jane Addams; 
Robert E. Swain, president of Stanford University; Horace D. Taft; 
Gardner Cowles, publisher of the Des Moines Register ; William Allen 
White ; Robert M. Hutchins, president of the University of Chicago ; 
Arthur S. P~se, president of Amherst College ; Alexander G. Ruthven, 
president of the University of Michigan; Chief Justice Lew L. Calloway, 
of the Montana State Supreme Court; Nicholas Murray Butler, president 
of Columbia University ; Zona Gale ; and Alexander Meiklejohn. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF FEDERAL FARM BOABD 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, during the last week the coopera
tive organizations among the farm people were rejoicing over 
what they concluded was the show of good will being made 
manifest by the Federal Farm Board. During the week all 
Senators from the wheat States were being flooded with tele
grams and letters from organizations, elevator companies, and 
individuals who were not affiliated with the set-up which had 
been afforded by the Federal Farm Board for the marketing 
of wheat, protesting against a ruling of the Farm Board, which 
ruling was nothing more and nothing less than a determina
tion that under the farm marketing act they must confine what
ever means of credit were at their disposal to cooperative organi
zations alone. 

These protests led to a meeting on Saturday at Chicago of 
the Farm Board with the cooperative heads and the officers of 
the Farmers National Grain Corporation. If the telephone 
calls and the telegrams of this morning are indicative at all 
of the reaction to that meeting held in Chicago, then I am in
clined to believe that whatever faith and whatever con1idence 
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was made manifest in the Farm Board by the cooperatives last 
week has quite vanished. As indicative of what the attitude 
of the cooperatives was during last '\'veek, I desire to read a 
telegram dated Thursday, February 27, and addressed to me 
from St. Paul, Minn., as follows: 

ST. PAUL, MrNN., FebrtWtr1J ~. 19:W. 
Senator GERALD P. NYE, 

Senate Office Building: 
No justification for any protests from elevator companies. Chairman 

Legge's policy is 100 per cent sound. Wheat pool and ourselves quali
fied to meet the situation in every respect in the interest of the 
farmers. We have sent a telegram to every farmer's elevator in the 
Northwest advising them how they can qualify for an investment of 
$10 to receive all of the advantages of the Government price on 
Government grades. Also have advised them how farmers having 
storage tickets in any elevator can proeure Government loans at Gov
ernment prices. Under present Farm Board program the producers 
and producers' cooperative associations receive great advantages over 
the private grain trade. We are on the air daily over six radio 
stations covering Minnesota, the Dakotas, and Montana advising 
farmers of these advantages and how to procure them. Chairman 
Legge has proven himself a champion for the farmers and an American 
statesman and is deserving of the support of every Member of Con
gress to help him carry out this present policy in meeting the- grain 
situation. Am sending you confirmation of this wire and all circul s 
which we are sending to el·evators and farmers all over the Northwest. 
The farmers' union of the Northwest will appreciate your placing this 
wire in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and giving it every support possible. 
Farmers' elevators are showing approval by flooding us with wire 
applications for stock. 

FARMERS UNION TERMINAL ASSOCIA'L'ION, 
M. W. THATCHER, G&neraZ Manager. 

Mr. President, as I have said, the protests which are coming 
from the cooperative agencies this morning lead me to believe 
that a large part of that confidence which existed las~ week was 
destroyed in some manner or other by the conference held in 
Chicago on Saturday last. No matter what that situation may 
be, no matter how meritorious might be an inquiry into what 
happened there, I think the Senate itself is intensely interested 
in knowing precisely what is the program of the Farm Board, 
precisely what is the outlook, precisely how the Farm Board is 
utilizing the marketing act itself, and in a general way to 
secure a better picture of what might be obtained and what 
might be expected under that act as it is being administered. 

Because that is the case, I send to the desk a resolution which 
I ask to have read. I am in hopes there is going to be no 
objection to it. In the event of objection to its immediate con
sideration, I shall have to give notice of an intent on to-morrow 
to take considerable time of the Senate in offering support for 
the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 221), as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any 

duly authorized subcommittee thereof, is authorized to conduct an in
vestigation for the purpose of determining (1) whether the Federal Farm 
Board has been fairly interpreting the agricultural marketing act and 
carrying out the purposes thereof; (2) whether the so-called "grain 
trade " of America has conspired to destroy the purpose and effectiveness 
of such act and to embarrass the Federal Farm Board in the adminis
tration thereof, or has instigated such programs in the grain market of 
the world as would tend to depress the world market for American 
agricultural product.s and to reflect such depression upon the domestic 
market for agricultural products for the purpose of discrediting the 
Federal Farm Board; and (3) whether the so-called "grain trade" has 
been aided in its activities above referred to by banking or credit in
stitutions or other interests in any way associated with such institu
tions. The committee shall report to the Senate as soon as practicable 
the result of its investigations, together with its recommendations, if 
any, for necessary legislation. 

For the purposes of this resolution, the committee, or any duly au
thOrized subcommittee thereof, (1) is authorized and directed to subprena 
immediately the directors and other officers of the Farmers' National 
Gt-ain Corporation to testify concerning their knowledge of the general 
grain marketing situation and the administration of the agricultural 
marketing act; and (2) is further authorized to hold hearings, to sit 
and act at such times and places during the sessions and recesses of the 
Senate in the Seventy-first and succeeding Congresses until the final re
port is submitted, to employ such clerical and other assistants and to 
require by subprena or otherwise the attendance of such witnesses and 
the production of such books, papers, and documents, to administer 
such oaths, and to take such testimony and make such expenditures as 
1t deems advisable. The cost of stenographic services to report such 
hearings shall not be in excess of 25 cents per hundred words. The 

expenses of the committee, which shall not exceed $25,000, shall be paid 
from the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the 
chairman. ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota asks unanimous consent to introduce the resolution. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. HARRISON, Mr. FESS, and Mr. JOHNSON addressed 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield ; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. NYE. I yield first to the Senator from Mississippi. 
Mr. HARRISON. I understood from the reading of the reso

lution that the Senator would direct the Committee on Agricul
ture and Forestry of the Senate to investigate whether or not 
the Farm Board is carrying out the purposes of the act. That 
is it in general terms, as I understand? 

Mr. NYE. The Senator is correct. 
Mr. HARRISON. Then in two or three other paragraphs he 

specifies particularly things to be done with respect to grain. I 
wanted to call to the attention of the Senator that fact and ask 
why it is that something specific is not included touching cotton? 
Cotton has had a decline just as great in proportion, if not 
greater, than wheat or grain, and, while I am in thorough sym
pathy with the purposes of the Senator, I would not like to see 
one commodity magnified over the other, because, as the Senator 
will recall, when the act passed the Congress and became a law 
there was a provision written into it-unanimoU81Y agreed to 
also by the House and by the Senate--giving the Farm Board 
the power to take part of its funds and to write insurance against 
price declines on cotton and on wheat too, so far as that is con
cerned. I understand they have taken no steps whatever touch
ing that provision of the law but I feel sure that if some such 
step had been taken some assistance would have been rendered. 

Mr. NYE. I have no objection to the resolution being so 
amended as to provide for a study of both grain and cotton. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senator will amend his resolu-
tion to that effect. 

Mr. NYE. I will do so. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. NYE. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON. In another line than that suggested by the 

Senator from Mississippi-in fact, in some other lines than that 
suggested by him and that suggested by the Senator from North 
Dakota-! am interested as well ; but I thought as I heard the 
resolution read that the first clause of it gave general power to 
the investigating committee to go into every matter concerning 
the administration of the farm relief act. May I ask that th~ 
clerk rend again the first provision of the resolution and then 
let us see how we may consider it? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator is correct. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will read, as re

quested. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, or any 

duly authorized subcommittee thereof, is authorized to conduct an inves
tigation for the purpose of determining (1) whether the Federal Farm 
Board has been fairly interpreting the agricultural marketing act and 
carrying out the purposes thereof. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My impression was that under that provision 
all matters concerning the administration of the act might be 
gone into and every commodity in relation to the Farm Board 
might be investigated. Am I not right? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think that is perhaps true, and that is 
what I stated in the beginning of my remarks; but I dislike to 
see one particular commodity placed in a different category from 
cotton, because cotton is just as important as grain in the mat
ter of a decline in price, and I hoped that the Senator from -
South Dakota would add cotton to his resolution. 
' Mr. NYE. I shall gladly do so. I think I understand thor
oughly the viewpoint of the Senator fi·om Mississippi. In draft
ing the resolution I was bound to have the matter of grain in 
mind because the forces in opposition to the farm relief act 
seemed to have centered quite largely their activities there in 
these immediate days. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the 
Senator from North Dakota to withdraw the resolution for the 
time being for the purpose of modification. 

Mr. NYE. No, Mr. President; let it be modified. 
Mr. McNARY and 1\Ir. FESS addressed the Chair. 
Mr. NYE. I yield to the Senator from Oregon. 
Mr. McNARY. l\1r. President, in the first place, I think it is 

premature to ask for a modification now; and, secondly, I will 
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say, in answer to the Senator from Mississippi, that I have no 
doubt the first par3.t:,o-raph of the resolution embraces all he has 
in mind; namely, it provides for both his suggestions, one of 
which is in reference to insurance against price declines. It also 
covers all phases of cotton. · 

The point evidently which the able Senator from North Da
kota has in mind is to accentuate the action which was taken 
by the National Grain Corporation at a meeting on Saturday, 
concerning the value that ought to be placed on wheat for pur
poses of extending credit. That is the reason it is specifically 
mentioned and stands out as one of the questions which ought to 
be considered in connection with the activities of an organiza
tion which is only an instrument in an attempt to administer 
the law. 

As chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
if the resolution shall be referred to that committee, I appre
ciate that the first clause embraces all the activities of the 
board, contemplated or now under way, as to agricultural prod
nets, including cotton, with the situation as to which I am more 
or less conversant. 

Mr. JOHNSON. And every other commodity. 
Mr. McNARY. Certainly. I do not see any necessity for any 

modification of the resolution. 
Mr. NYE. In view of the statement of the Senator from 

Oregon, will the Senato.r from Mississippi insist upon a modifi
cation of the resolution? 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I merely wanted to bring 
the suggestion to the attention of the Senate. I would prefer to 
see cotton placed upon the same basis as grain. The chairman 
of the committee says, however, that an investigation as to the 
cotton situation will be had in the event the resolution is passed, 
and, of course, that is all I want. I want to know why this 
board does not do something with reference to the provisions 
which are written in the law? 

The PRESIDENT ·pro tempore. The Senator from· North 
Dakota asks unanimous consent out of order to submit the 
resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I heartily favor the resolu
tion, but under the law does it not have to -go to the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution, even if unani
mous consent is given for its introduction at this time, will 
have to go to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. FESS. That is why I rose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is whether 

unanimous consent shall be given for the introduction of the 
re. olution out of order. Is there objection? 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, that does not mean consent is 
given to consideration of the resolution, does it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No. The resolution can not 
be considered immediately under any circumstances. Under the 
statute it has to go to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. FESS. Will the Senator yield to me? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. NYE. I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. FESS. The Committee to Audit and Control the Con

tingent Expenses of the Senate has no authority to go into the 
merits of any resolution ; all it can do is to allow or disallow 
the item of expense required. I am going to ask the Senator 
from North Dakota to let the resolution go first to the Com
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, and if that committee shall 
recommend it-and I assume that it will, because it is friendly 
to the propositions involved-then the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate will have au
thority immediately to act when the resolution shall come be-
fore us. . 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I have no objection at all to that 
course being followed. I have every confidence in what the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry will do in connection 
with the consideration of a resolution of the kind I have sub
mitted ; but I do object to any delay in its consideration, be
cause it seems to me the time is here when the Senate must 
give consideration to this problem lest the program which we 
spent months in effecting here last summer shall be wrecked 
completely. 

Mr. FESS. The Senator will recognize that the request I 
am making is the usual request. When a measure of this kind, 
involving a principle, must go to the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate we have always 
asked that it first go to the committee which would have charge 
of it originally if it were legislation. I can not assume that 
there will be very much delay in the consideration of the reso-

lution. The chairman of the committee is here, and all the 
members of the committee as a rule are in the Capitol. It 
seems from what the chairman has said that there will be no 
opposition to it, and I can not imagine the course I have sug
gested will involve very much delay, and it will enable us to 
maintain our regular practice here with reference to measures 
such as this. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to me? 

Mr. NYE. I will yield in a moment. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Oregon, the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, if any delay would be occasioned if 
the req.uest of the Senator from Ohio were to be granted? 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio is not 
making a mere request; what he suggests is the uniform prac
tice of this body-that the committee having general jurisdic
tion first acts, and, then, if they report favorably the measure 
goes to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex
penses of the Senate, and it determines whether the necessary 
funds shall be authorized to carry out the purpose of the reso
lution. If the resolution is referred to the Committee on Agri
culture and Forestry, I shall call the committee together to
morrow morning, Tuesday, at 10 o'clock. There is a regular 
meeting on Wednesday. 

<ir. McKELLAR. Mr. President, that answers the question 
I wanted to ask. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
just a moment? 

Mr. NYE. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. WHEELER. I was going to ask the chairman of the 

Committee on Agriculture and Forestry if it is not within the 
power of the committee, without this resolution, to call the 
members of the Farm Board before it and inquire of them as 
to why they have not carried out the provision referred to? 
Without the necessity of adopting a resolution, would not the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry have that power? 

Mr. McNARY. I suppose it could resolve itself into a grand 
jury and make general inquiries, but it is not the practice ; it 
does not always comport with good taste and propriety. 
Usually such matters are brought directly to the attention of 
the committ-ee by a resolution which sets out the particular 
reasons why a particular thing should be done. I should much 
prefer to bave .. it done in that way rather than simply to start 
out fishing on our own account. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, with the statement of the Senator 
from Oregon before us, I have no objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 

Dakota yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. NYE. I yield. 
Mr. BROOKHART. I have no objection to the proceedings 

suggested, but I want to call the attention of the chairman of 
the committee to the fact that the investigation should be 
broadened so as to include corn and oats and livestock, and 
also the question of why the board bas not organized stabilizing 
corporations to take care of those commodities. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota asks unanimous consent, out of order, to introduce a 
resolution. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
resolution, having been read for the information of the Senate; 
will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

INVESTIGATION OF OIL SITUATION IN MONTANA 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE obtained the floor. 
:Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. WHEELER. On Saturday last I submitted Senate Reso

lution 220 and asked for its immediate consideration. It was a 
resolution proposing to request the Attorney General " to make 
an investigation of the corporations and associations engaged 
in the business of selling oil and gasoline in the State of !\fon
tana for the purpose of determining whether any such corpora
tions or associations are fixing prices or engaged in other prac
tices in violation of the Federal antitrust laws." 

At that time the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss] objected to 
the consideration of the resolution and asked that it go over. 
I understand that the Senator from Ohio has not now any ob
jection to the resolution, and I ask for its immediate considera
tion. I do not think it will lead to any discus ion whatsoever. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let the resolution be read, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read 

for the information of the Senate. 
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The Chief Clerk read the resolution ( S. 220), as follows: 
Resolved, That the Attorney General . of the United States be, and he 

is hereby, requested to make an investigati.on of the corporations and 
associations engaged 1n the business of selling oil and gasoline in the 
State of Montana, for the purpose of determining whether any such 
corporations or associations are fixing prices or engaged in other prac
tices in violation of the Federal antitrust laws. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution be taken from the 
table and immediately considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, may I ask that the clerk read the 
first sentence or two of the resolution? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read, as 
requested. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That the Attorney General of the United States be, and he 

is hereby, requested to make an Investigation of the corporations and 
associations engaged in the business of selling oil and gasoline in the 
State of Montana--

Mr. JONES. That is sufficient. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

present consideration of the resolution? 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 

agreed to. 
UNEMPLOYMENT AND ALLEGED COMMUNIST ACTIVITIES 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I do not desire further 
to delay the consideration of the unfinished business, but I 
wish to address myself to the subject discussed in the very able 
addre s made by the Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER] 
on the subject of unemployment. The Senator from New York 
has been a student of this question and has introduced several 
bills of far-reaching significance and of great importance, which 
merit more consideration from the committees of the Senate 
and from the Senate itself than they have thus far received. 

I was very much impressed with the statement of the Sena
tor from New York; but there is an immediate aspect of the un
employment situation which he did not touch upon. I refer, 
Mr. President, to attempts which have been made during the 
past few days to divert attention from the problem of unem
ployment in the United States by starting another " red " scare. 
It is reminiscent of the days of Attorney Generals Palmer and 
Daugherty. Senators will remember that during the regimes 
of those two Attorneys General whenever there was any press
ing problem of economic importance, whenever there was any 
question raised as to difficulties between capital and labor, we 
had a statement emanating from the Department of Justice that 
the United States was about to be overwhelmed by activities 
of the communists and the" reds." 

The press dispatches recently carried the statement from Chi
cago to the effect that the Department of Justice agents there 
have been staging a series of raids upon communist meetings, 
and that the agents were in possession of information that the 
communists in the United States planned unemployment demon
strations on the 6th of March. 

I am glad to say, Mr. President, that informally the Depart
ment of Justice, through the press, has denied that it is in pos
session of any such information; but Mr. Matthew Woll, acting 
president of the Civic Federation and also a vice president of 
the American Federation of Labor, has circularized Members 
of Congress with a translation of an article printed by an al
leged communist newspaper in New York City to the effect that 
a large communist demonstration is planned in the United 
States on the 6th of March and that it is being financed with 
money from Moscow. Apparently, the Department of J ustice 
is not in possession of the same information as is the acting 
president of the Civic Federation. 

Mr. President, it is a grave injustice to the millions of Ameri
can men and women who are, through no fault of their own, 
thrown out of employment and are asking for an opportunity to 
earn their daily bread, to drag across this trail the red herrinO' 
of another " red " baiting campaign. "' 

Mr. President, every intelligent man and woman in the United 
States knows that to-day the communists in this country are ab
solutely negligible not only in numbers but in influence. It is 
quite natural that those misguided individuals, anxious to find 
an opportunity to carry forward their propaganda, should avail 
themselves of a situation of this character, where a great many 
men and women are in desperate circumstances. 

But, Mr. President, it is also perfectly obvious that a cam
paign is being carried on to attempt to paint as " reds " the 
honest American men and women who are seeking employment 
in this industrial crisis, and I for one protest against those 
tactics. 

The organized labor movement of America has maintained 
practically a united front against the activities of the commun
ists ; but if you want to break down the solid front of American 
labor against the importunings of communist agents and against 
the effectiveness of communist propaganda, the surest way to 
do it is to brand as " reds " the men and women who are 
seeking employment in this country, and to break up the quiet, 
orderly demonstrations of these honest American men and women 
with blows from the billy clubs of police. 

Mr. President, this problem of unemployment, as so well and 
ably set forth by the Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER], 
is a serious economic problem. It can not be solved by hys· 
terics or by " red " alarms. It is a problem which must have 
serious consideration; and it is a problem which must receive 
constructive solution. 

In spite of the denial made by the Department of Justice that 
it has no information concerning any so-called "red" plans for 
unemployment demonstrations on the 6th of March, I notice 
that the police, particularly in Chicago, are continuing their 
raids upon these alleged communist headquarters ; and it seems 
to me perfectly evident that the purpose of that campaign is to 
give the impression to the great body of American people that 
all those who are unemployed are communists and " reds," and 
therefore that their pleas are not worthy of serious considera
tion. )Ve have been given this talk about prosperity so long that 
apparently a great many people in the United States have 
come to the conclusion that it is something of a crime for a 
man or woman to be out of employment in the United States 
and asking for a job. . 

I believe that the time has come when we should stop a 
•: hush ! hush! " ostrichlike policy toward the present economic 
situation in the United States. We have tried the methods of 
the psychologists referred to by the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. CoUZENs] when the tax reduction joint resolution was un
der consideration. We have attempted to wave aside this pi;Ob
lem by " sunshine " statements and by denial of its existence. 
The time has come when we should face the problem, and, to the 
best of our ability, solve it in a constructive and a calm manner. 

When the stock-market crash occurred the President of the 
r;nited States called in the leaders of business and industry in 
this country. They had conferences at the White House. They 
issued statements concerning their development program. They 
also i ued certain statements concerning their policy toward 
labor, which was to be a policy of not reducing wages. Evidence 
is coming to me that those pledges are not being kept; that 
wages are being reduced in the United States; that men and 
women are being laid off in great numbers, and that those who 
are retained upon the pay roll are being afforded only part-time 
employment. 

One can call up the Department of Agriculture and get a 
statement almost down to the minute as to the hog, sheep, or 
cow population in the United States. One can find out from 
the Department of Commerce how many toothpicks were made 
in the United States during the past year. We know how many 
locomotives were made. You can get statistical information 
about practically every problem concerning the major industries 
of the United States; but you can not get any accurate informa
tion concerning this great, pressing human problem of unemploy
ment. 

As chairman of President Harding's unemployment confer
ence, the present President of the United States, then Secretary 
of Commerce, reported that there were no accurate statistics 
upon unemployment. The very comprehensive investigation con
ducted by the able senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. CouzENs] 
when chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, re: 
ported to the Senate that there were no accurate figures upon 
unemployment. The Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER] has 
had pending in this Chamber for many, many, many months bills 
providing for the gathering of accurate current unemployment 
statistics. The least we can do in this situation, immediately, 
is to provide for the gathering of accurate unemployment statis
tics, so that we may know what problem confronts us--how 
much of this unemployment is seasonal, how much of it is 
psychical, how much of it is technological, as the economists 
call it; or, in other words, how much of it is produced by the 
tremendous development of the mechanization of industry which 
has taken place since the war. 

Mr. President, we might just as well face the fact that so far 
as technological unemployment is concerned, that problem is 
growing apace in the United States; and unless an intelligent 
survey is made of this situation, and unless we study and work 
out a constructive program for its solution, we shall have within 
a few years' time a permanent problem of unemployment in this 
country which will compare with the terrific problem which 
Great Britain has had to deal with since the war. 
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· I was told the other day that a certain steel plant had re
cently installed machinery which did the work of 40 men. I 
was told also that a certain glass factory had recently installed 
a machine which would do the work of 35 or 40 men. Let us 
recognize that mechanization of industry is going on at a 
terrific rate · in this country. I am not protesting against it. 
Do not misunderstand me. I am not criticizing it. I believe 
that our . industries should be efficient; and be it said to the 
credit of the American Federation of Labor, they are not 
opposing this mechanization- of industry. But while this mech
anization of industry is going on are we, like the ostrich, 
going to bury our heads in the sand, and refuse to recognize 
that it is creating a great human problem, and one which in 
many of its aspects is a most appealing problem? 

Mr. President, there is something wrong with an economic 
condition which does not afford to the honest men and women 
in the United States who want to work an opportunity to do 
that work and to earn their daily bread. 
. We are in the same situation, so far as the present unemploy
ment problem is concerned, in which we were in 1921, and again 
in 1927. We have the wildest kind of statements concerning 
how many men and women are out of work. We should pass 
immediately the bill introduced by the Senator from New York 
[Mr. WAGNER], providing for the gathering of accurate sta
tistics on unemployment. 

The President of the United States carries a large measure 
of responsibility in this situation. I recognize that this problem 
is a very serious and complex one. Nevertheless, the industrial 
leaders who were present at these conferences which were held 
at the White House following the stock-market crash did make 
certain statements to the public as to what would be their policy 
concerning labor. The President of the United States, of course: 
has no means of forcing those industrial leaders to live up to 
those promises if they are not being kept ; but at least in justice 
to the several millions of men and women who are out of work 
the President of the United States should ascertain whether 
the letter and the spirit of those promises made to American 
laboring men and women are being kept. And if those pledges 
are not being kept the President should fix responsibility pub
lically upon those who are violating them. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I should like to say that I hope 
the Federal Government, the State governments, and the govern
ments of our :Qiunicipalities will not fall into the error of 
attempting to meet this serious situation by starting another 
" red" b&iting campaign, and by clubbing the men and women 
who are endeavoring to draw attention to their plight by orderly 
demonstrations. A most sei-ious situation may develop if such 
methods are employed. Inevitably, if the endeavor of the men 
and women who are out of work in the United States is met by 
force and by an unintelligent attitude toward their plight, it 
will create a feeling of discontent among the men and women 
who are now out of employment. 

The leaders ~f the open-shop movement in America recognize 
that this handful of ~sguided communists in the United States 
have no influence, and that their numbers are negligible. 

I quote from the annual report of the open-shop committee 
of the National Association of Manufacturers for the fiscal year 
ended August 31, 1928. After summarizing the record. this 
report declares : 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Exactly; in the present situation, when 
the Federal Government has no accurate statistics concerning 
unemployment, and when we ·are engaged in w.hat, so to speak, 
might be termed a " guessing contest " concerning the number 
of unemployed in this country, there is no other way for men 
and women who are out of work to draw attention to their 
plight except by orderly mass meetings and demonstrations. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
M1·. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have been very much inter

ested in \Vhat the Senator has said. I came into the Chamber 
late, and therefore missed some of his earlier remarks. 

I am wondering, however, in the event the situation is all 
as bad as the Senator from Wisconsin suggests it may be, 
whether he has a plan, whether he has some constructive sug
gestion for improving the situation ; whether, even if statistics 
bear out the contention he has made, he himself has thought 
through a constructive program ; and if so, whether he has intro
duced any bill to remedy the present situation. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I will be glad to an
swer the Senator's question. In the P-rst place, I stated that 
we never could ge t an intelligent treatment of this problem 
until we knew what the problem was. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I am assuming that if the 
Senator says it he means he knows what the problem is. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will answer the Senator's question, if 
he will just be patient. _ 

In the first place, we can not solve this problem until we 
know what it is. We have no way of knowing, may I say to 
the junior Senator from Indiana, how much unemployment there 
is in the United States, how much seasonal unemployment, how 
much periodic unemployment, and how much technological un
employment due to the mechanization of industry exists in this 
country to-day. 

As I stated before, Secretary of Commerce Hoover, as chair
man of President Harding's unemployment conference, reported 
that we had no accurate statistics concerning this problem, and 
at that time there were the wildest sort of discrepancies be
tween so-called estimates concerning the number of people who 
were out of work. To-day we are in the same situation. In 
other words, eight years have gone by, and even the mild recom
mendations made by Secretary of Commerce Hoover, as chair
man of President Harding's unemployment conference, have not 
been enacted into law. 
- The junior Senator from New York has had pending in this 
body for, I think, upwards of two years a bill providing for 
the gathering of accurate unemployment statistics, and he has 
been unable to secure a report from ~ committee controlled by 
the Republican majority of the Senate, or a consideration of that 
measure on its merits. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wis
consin yield to me? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Let me correct one misapprehension of the 

Senator in that regard. Very recently the Commerce Commit
tee changed its personneL Immediately upon becoming chair
rna~ of that committee I told the Senator from New York, whose 
bill was then pending before the committee, that I was wholly 
sympathetic with it, and suggested to him that he begin his 

In -view of this record we are in full accord with the following state· activities, or come before the committee, in order that the bill 
ment by President Edgerton, of the National Association of Manufac- might be acted upon. The Senator from New York, I presume 
turers: . 

"The real menace to our American institutions does not come from in the multiplicity of his engagements and because of his ac-
the relatively small number of communists who make a great deal of tivities here upon the tariff bill, has not seen fit to avail him

self of that opportunity. 
noise but from that orgaruzation which proclaims its right to speak for I may say to the Senator from New York now that on Thurs-
labor and wbich places itself above all public regulation." day the committee will meet again. I am sympathetic with his 

It will be seen, Mr. President, that Mr. Edgerton, in making measure, and I would be very glad if he would come before the 
that statement, recognized that the influence and the numbers Committee on Commerce and have that measure before the 
of these communists in the United States were negligible. He committee on Thursday. 
makes his attack upon the American Federation of Labor, that Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
serving his purpose, but, nevertheless, it is significant that the Wisconsin yield? 
president of the National Association of Manufacturers should :Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
declare a fact which, as I said before, practically every intelli- Mr. WAGNER. I refresh the Senator's recollection to this 
gent person in the United States recognizes, that the influence of extent, that the Senator stated to me that he would appoint a 
this handful of communists is infinitesimal. subcommittee, and that what I should do would be immediately 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President-- to secure a hearing before that subcommittee. The Senator did 
The PRESIDING OFFICE.R (Mr. HEBERT in the chair). say to me that he was entirely sympathetic with my proposal. 

Does the Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Senator from New Mr. JOHNSON. Yes; and if the Senator will come before 
York? the Commerce Committee on Thursday we will take up his bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. I will be delighted, if it be the sort of measure I believe it to 
Mr. WAGNER. I was going to ask the Senator if he could be-though I have not gone into the technical phases of the 

suggest any other way in which men and women who are bill-to endeavor to have it reported to the Senate. I wanted 
hungry, jobless, and destitute can call public attention to their to state that in justice to the Committee on Commerce. 
misfortune except by some sort of a mass meeting, particularly J 1\!r. LA FOLLETT.E. Mr. President, if anything I have said 
if the Government is indifferent to their problem? was an unjust criticism of the manner in which the Commerce , 
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Committee has handled this matter since the meeting of Con
gress in December, I am very glad to Be corrected about it; but 
that was the case when the bill of the Senator from New York 
was pending before the Committee on Education and Labor of 
the Senate. 

I return to the interrogatory of the junior Senator from 
Indiana. First of all, we must know what this problem is. In 
the second place, the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNES] 
introduced what was known as the prosperity reserve bill, a 
bill providing for the speeding up of the development of public 
works during times of depression. That bill, it was understood, 
was an administration measure, but it has been impossible even 
to get that proposition passed through the Congress. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. ·President, is that the bill 
the Senator has in mind that will alleviate the present condi
tion? What I am trying to find out from the Senator, and 
what I have not learned thus far, is what he proposes to do 
about it. His statement is that millions of men and women are 
out of employment. Assuming that to be true, for the sake . of 
the argument, what does the Senator propose constructively to 
do to cure the situ.ation? I am wondering if the Jones bill he 
has just mentioned is the ~re he has in mind. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President--
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Just one word more, and then 

I will try not to interrupt the Senator. 
I understand the Senator to blame the President of the 

United States for the situation. I say to the Senator that it is 
the responsibility of Congress, of the Members of the Senate 
and of the House, to initiate legislation, and I say that the 
President of the United States is supposed to be the Executive 
of the United States, to execute the laws after Congress enacts 
them. Therefore it is up to the Senator from Wisconsin, to the 
Senator from Indiana, and the Senators from the other States 
of the Union, if this situation is so bad as is suggested by the 
Senator from Wisconsin, to initiate legislation to cure it. I 
hope the Senator bas some legislation of that kind in mind. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. President, may I say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin there is no evil which exists, -so far as I have been 
able to discern from utterances which have come from the 
White House. I have read, and read with the utmost interest, 
aye, with an enthusiasm which I could not adequately describe, 
the statements of gentlemen who came here from various parts 
of the United States-multimillionaires-who told us that there 
was nothing but prosperity in the country, that everything was 
all right ; and the men who had lost their all in the stock 
market walked the streets afterwards with their heads high, 
perfectly confident in the assurances that were given in Wash
ington that they were all right, that they were entirely mis
taken when they had thought they had lost their fortunes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 1\.Ir. President, I would like to have 
just a moment in my own right now. 

In the first place, I have not said that there were millions of 
men and women out of work. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I understood the Senator from 
Wisconsin to say that. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not kno"\\r how many men and 
women in the United States are out of work~ I say that esti
mates are that there are several million men and women out of 
work. 

In the second place, .I have not said that this problem was 
the sole responsibility of the President, but I have said that 
in view of his calling these conferences of the business leaders 
of the Nation following the stock-market crash; and in view of 
certain pledges which those business leaders made in the pres
ence and under the ::egis of the President of the United States, 
he bears a certain responsibility to the workers to insist that 
those pledges be fulfilled. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In just a moment I will. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The President of the United States, 

when chairman of President Harding's unemployment confer
ence, made certain recommendations concerning this important 
question. In the second place, the Jones prosperity reserve bill 
was introduced, and it was announced that it had the approval 
of the President. Yet there has been no activity upon the part 
of the Republican leaders as I have been able to ascertain to 
secure the passage of that measure. 

I stated before the junior Senator from Indiana came into the 
Chamber that this is a very serious and a very complex problem. 
I believe that serious consideration should be given by the Con
gress to the able report made by the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and there has been no serious consideration given to 
that report. May I say that their investigation was one of the 
most carefully condu~ted and one of the most informing investiga-

tions which has been conducted by any committee of. the Con
gress upon this subject. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President-·-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In just a moment. The only recom

mendation which has been made by the President of the United 
States in his several messages to Congress concerning the unem
ployment problem is for the enlargement of the United States 
Employment Service. This is a proposition which almost any 
person would be willing to support. But in a situation of unem
ployment, when men and women are out of work, the enlarge
ment and the development of the United States Employment 
Service will not remedy the situation. 

When the stock market crash came the President of the 
United States initiated a tax refund and reduction which 
amounted to $160,000,0()0. It was for the purpose of reassuring 
business in the country and pegging the stock market. It was 
also stated authoritatively that if any business J'ecession oc
cured expenditures for public works would be tremendously 
increased and that the Government of the United States would 
endeavor to take care of the depression by an expansion of its 
public-works program. Only recently, however, we were in
formed through the press by the President that the tax cut of 
$160,000,000 threatened a deficit in the Treasury and that appro
priations must be cut to the Budget estimate. If the danger of 
that Tresaury deficit is realized and if the expansion program 
can not be ·carried out in its entirety, then I say that the 
responsibility rests upon the Executive, because be initiated and 
asked for the passage of the tax refund and reduction <1f 
$160,000,000. 

I agree with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBINsoN], how
ever, that this is a joint responsibility. I am not endeavoring to 
place the sole responsibility upon the Executive. I think Con
gress has been derelict in its duty in failing to take up the 
recommendations made first by President Harding's unemploy
ment conference; and second, the recommendations made by the 
Committee on Education and Labor, of which the senior Sena
tor from Michigan was then chairman. But I do say, and this 
is the point that I desire to make, that we can not solve this 
problem of unemployment by starting another " red " scal'e in 
the United States. We can not solve the problem by hysteria 
and by a "red" alarm. If the attempt is made to solve it in 
that manner, the situation will only be aggravated. I am ap
pealing for a calm and a constructive solution of the problem 
of unemployment. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I understand that one of the Senator's 

prime criticisms iB that the Jones prosperity reserve bill was 
not passed, and I quite share his viewpoint toward that bill, 
as he knows. But I want to ask him whether or not the Elliott
Keyes public buildings bill, which is here in the Senate waiting 
for Senate .action, will not realize more public works thau the 
Jones prosperity reserve bill would have realized even if we had 
enact€d it into law? 
· Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not agree with the Senator about 

that, because if we had passed the Jones prosperity reserve b-ill 
the authorizations would have been provided and there would 
not have been anything left to do except to make the appropria-
tion. . 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Nothing is left now except for the 
Senate to attend to its business and clear the track and pass the 
bill. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That might be true, but nevertheless I 
say that it is a strange thing that the Congress, controlled by 
the Republican organization, should have failed to enact the 
prosperity reserve bill. If that had been done, we would have 
been in a different situation 80 far as the inauguration of an 
expanded public-works program is concerned. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would observe that if there 

has been any dereliction it has been on the part of Congress and 
not on the part of the President. I would suggest further that 
surely the Senator from Wisconsin has some other constructive 
measure in mind besides this one when he talks about the bad 
conditions that exist. Has not tlie Senator himself some con
structive plan for curing the situation? That is what I would 
like to know. It is easy to criticize; it is difficult to construct. 
It is easy to destroy; it is diffic'Ult to build up. But I want to 
know what the Senator proposes to do about it. Here is the 
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Senate. Over at the other end of the Capitol is the other body. 
We are prepared for action. We should do something, I gather 
from what the Senator said. That being true, what does the 
Senator propose that wei should do, and let us get about it? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I propose, first of all, that we should 
find out what the problem is, because I say that we can not 
propose a constructive and far-reaching solution for it until we 
know what the problem is. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But assuming that it is as bad 
as the Senator said it is, the quicker we do something the better. 
Has the Senator something to do? What is his plan? Then 
let us all fall to and assist the Senator in correcting the situation. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senator from Indi
ana points out a very important phase of the question. When 
we are in an era of inflation, when we have comparative pros
perity, we can not get any attention to this question. That is 
evidenced by the fate of the bills introduced by the Senator from 
New York [Mr. WAGNER.], by the fate of the recommendations 
made by Secretary of Commerce Hoover as chairman of the 
Harding unemployment conference in 1921, and also by the fate 
of the recommendations made in the report by the then chair
man of the Committee on Education and Labor, the Senator 
from Michigan. As was pointed out by the Senator from New 
York [Mr. WAGNE&], we are in another critical situation, and 
we are trying to cure it by the conference method instead of the 
program method. 

What I am appealing for in the first place is that we shall 
enact legislation so that we may know what the problem is. 
The Senator from Indiana said let us assume that it is as bad 
as I say it is. I have said that I do not know how serious the 
situation is. It is not a question of how many men and women 
are out of work at any particular time. It also, as I pointed 
out before, involves the question of seasonal unemployment, of 
cyclical unemployment, and of unemployment due to business 
depression, and of unemployment due to the mechanization of 
industry, which is creating an army of permanent unemployed 
in the United States. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Virginia 1 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. GLASS. I might suggest to the distinguished Senator 

from Wisconsin that the way to solve this question is the same 
way we have solved other problems since this Congress met, 
and that is by ~ppointing a commission to investigate and 
handle it. Why not? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. President, if the Senator 
from WISconsin will yield to me I will answer that question. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say to the Senator from Virginia 
that so far as I am personally concerned I am not opposed to 
the appointment of commissions when they are !!Ppointed for 
the purpose of doing a legitimate piece of work. I am, how
ever, opposed to commissions when they are appointed for 
the purpose of playing the old Army game of " passing the
buck" and delaying the consideration of important pieces of 
legislation and of important governmental problems. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, I hope that the appeal which 
the Senator from New York [Mr. WAGNER] made for the con
sideration of these various pieces of legislation will fall upon 
receptive ears in the Senate and in the House of Representatives 
as well. 

I also hope, Mr. President, that authorities will not aggravate 
the situation by s~rting another "red" baiting campaign in 
the United States. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, it seems to me appropriate 
at this time, as long as we have spent two hours discussing the 
distress of the unemployed, to bring to the attention of the 
chairman of the Finance Committee and other members of the 
committee and of the Congress a bill which was introduced by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] in May last with 
respect to the condition of World War veterans. We may lack 
statistics as to the extent of the unemployment among the 
veterans, but it is safe to say that there are hundreds of thou
sands of veterans in distress. They are, perhaps, no more in 
distress thf!n the other unemployed, but I submit that the Con
gress owes a greater obligation to them than even to the other 
unemployed, great as this may be. 

In May of last year the Senator from Iowa introduced a bill 
providing for the payment of the bonus which was granted by 
the Congress to the World War veterans. I tblnk the bill needs 
some modification with respect to limitations as to the relief 
that should be given to the veterans in the way of discharging 
our obligations to them at this time. 

The bill was pendi;ug before the Finance Committee wben 1n 
its magnanimity it granted $160,000,000 of tax refund to those 
who did ~ot need it. However, when the S~a~ ~om North 

Carolina [Mr. Sr.M.MoNs] and the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
HAimrsoN] and the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT) and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] and some of the Mem
bers of the House get before the great Secretary of the Treas
ury, of course, they are overawed by his greatness and submit 
immediately to his recomJ!lendati:ons. They immediately sub
mitted a recommendation that we refund taxes to those who 
had already paid them and who did not need a refund, and imme
diately we rushed through the Congress a bill refunding taxes 
as a Christmas gift to those who did not need it. 

While all this was going on there were over 3,000,000 known 
unemployed in the United States. It is true, as the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Fo~] said, that we do not know 
the exact figures, but from the highest administrative authority 
I bave received word that there are some 3,100,000 known unem
ployed, and I submit that when that many known unemployed 
exist there are probably many more unknown, because there is 
no way of ascertaining the exact number of unemployed. We 
do know, however, to some extent how far it goes. 

Instead of refunding this money to those best able to pay, we 
should have provided, and we can now, even if we have to repeal 
the joint resolution refunding the taxes, provide for the pay
ment of the bonuses to the veterans who are in distress. It does 
not follow that every bonus bas to be paid at this time. Con
gress can help the situation by making adequate appropriations 
now to be paid out through the Veterans' Bureau to the World 
War veterans who are unemployed. 

I remember when I was commissioner of police of Detroit 
during the time the boys were marching off to war ; the whole 
populace stood on the street curbs and cheered and the bands 
played. There was not a man, woman, or child who did not 
stand on the curb and say " Go to it, boys. Let us fight for 
democracy. When you come back there will be nothing too 
good for yon. The world will be yours. Everything you want 
you shall bave." I think in many respects the Nation has been 
generous in providing certain facilities and certain relief for the 
veterans ; yet we do not seem to be able to remedy the unusual 
situation which now exists. 

I commend the chairman of the Finance Committee [Mr. 
SMOOT] and the Congress to the immediate consideration of the 
bill introduced by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] so 
that adequate appropriations may be made for the payment of 
bonuses already granted to the World War veterans who are 
unemployed and in distress. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, two and one-fourth hours have 
passed this morning, and not a word about the tariff bill. The 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. ROBINsoN] asked what we shall do 
to help the situation. Allow me to suggest to the Senate that 
the best thing we can do now is to pass the tariff bill and get 
it out of the way, so that other legislation may be considered 
and acted upon by the Senate. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 1 
Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the . Senator from Michigan 1 
Mr. SMOOT. I yiel4. 
Mr. COUZENS. · InStead of criticizing those of us who are 

interested in the unemployment situation--
Mr. SMOOT. I have not done that. 
Mr. COUZENS. I submit that if the Senator will go through 

the RECORD for the last three or four months be will find that 
he has consumed hours and hours and hours in irrelevant dis
cussion for the maintenance of high tariff rates which are 
entirely unjustified. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in that connection I send to the 
desk and ask that it may be printed in the REcoRD the result 
C1f. an examination of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD from Septem
ber 4, 1929, the date on which the pending tariff bill was re
ported to the Senate by the Finance Committee, to February 25, 
1930. Tbat exa.mi.nation discloses approximately 2,638 pages 
containing the actual debate on the tariff bill. Of this total, the 
space in the RECORD is divided approximately as follows: 

Democrats, 1,108 pages. 
Republicans, 791"% pages. 
Insurgents, 738% pages. 
The official reporters of the Senate state that each page in 

the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD represents approximately 12 minutes 
of debate. Thus expressed, the relative amount of time con
sumed by each group during the period mentioned is set forth 
in the statement, which I ask to be printed entire in the REcoRD 
at this point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The statement entire 1s as follows: 
An examination of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD from September 4, 

1929, the date the pending tariff b1ll (H. R. 2667) was reported to the 
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Senate by the Finance Committee, to February 25, 1930, discloses that 
approximately 2,638 pages contain the actual debate on the tariff bill. 

Of this total, the apace is divided approximately as follows: 
Pages 

Democrats ---------------------------------------------- 1, 108 

r:~:r~~~~~~============================================= i~~~ 
The official reporters of the Senate state that each page ot the 

CoKGRE SSIONAL RECORD represents approximately 12 minutes of debate. 
T hus expressed, the relative amount of time consumed by each group 
during the period a bove mentioned is as follows : 

Democrats, 221 hours, or 42 per cent. 
Republicans, 158 hours, or 30 per cent. 
Insurgents, 148 hours, or 28 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I take it for granted that the 
Senator from Michigan has criticized me for the time I have 
spent on the floor of the Senate in defending the tariff bill. I 
am chairman of the Finance Committee, I was instructed by 
that committee to report the bill, I have tried to defend it in 
the best way I could, and I have taken just as little time as I 
could. That is all I care to say about that matter. 

1\Ir. COUZENS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yie1d to the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. SMOO'l'. I yield. 
Mr. COUZENS. I should like to ask the Senator if be will 

insert in the RECORD the names of the insurgents to whom he 
referred? I should like to know what Senators are included in 
the list of the insurgents who consumed 738 pages of the 
REOORD. 

Mr. SMOOT. I can have that information supplied. I can 
give the Senator the names. 

Mr. COUZENS. I should like to have them, because I should 
like to know who they are. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will be glad to furnish that information to 
the Senator. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamen-
tary i.nquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I should like to know when, if ever, we 
are going to take up the tariff bill? 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I think I have the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not feel called 

upon to make a decision on that question. The Senator from 
Alabama has the floor. 

l\fr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, I wish to place a letter in the 

RECORD and have it read. 
Mr. SMOOT. I object ; I am going to try to proceed with the 

tariff bill, if I can. 
Mr. BLACK. I have the floor, and I will proceed in my own 

time. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 

me to interrupt him? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. P.resident--
Mr. BLACK. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Before we pass from the state

ment put in the RECORD by the Senator from Utah, I wish to 
observe that it is quite i:o be expected that there would be a 
greater amount of discussion of proposed tariff rates by the 
Democrats, so called, than-by Republicans. This bill originated 
with the Republican majority in the House, without any oppor
tunity to discuss it there by the Democrats; it came here, and 
it was reVised by the Republican majority in the Finance Com
mittee, so that the Republican view of the matter bad an op
portunity to express itself both in the action of the House and 
the action of the Finance Committee. The first opportunity the 
Democrats had really to say anything about the matter was 
when the bill came upon the floor. So it is really to be ex
pected that a greater amount of time would be consumed in the 
expression of the views of the Democrats in respect to this 
matter than by the Republicans. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FESs in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. BLACK. I should prefer to proceed, but I yield to the 

Senator for a moment. 
Mr. GLASS. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 

fact that the Democrats did not consume more time than the 
R epublicans, but very much less. The Democrats have taken 
Up 1,108 pages of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and the Repub
licans 1,530 pages, unless the Senator from Utah means to ex
clude from the Republican Party all the Senators whom be des
ignates as insurgents. Is that the purpose of the Senator? 

Mr. SMOOT. The purpose was to indicate the time- consumed 
by the so-called coalition in connection witb--

Mr. BLACK. I do not yield to the Senator from Utah. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 

a suggestion? 
Mr. BLACK. I should like first to use about five minutes of 

the Democratic time. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I merely wish to make a suggestion. 

Under the unanimous-consent agreement--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from California? 
Mr. BLACK. I yield for a question. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly . . Under the unanimous-con

sent agreement entered into several days ago an amendment, 
deeply affecting the Senator's State as other States, was to be 
taken up immediately after the vote on the proposed oil amend
ment. For various reasons the consideration of the amendment 
pending bas been delayed. I hope we can take it up early 
to-day. 

RESTRICTION OF IMMIGRATION 
Mr. BLACK. 1\Ir. President, I think I know what the amend

ment is to which the Senator refers. If there had been no 
objection raised to the inserting in the RECORD of the letter to 
which I have referred, it would have been placed in the RECORD 
or could have been read 10 minutes ago, and those who are so 
exceedingly anxious to proceed with the tariff bill could have 
proceeded. However, since objection has been raised I shall 
read the letter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Sen
ator inserting the letter in the RECORD? 

Mr. BLACK. Mr. President; I have the floor, and if there is 
any objection to my reading the letter, I shall talk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BLACK. Mr. President, no one has a right to object to 

my reading a letter in my own time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICE~ The Chair understood the 

Senator to inquire whether there was any objection to insert
ing the letter in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLACK. I am not asking for such permission; I am 
going to read the letter. The question has been asked as to 
what are the remedies for unemployment. The letter I desire 
to read is from a gentleman who suggests one. If those who 
were so an..uous to increase the price of sugar to the con
sumers of this country will listen to this letter, and will appre
ciate the situation of distress which they have brought about 
by insisting upon defeating measures prohibiting immigration 
from Mexico, I think they will aid in bringing about some 
relief to the unemployment situation. The letter 5s from Detroit, 
Mich., is dated February 22, 1930, and it is addressed to me. 
It reads as follows : 

EAST DETROIT, MICH., FebrtuJry ~B, 1930. 
Senator HUGO BLACK, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DKAR SENATOR: I notice from press reports that a bill on immigra

tion will be submitted to Congress and Senate next Tuesday, the 25th 
inst., and hope that you can see your way clear to support the bill. 

This country is in a terrible condition. There are over 125,000 
men in Detroit alone out of work, and have been for six months. The 
city is doing all it can for them, but still there is real suffering 
among the people. 

I am 56 years old and am a close observer. I have mixed and 
mingled with the people, and I know from personal experience that 
there is real suffering among the people. 

If something is not done to reduce the quota of immigrants to this 
country, God only can help us. Indeed it's serious. 

I believe Canada and Mmdco should have some restrictions, but, of 
course, not so heavy as other countries. 

There are hundreds of Canadians working in Detroit every day, and 
there are thousands of Detroit taxpayers out of work. 

We people are helpless, the only hope for relief is through you and 
other Members of the Senate and Congress. 

• * • 
Trusting that you will consider very seriously this bill, and that 

you can see your way clear to support it, 
I am, yours very truly, 

MARTIN FLOWERS, P. 0. Bfn 4l)2. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
although there have been numerous bills pending in this body 
for the restriction of immigration, t~y have not received fa
vorable consideration. I want to call further attention to the 
fact that reams and reams of paper have been used in sending 
propaganda to Senators by the growers of sugar seeking to 
create the impression that sugar can not be successfully grown 
in America if we restrict immigration from Mexico. 
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I call tbe attenlton o! those who have sought to blJTden the 

consumers of this Nation with an unfair price for sugar to the 
fact that one of the reasons the people of thls ·country will not 
tolerate tt is that the sugar producers insist that sugar can not 
be raised without importing Mexicans in order to raise it. 

I say if that industry is dependent ·upon tfie importation of 
foreign labor, instead of using American labor, then it should 
not be fostered by a tariff. If it is a hothouse industry, and 
one that can only be aided and be carried on by permitting the 
work to be done by keeping open the doors to foreign l.mmigra
tion, to take the employment that should be given to Americans, 
then the Senate and the House of Representatives are right in 
keeping the doors shut. 

I desire to have the letter which I have read referred to the 
Committee on Immigration. While I heartily approve the sug
gestion made by the Senator from New York · [Mr. WAGNNR] and 
the other snggestions with reference to unemployment, which 
every man who is not blind knows exists 1n this country to-day, 
I want also to suggest that one of the methods of relief for un
employment is to stop bringing in more mouths to be fed with 
jobs that are not now sufficient to go around for the people who 
are in this country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter presented by the 
Senator from Alabama will be referred to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

UNEMPLOYMENT AND ALLEGED COMMUNIST ACTIVITIES 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, before we proceed with 
the tariff bill, I desire to take a few moments. I have no apolo
gies for taking the time, for I think I have consumed as little 
time in connection with the consideration of the tariff bill as 
has any Member of the Senate. I wish to say a few words 
about the "' red " propaganda that is springing up to camouflage 
and cover up the unemployment situation. I wish to give the 
Senate a specific instance as to how that propaganda is manu
factured. 

A subcommittee of the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads of the Senate has been investlg~tlng patronage in the 
Sou~ern States. Down in Mississippi there was a man named 
Perry Howard, a colored man, who was national committeeman 
of the Republican Party; he was the referee who dispensed the 
patronage of that State. Before anybody could get an appoint
ment to office he had to have the 0. K. of Perry Howard. 

The subcommittee found that he had deposited some $31,000 
over and above his salary; he was an assistant attorney general 
of the United States also, at a salary of $6,000, as I recall, but 
over and above that in 18 months he deposited some $31,000. 
Then his clerk deposited some $14,000 more, nearly all of that 
$14,000 being in bills. That looked bad, especially as it came 
about the time appointments were being made for United States 
marshals and for post offices. 

Then his colored brethren in the Pullman labor organization 
of the United States got into some trouble with the Pullman 
Co. They attempted to get better wages. We found that in
cluded in the $31,000 was a fee of some $4,000 that Mr. Perry 
Howard received from the Pullman Co. to fight the members 
of his own race. This is the way he fought them: He put out 
mspired statements to the effect that the organization of Pull
man employees, who were asking for higher wages, was a com
munist organization and was supported from Moscow, and be
cause of that fact was not entitled to consideration. 

Of course, finally the boys in the Pullman organization, with 
our assistance, succeeded in driving him out of the Department 
of Justice. He was s-uspended and finally· forced to resign. 
That, however, is a concrete example of the way communist 
propaganda is poured out over the United States. There is 
nothing in it worth while, as the Senator from Wisconsin showed 
from the reports of leading industrialists in the country; but 
every individual who wants to cover up labor's calamities or 
who wants to discredit them in any way does so by calling their 
activities the work of communists. 

Now, Mr. President, just a word about the soldier situation. 
Since introducing the last of the bills to which the Senator 

from Michigan [Mr. CouzENs] referred, I have received from 
the Veterans' Bureau the exact figures, showing that there are 
7,000 soldiers in the hospitals of the United States disabled so 
that they are entitled to hospitalization who are not drawing 
any compensation, for the reason that they do not have the 
technical medical proof to connect their diseases with their war 
service. 

I visited the tubercular hospital at Tupper Lake, up in New 
York. It is the newest and latest of hospital&-a fine, magnifi
cent hospital, so far as that goes. I found that there are about 
350 inmates there at this time, and that 212 of them are not 
drawing compensation. I went in and talked with a soldier 
perhaps dying with tuberculosis. He happened to be a single 

man, and be was drawing his $100 a month compensation be
cause he had the technical medical proof that his tuberculosis 
was caused by the war. In the next bed, however, I talked to 
another soldier in worse condition. There hung a picture of 
his wife and four children, dependent on charity, with nothing 
to sustain them; and he was not drawing one cent of compen-. 
sation from the Government, although he was in worse condi
tion than the other soldier -and drew no compensation because 
he did not have the technical medical proof that would connect 
his tllberculosis with the service. 

Mr. President, those soldiers answered the call of the Gov
ernment when they were needed for the life of the Government 
itself. Those soldiers are entitled to the support of the Gov
ernment when they need that support for the life of themselves 
and their families. I have had this matter up for a long time. 
I am sorry the Republican leader, the Senator from Indiana 
[l\Ir. WATSON], is not here. He promised me that he would get 
through a resolution amending the rules and creating a Vet
erans' Committee, so that we could get these bills out and acted 
upon; but it has not been done. Nothing of the kind has hap
pened. 

As for the other suggestion of the Senator from Michigan, it 
certainly is a valuable suggestion-that we pay the bonus now 
to these unemployed soldiers who need it at this time. 

The 7,000 disabled in the "hospitals are only a small percentage 
of those that are disabled in the United States; and the un
employed amount to a good many thousand more, without any 
doubt. We could do those things. They would help a little. 

In answer to the junior Senator from· Michigan [Mr. VANDEN
BERG], I will say that on Saturday I offered a further resolution 
to appropriate $50,000,000 more to relieve all the acute cases of 
unemployment. That would be a temporary relief, at least; and 
if the Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBINSON] were here I would 
give him some definite ideas that I have worked out, an<1 that 
are pending in bills before the various committees of the Senate, 
to relieve permanently this condition of unemployment. 

I think the economic crime of the ages, the economic crime of 
our rountry, is that when it comes to unemployment the prof
iteers of the country sit back and hold on to their profits, dis~ 
charge their labor, and leave them to carry the burden of every 
industrial calamity that strikes our country. 

Mr. WHEELER obtained the. tloor. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 1\fon

tana yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. WHEELER. I yield to the Senator from Michigan for 

a question. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I just want to submit some figures. It 

will take me but a moment, if the Senator will yield. 
Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. In the course of my colloquy with the 

senior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoL.I..ET'I'E) this morning 
in respect to unemployment, I suggested that the pending Keyes
Elliott public buildings bill means vastly more in reality, if the 
Senate would only attend to business and pass it, than possibly 
could have been brought to the advantage of the unemployment 
situation by the Jones prosperity reserve bill. 

The Jones bill--
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I am perfectly willing to 

yield for the purpose of having the Senator submit some figures, 
but I do not want to yield for a speech. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Just a brief statement. I beg the 
Senator's pardon. 

The Jones bill would have provided $150,000,000 to be released 
for public: works in certain unemployment emergencies. The 
Keyes-Elliott bill, which has been on the Senate Calendar since 
January 31 waiting for Senate action, will release $230,000,000. 
I submit that we can do more for unemploym·ent to-day by 
passing this measure which awaits our action than by mourning 
over some prior failure to pass some prior bill. 

I repeat that I believed, and still believe, in the stabilization 
of employment so far as possible through reserve programs for 
deferred public works. I shall support the same type of legis
lation whenever I get the chance. 

But, Mr. President, the Jones bill, to which the Senator from 
Wisconsin so feelingly referred, could only have released a.n 
ultimate expenditure of $150,000,000 in various types of public 
improvements. The Keyes-Elliott bill, which is now on the 
Senate Calendar, will release an ultim·ate total of $230,000,000 
in just one branch of public work, namely, in public buildings. 
It will be spent just as rapidly as the much lesser sum could 
have been spent under the Jones bill. It will do much more 
for con temporary unemployment. 

This has no bearing on the merits of the Jones bill, which 
I again indorse; but it has decided bearing on the critici m 
offe!ed by my able friend the senior Senator from Wisconsin 
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against the Republican administration for its failure to pass 
the Jones bilL This failure, by the way, preceded the inaugura
tion of President Hoover. 

I make the point that the Keyes-Elliott bUI, which the Senate 
has a chance to pass, is far more important to alleviate unem
ployment than the Jones prosperity reserve bUI, which a pre
vious Senate declined to pass. I make the point that the Keyes
Elliott bill-already approved by the House-has been on the 
Senate Calendar awaiting Senate action since January 31. I 
make the point that this and kindred practical legislation to 
aid employment is already knocking at the Senate's door-and 
knocking thus far in vain. I therefore make the point that 
the Senate will conb·ibute more to national employment by less 
oratory and more legislation; by less challenge to the President 
and more attention to its own business. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I am glad to have the state
ment of the Senator from Michigan. 

I realize that the President of the United States is not wholly 
to blame for the situation that confronts the country with ref
erence to unemployment ; but I do want to call attention to the 
fact that every time we have had unemployment when a Demo
cratic President has been in power the Republican orators and 
Members on the other side have always laid the bla..IDe on the 
Democratic President and the Democratic administration. They 
have always gone out on the hustings and said, "Give us a high 
tariff and we will stop this unemployment, and conditions will 
be prosperous." But here, upon this occasion, we have more 
unemployed in this country than at any time that I have ever 
known of in my life. ' 

1\Ir. President, I am glad to have this matter called to the 
attention of the country; and notwithstanding the fact that 
there has been some criticism because of the amount of time 
that has been expended this morning in calling attention to the 
unemployment that exists, I think this body could not do any 
better than to devote some of its time to discussing this situa
tion. 

First of all, we have been here for something like a year dis
cussing one of the most sordid pieces of legislation ever pre
sented to a legislative body. I say that advisedly . . Th~ ma
jority party have come here and have thrown down the bar.s,. 
and every individual who is seeking som~ special favor has been 
rapping at the doors of the Congress of the United States asking 
that he be permitted to reach his hands into the public cofi'ers 
or to ask for some "special favor of the Government of the United. 
States in the way of a higher tax upon the people of this 
country, We have had individuals and corporations coming here 
asking for increased tariffs in the name of labor. That is the 
familiar cry, the familiar plea from the other side of the 
Chamber, "We want this higher tariff because of the necessi
ties of labor." Yet, Mr. President, if we analyze the facts we 
find that the industries paying the lowest wages are invariably 
getting the highest taliff protection. 

!J'ake the cotton industry; take the rayon industry. Both of 
them are are getting enormously high tariffs and at the same 
time paying miserable, miserable wages; and, if you please, ·we 
find the cotton manufacturers moving their plants into States 
where they can get cheap labor and work the laboring men long 
hours. 

¥.r. President, I was perfectly shocked when I picked up the 
New York Times this morning and read this statement by Mat
thew Woll, the letter that he sent out to Members of Congress 
and to commercial bodies. He makes the statement here, ac
cording to the New York Times, that William Z. Foster, com
munist candidate for President in 1908, is returning, or has 
returned, from Russia with $1,250,000 for the purpose of carry
ing on propaganda in this country. 

If that statement is correct-:and it ought not to go unchal
lenged-that Mr. Foster has brought back to this country 
$1,250,000 for the purposes that have been stated by Matthew 
Woll, then the Department of Justice ought to investigate the 
matter immediately. For my own part, I can not conceive of 
the Soviet Government-which to-day, according to all reports, 
is practically bankrupt, or at least is in a deplorable economic 
situation-turning over $1,250,000 to William Z. Foster for the 
purpose of carrying on propaganda of that kind in the United 
States. If that statement is not true, then Matthew Woll ought 
to be called to account. As vice president of the American 
Federation of Labor, he ought to be ashamed of spreading that 
kind of propaganda throughout the United States for the pur
pose of arousing the American people to the danger of a great 
"red" revol:ution, and practically charging, if you· please, that 
all of the unemployed in the United States at·e under the domi-' 
nation and influence of Foster and the little handful of com
munists in this country unless he bas the facts to back it up • . 

LXXII- -291 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. Presiderit-·-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon~ 

tana yield to the Senator from Alabama? 
Mr. WHEELER. I do. -
Mr. HEFLIN. I suggest to the Senator that it would be a 

good idea to request the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY], 
the chairman of the lobby investigating committee, to summon 
this gentleman down here. 

Mr. WHEELER. Matthe-w Woll? 
Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; Matthew Woll. 
Mr. WHEELER. It might not be a bad suggestion ; but, of 

course, it should be remembered also that while Matthew Woll . 
is giving out this statement, he is likewise engaged in circular
izing the Members of Congress in the interest of the manufac- · 
turers of this country to get a high tariff upon everything that 
the consumers of America use. It might be well to summon · 
Matthew Woll to find out upon whose pay roll Mr. Flynn has 
been, and to find out where Mr. W oil has gotten his money to 
carry on this propaganda, and whether Mr. Flynn is receiving 
any money from the Republican National Committee at the pres
ent time, or has received such money in times gone by. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon

tana yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. WHEELER. Yes. 
Mr. WAGNER. Does not the Senator think there is some-. 

thing to the suggestion that this red herring .is dragged across 
the trail primarily to divert public attention from the existence 
of the economic depression to-day? 

Mr. WHEELER. I do not believe there is any question of 
doubt about it. I might say to the Senator from New York and 
to the other Members of the Senate that I had some experience, 
while I was United States district attorney, with this matter 
of communists. I recall distinctly one investigation that I car
lied on. I found, to my amazement, that the leading commu
nists and the head of the communist movement in one of the 
industrial centers in my home city were on the pay roll, if you . 
please, of the Thiel Detective Agency and of the Pinkerton De
fective Agency. A Pinkerton detective agent and a Thiel detec
tive agent were the leaders of the communist movement in that 
city at that time; a_nd I have no doubt but that if we would go 
ahead and carry out the investigation in accordance with the 
resolution which I introduced to investigate these detective 
agencies in the U.nited States, we would find that a large por~ 
tion of the leaders of this so-called communist organization are 
on the pay roll of the dectective agencies of the United States, 
and that they are there for the purpose of stirring up trouble 
for the American manufacturer in many instances. Sometime'3 
they are in his employ, but generally they are being used for 
the purpose of discrediting organized labor throughout the 
United ·states. 

Let me say that I am surplised that Mr. Woll should lend him
self to a thing of this kind, and try to frighten the American 
people and to draw a red herring across the trail, as he ap· 
parently is trying to do in this article that he is sending out. 

Some- time ago I received a communication from a gentleman 
in Montana telling me that this propaganda was going to be 
started from one end of the country to the other. 

Mr. Jung, of a detective agency in the city of Chicago, was 
one of the heads of this propaganda organization, and he was 
not only going to work with the idea of discrediting labor 
throughout the United States but he wanted to get as much in
formation as he could with reference to the activity of the 
"progressive" Senators down here in the Senate of the United 
States for the purpose of including them, ch~rging them also 
with being tied up in some way with the communist movement 
throughout the United States. 

I want to call the attention of the Senator from New York 
to a deplorable situation in his own city. I picked up the New 
York American this morning, and I found that the police of the 
great democratic city of New York are usfug their clubs, and 
clubbing the. workingmen who are out of employment in that 
city, and I understand that while this great amount of unem
ployment exists in the city of New York, the commissioner of 
police has been for some time down in Miami, or at some other 
place in Florida, hobnobbing with some of the millionaires who. 
are sojourning down there for their health after the stock
market break. Not only are the police of the city of New York' 
resorting to this practice of going out and clubbing these men 
who are protesting because of the fact that they can not get 
employment but the same thing is going on in· many of the 
other cities throughout the United States.· I am indeed glad 
to learn that the ·Department of Justice, under the present 
Att9mey. General, is not going to be a ·party to that sort of thing. 
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I think the Attorney General is to be commended for his 
attitude. 

The question has been asked as to what should be done, and 
it is said that the President has not anything to do about it at 
all, but that it is a matter for the Congress of the United States. 
Let me call attention to the fact that when the stock market 
broke in New York, when a lot of people lost their market 
money in Wall Street, the President did not wait for the Con
gress to act. He came to the Congress of the United States and 
asked that we relieve the great taxpayers of the country of the 
payment of $160,000,000 in taxes. When there was a Wall 
Street panic he called into conference all of the great leaders 
of the country and tried to talk to them about their problems, 
but we have not heard of him coming to the Congress of the 
United States and asking that the Congress a,ppropriate any 
money to take care of the unemployed of this country. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
l\1r. WHEELER. I yield. 
Mr. WAGNER. I would like to call the Senator's attention 

to the fact that, although tltis much-heralded conference was 
called, and the newspaper headlines announced the great 

. achievement through the resolutions passed at the conference, 
in the month of January building construction in the United 
States was $86,000,000 less than in January a year ago. That 
was right after the conference, immediately after the promises 
were made. 

Mr. WHEELER. As I said on the floor of the Senate last 
Saturday, my understanding is that a great many of the men 
who came down to that conference with the President of the 
United States immediately went back to their homes and laid 
o:f! some men in addition to those they bad already laid off. 
So that as far as taking care of the unemployed of the country 
is concerned, the conference that was had by the President at 
the White House with the leaders did nothing at all, and ap
pai·ently the only result of it was that the President came to 
Congress and got the Congress to relieve the big taxpayers of 
the payment of $160,000,000. 

I am wondering how much of that $160,000,000 the workers 
of this country will see, bow much of that $160,000,000 is going 
to be used by these people for the relief of unemployment in this 
country. 

Mr. President, of course, the President of the United States 
should not be held responsible for the unemployment in the 
country, but he should share, and the party in po_wer should 
share, some of the responsibility. We have been here a year 
talking about this tariff bill, which, as I said a moment ago, is 
one of the most sordid bills that has ever been presented to a 
legislative body, and yet when we get up here for a few mo
ments in the Congress of the United States to talk about the 
relief of unemployment, we are criticized for doing so, and we 
are told that we are consuming too much time, and that we 
ought to stop and let the tariff bill be passed without any inter
ruption. Let the workers of the country go hungry ; let the 
workers of the country meet and be clubbed by the policemen; 
let them take the working girls and the working women and 
drag them through the streets, as was done in New York, where 
two great big policemen dragged a little girl through the streets 
and had her picture taken. Yet the Congress of the United 
States must be silent in order that we may pass a bill to further 
enrich the manufacturers of the country and the selfish interests 
of the country. That, of course, is the program of the adminis
tration and of the party in power. Nothing must be said of 
unemployment; we must only try to relieve the rich and enrich 
them further. 

Mr. President, I a,m glad to see this question debated upon 
the floor of the Senate, and I want to serve notice now. that 
unless the administration does something to relieve the unem
ployment in this country, they will hear a great deal more dis
cussion upon the floor of the Senate with reference to the 
matter. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, will the Senator · yield again? 
Mr. WHEELER. I yield. 
Mr. WAGNER. With respect to the attitude of the President, 

the Senator will remember that on January 6 the President 
made a statement, which was reported in the newspaper columns 
all over the country, that "we have turned the corner; un
employment is on the decline, and we are moving forward." 
Yet at the end of that very month, January, although the statis
tics are very inadequate, the statistics of the Department of 
Labor show that the falling off of employment was greater in 
January, 1930, than in the month of December of last year, and 
greater in the month of January of this year than in January of 
the previous year; in fact, greater than in the month of Janu
ary in any year since 1921. 
· Mr . . WHEELER. I am very grateful to the Senator ·for pre

senting those facts. 

REVISION OF THE TARIFF 

. The ~enate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
Sideration of the bill (H. R. 2667) to provide revenue, to regu
la~e commerce ~ith foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tnes of the Umted States, to protect American labor, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will report the next 
amendment. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sen~ tors 

answered to their names : 
Allen . George La Follette 
Ashorst Glass McCulloch 
Barkley Glenn McKellar 
Bingham Goff McMaster 
Black Goldsborough McNary 
Blaine Gould Metcalf 
Blease Greene Moses 
Borah Grundy Norbeck 
Bratton Hale Norris · 
Broek Harris Nye 
Brookhart Harrison Oddie 
Broussard Hastings Overman 
Capper Hatfield Patterson 
Caraway Hawes Phipps 
Connally Hayden Pine 
Copeland Hebert Pittman 
Couzens Hetlin Ransdell 
Cutting Howell Robinson, Ind. 
Dill Johnson Robston, Ky. 
Fess Jones Schall 
Fletcher ·Kean Sheppard 
Frazier Keyes Shortridge 

Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-seven Senators have an
-swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, for the information of 
Senators present I ask that the clerk report the pending 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the amendment be again 
reported. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 146, after line 8, insert a 
new paragraph, as follows : 

PAR. 781. Cotton having a staple of llk inches or more in length, 
7 cents per pound. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I crave the attention of the Senate to 
the consideration of this item, this suggested proposed amend
ment, taking cotton thus described from the free list and giving 
it what I consider adequate protection. I realize that Senators 
have many duties to perform and are called from the Chamber. 
I also realize that the discussion has become wearisome and 
hence we are not disposed to listen. I promise, however, that 
if they will do me the courtesy not to interrupt me I shall not 
long detain the Senate in presenting certain facts and suggest~ 
ing certain conclusions which I venture to think fully justify 
the protection which the amendment proposes. 

Lest I forget, permit me to say to Senators present that I am 
not speaking and shall not speak or argue for or on behalf of 
any one State. What I shall say is in behalf of and I think 
for the benefit of many of the great States of our Union, and 
wherein I shall fail to present the cause I trust that other Sena
tors better qualified will supply what in me ·is lacking. As I 
look into the faces of certain Senators I feel like some poor sub
altern or humble foot soldier talking of war in the presence of 
Hannibal. I know there are Senators now present who are far 
better quali1ied to discuss this question than I am. But I cheer
fully go forward in the hope that I can suggest some facts and 
conditions which call for protection of this great agricultural 
product. 

I shall not take up the time of the Senate in enlarging upon 
the importance of the great cotton industry in our country, what 
it has been, what it is, and what it may be. It would be an idle 
waste of time, and while it might betray some industry on my 
part, the time consumed may be better employed in looking to 
the present immediate condition of the industry and the proposed 
remedy. 

But I will say that the industry, which for brevity I speak of 
as the cotton industry, affects not only great States of the 
Southland, but of the Southwest and the far West, for we raise 
this agricUltural product from the Atlantic to the Pacific. Not 
Mississippi, not Texas, not New Mexico, not Arizona, not Cali~ 
fornia, alone, are interested, but other great States-Missouri, 
Arkansas, Oklahoma, and many of the other southern and 
southwestern States. They are all interested, and I undertake 
to say, and I am warranted in saying to the Senate, that each 
and every one of the cotton-growing States is in favor of this 
amendment.· I shall point out somewhat in detail their position 
in a few moments. 

To clarify, · to make plain what this amendment applies to, 
when we speak of long-staple cotton permit me to explain in a 
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word what is long-staple cotton. For brevity, and that the 
amendment may be understood by Senators present and by 
gentlemen yonder in the press gallery, some of whom have not 
understood and have unconsciously misstated the fact, there are 
two classes of cotton of various lengths of fiber, which may be 
classed in two categories : First, cotton of a fiber length of less 
than 178 inches; and, sec?nd, cotton of a ~be~ lengt~ of 1~ 
and more inches. It is thlS second type wh1ch lS mentiOned m 
this amendment and is understood to be long-staple cotton. To 
the end that all may understand I repeat that this amendment 
applies to cotton with . a fiber length of 1% inches and more. 
As to that type of cotton we are asking a protective tariff of 7 
cents on t,he imported article. 

I am prompted to explain the scope of this amendment 
because I read in a newspaper an article written by a very 
intelligent ·and certainly a very courteous reporter that cotton 
had always been on the free list-an error shared in perhaps by 
a great many people. But cott;on has not always .been on the 

; free list, as I shall point out m a moment. I Wish .Senators 
to understand at the outset-those who are now present and 
those who may come in-that this amendment deals with 

i cotton of a fiber length of llh inches and mor~long-staple 
cotton. 

It has been suggested-and, indeed, many favor the propo
sition-that there should be a graduated increasing duty on 
imported cotton beginning at 1-h inches in length and increas
ing to 1% inches or longer. But upon reflection and study it 
has been considered wise to suggest a flat rate of 7 cents on 
1lh inches and longer fiber cotton. I repeat that there are 
those who proposed a graduated duty on imported cotton which 
took on this form: That cotton shorter than 1-h inches should 
bear a duty of 6 cents a pound; cotton of 1-h inches, 7 cents; 
and then on upward until cotton of 1% inches length should 
carry a duty of 24 cents a pound. After- study and after exam
ination it was deemed wise not to submit such a proposed amend
ment but to limit the tariff asked to a flat rate of 7 cents, 
begin'ning with cotton at 1lh inches in fiber length, and apply 
that rate to all lengths of cotton longer than 1lh inches. 

It may be asked of me, Why is cotton of this type, long-staple 
cotton, entitled to consideration, or rather, why is it entitled to 
a protective-tariff rate, or entitled to any tariff protection, as
suming, as I do, that a tariff will give protection? Mr. Presi
dent, we produce a domestic cotton of a fiber length less than 
1% inches far in excess of domestic demands and hence we 
efport vast quantities of that type of cotton. The price, it may 
pe regretted, is fixed abroad. In other words, we export mil
lions of bales of cotton, but it is what may be called short
staple cotton or cotton of a tiber length of less than 1:1h inches. 
But as to _long-staple cotton the condition is just the reverse. 
We import long-staple cotton and in vast quantities, and those 
quantities are increasing. It is imported from cheap-labor 
·countries, chiefly Egypt; to a considera,ble extent ~rom Peru
from cheap-labor countries with which the American farmer of 
Mississippi or of Alabama or of Texas or of California can not 
compete, and for reasons which are manifest. We produce a 
vast amount of cotton in America, but not so very much of the 
long-staple cotton with which and as to which we are brought 
into competition with the foreign cheap-labor producer. 
, Mr. PresidP.nt, I hold in my hand a table showing the prO: 
duction of long-staple cotton in the United States. I shall not 
take the time of the Senate to do more than refer to it, asking 
permission that it may be incorporated in my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RoBINSON of Indiana in 
the chair). Without objection, it is so ordered. 

The table is as follows: 
Raw cotton: Long staple--Domestic production by staple lengths, prin,

cipal prod-uo£ng States, crop of 19!8 

Producing States 

Alabama ____________ _ 

Arizona_-------------Arkansas ____________ _ 
Calliornia __________ _ 
Florida ___ ____ ----_---
Georgia_-------------Louisiana ___________ _ 
Mississippi__ ________ _ 
Missouri-----------~-New Mexico ________ _ 
North Carolina _____ _ 

(Running bales) 

Long staple 

Upland American Egyptian 

13-S and 1;Ji6 and 17' and Less than 1% and 
1%:~ 1~b over 1% over 

564 130 20 ---------- ----------
3,895 24 ---------- 26,476 1,834 

70, 179 17,923 2, 254 ---------- ----------
10,763 ---------- 9 ---------- ----------

87 43 7 --- ------- ----------
1, 356 546 137 ---------- ----------

26, 913 7, 867 676 ---------- ----------
255, 019 110, 080 20, 962 ---------- ----------

1, 675 413 30 ---------- ----------

g; ~~ ----2.-zir ------aiis- :::::::::: :::::::::: 

Total 
long 

staple 

714 
32,229 
90,356 
10,772 

137 
2,039 

35,456 
386,061 

2,118 
5, 652 
7,616 

Raw cotto.,: Ltntg staple-Dome8tio production by staple lengths, prin
cipal producing Bto;tes, orof) ot 1928-Contmued 

Long staple 

Producing States Upland American Egyptian 

1~ and 1;l16 and 17' and Less than 1% and 
1%a 1%2 over 1% over 

Total 
long 

staple 

-------1------------------
Oklahoma____________ 10, 436 1, 876 60 ---------- ---------- 12, 372 
South Carolina______ 23,418 9, 589 2, 484 ---------- ---------- 35,491 
Tennessee____________ 1, 459 572 51 ---------- ---------- 2, 082 

~~a===~======== 29, 100 ----~~~~- ------~- :::::::::: ========== ----~~~~~ 
All other------------ 938 672 249 1, 859 

Total __________ 446,473 157,907 27,836 26,476 1, 834 660, 526 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. My attention naturally is directed to 
California, where we produce some 10,772 bales of cotton of 
1 ~-inch fiber length. . 

"But what is that amount compared to what is produced in 
the great State of Mississippi? That fertile State produced in 
1928 more than 386,061 bales of long-staple cotton. 

Referring further to this table, the great State of Arkansas 
produces this long-staple cotton to the extent of 90,356 bales. 
That was the production in 1928, and my information is that 
the crop of 1929 will equal, and to some extent exceed, that of 
the preceding year. 

The imperial and historic State of Texas produced of this 
type of cotton in the year named, 1928, 35,572 bales. Let me 
remind the Senate what a great cotton-producing State is the 
State of Texas. She is big enough for an empire, and it is up 
to her whether or no she will always remain as one State; I 
trust in God she will, but it is for her to determine whether 
or no she shall divide herself up into four States of the Union, 
which, of course, would give her a greater representation in the 
Senate. The State of Texas, in whose soil rny brother sleeps 
the long sleep, and for which State I have an affectionate re-
gard, produced 4,901,883 bales in one year. . 

Nor should I overlook Alabama, which has soil and cl:iri:late 
and people and energy and ability to rais~ long-staple cotton if 
it shall be given the protection it needs and must have; and I 
am sure that the learned Senator from AL.'lbama [Mr. HEFLIN! 
who does me the honor to listen, will corroborate my statement 
that if appropriate protection is given to long-staple cotton, the 
soil the climate, the people, the energy, and the industry o~ 
that great State will turn to and develop the raising of long
staple cotton, which yields, of course, a better price than the 
short type now raised in that State. 

I think I have stated, Mr. President, that we produced in 
this country in all of this type of cotton 660,526 bales during 
the year 1928, and the table to which I have referred gives the 
details showing the amount named. 

It is this type of cdtton which has to meet competition, and 
that competition comes, as I have staf:e9., from Egypt. That · 
competition will be more serious during the years to come 
because of what is going on in Egypt, the bringing under con_-;
trol of vast areas of cotton land to be irrigated, and the enter
prises to be carried on by great, gigantic English capital. The 
fertility of the soil there is such and the climate is such and 
the labor price is such and the production per acre of cotton is 
such that no American cotton raiser of this type of cotton can 
compete with the Egyptian. Hence, if there ever was a c~se 
where the doctrine, the philosophy, the theory of a protective 
tariff applies, it is here; and it should be applied to this product 
of agriculture. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 1\fr. President, will the Senator permit 
me to ask him a question for my information? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; certainly. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Was this commodity canvassed by the 

Senate Finance Committee? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. In a measure, yes. -
Mr. VANDENBERG. And was it not the committee's con· 

elusion that there should be no tariff levied upon it? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. As the bill indicates, the Finance Com- ' 

mittee reported it with this type of cotton on the free list ; 
but I will perhaps come to that in a moment. How some Sena
tors on the committee stood may not be entirely proper for me to 
state; but my views may be inferred, for I have endeavored to 
make it plain by voice and by vote that I believe in the doctrine 
of protection, just as the early Democratic statesman believed in 
it, and just as many present great Democratic statesmen be
lieve. in it to-day. I use the word "Democrat " ; I use the 
word " Republican " ; . but upon a proposition such ~s this I 
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forget partisanship. I know indeed that the man serves his 
party best who serves his country best. If there was not one 
pound of cotton raised in California, not one pound, I should 
stand here and take the position I do, because to me there is 
no chasm between us ; there is no dividing line. 

With me North Carolina, where my grandfather was born, 
or .Alabama, where my name is not unknown, or in Tennessee, 
one of whose beautiful ladies my brother captured for life, or 
in Texas, where he sleeps-those States are to me dear and 
their interests and the welfare of their people are just as 
precious in my contemplation as is the welfare of California. 
Of course, I -plead for my State to-day, but I digress to say that 
it is not alone because we raise cotton in California that I am 
urging this amendment, which mfght well have been offered and 
urged by others. It so came about that I offered the amend
ment and had it laid before the Senate, and I am urging its 
adoption in behalf of California and all the cotton-growing 
States. 

I alluded to the Egyptian cotton industry. It is a fact which 
may be of interest to the Senate and to those outside this 
Chamber who are deeply concerned with this product that the 
average yield per acre in Egypt, according to the Tariff Com
mission's report, is 395 pounds peP acre, whereas in the United 
States thus far the average yield is but 153 pounds. In Cali
fornia, I am happy to say, the average yield has been very great 
compared to that in certain other States. It has been and is 
some three hundred and seventy-odd pounds per acre. That is 
due to the fact that much of our cotton iand is irrigated and the 
soil is virgin; and, with irrigation, the sunlight, intelligent de
velopment, and the selection of seed of the highest grade or 
quality, there has been brought about this high yield. How
ever, the average yield in Egypt is 395 pounds per acre, whereas 
in our country it is 153 pounds. The point, therefore, is-and 
it fortifies what has been suggested as touching our ability to 
compete--that the Egyptian raises more cotton at, of course, a 
far less cost than we can raise it. Hence. the fierce and de
structive competition between them and us: 

Raw cotton is imported into the United States, although that 
fact is not generally known. In 1928 we imported 344,000 bales 
of cotton of ail average weight of 500 pounds. In the first nine 
months of 1929 we imported 457,804 bales ; but note this : Of the 
457,804 bales of imported cotton, some coming from China, some 
coming from Peru, some from Mexico, some from Egypt--of this 
sum total of 457,804 bales, 315,225 bales were of the long-staple 
variety. 

The m·ere statement of that fact is, perhaps, altogether suffi
cient. I call these statistics to the ·attention of Senators in order 
to further emphasize the fact that the .American raisers of long
staple ·cotton are brought into competition with the imported 
article ; in other words, of the 457,804 bales, the total im.ports, 
315,225 bales were of the long-staple variety, which would be 
affected by the amendment pending before us were it adopted. 
Of all the long-staple cotton that is consumed in America, fully 
one-third or more--in some years more than one-third, approach
ing closely to one-half:---eomes from aBroad, and, of coorse, 
affects the price which the cotton grower gets for his product. 

I hold in my hand a table showing the imports of cotton, in
cluding long staple, from· the year 1919 down to and including 
the first nine months of the year 1929, showing the number of 
bales and the values, which I ask may be incorporated in the 
RECORD for the information of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ·without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
Raw cotton, Umted States i·mports by producing cat~ntries for crop years 

1!J18-19 to 1928-f!J 

Produced in-
Crop year 

ended July Total 
31- Egypt Mexico China Peru India All 

other 

1918-19 ______ 201,585 100,006 54, 434 10,871 25,230 2, 893 8,151 
1919-20 ______ 700,214 485,004 65,343 57, 18fi 63,426 14, 358 14,898 
1920-21_ _____ 226,341 87,168 88,155 14,722 22,597 8,489 5, 210 
1921-22 ______ 363,465 233,729 53,637 15,563 38, 753 10,348 11,435 
1922-23 ______ 469,954 329,335 45,679 50,239 21,186 22,124 1,391 
1923-24 ______ 292,288 164, 152 '1:1,062 45,118 19,928 34,419 1,609 
1924-25 ______ 313, 328 190,313 44, 384 33,703 13,389 28,147 3,392 
1925-26 ______ 325,511 238,620 23,553 22,452 16,637 22,143 2,106 
1926-27------ 400,983 231,767 93,272 33,466 20,877 18,892 2, 709 
1927-28 ______ 338,226 201,856 22,843 62,888 23,319 2.5,663 1,657 
1928-29 ______ 457,808 297,750 52,009 34,862 15,636 53,260 4,291 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have stated -that . our imports come 
mainly from Egypt, Mexico, China, Peru, and India ; but over 
and over again I say, because of some things I have read in 
some quarters, that our chief competitors are Egypt and Peru. 

The amounts imported from the countries are set out in 
the table just refen·ed to. 

I have a vast amount of detailed information touching this 
industry, but I do not purpose wearying the Senate or delaying 
it by going into the details of statistics; nor is it necessary to 
do so. 

.A Member of the House, Mr. ·WHrrriNGTON, of Mississippi, 
recently delivered an address on this subject which will oo found 
in the January 25 number of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. l 
should be proud indeed if I were the author of that address. 
I invite the attention of Senators to it. He, coming from the 
great cotton State of Mississippi, furnishes us with much au
thoritative, detailed information ·; and I am happy to say that 
he and his people are heartily back of the pending amendment. 

Mr. V .AND ENBERG. 1\Ir. President, may I ask the Senator 
one question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does - the Senator from Cali· 
fornia yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Is it the Senator's judgment that if 

this duty were put upon long-staple cotton it would be necessary 
to return through the bill and adjust compensatory rates on 
any other products? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I want to answer the 
Senator frankly. I do not think it will be necessary, for rea
sons which I sha11 hereafter suggest; but, if it shall be neces
sary, be it so. Senators will understand my position. For 
reasons which I shall briefly state, in view of the increase of 
the duties upon all the articles into the making of which long
staple cotton enters, I do with great sincerity believe that the 
suggested tariff on long-staple cotton will not unjustly cast any 
burden upon the manufacturers of tires, or of thread, or of the 
various textiles which use cotton in their manufacture. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

further yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. I do. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. The commodities which the Senator 

has just mentioned are the type of commodities upon which 
compensatory duties would be necessary if any are necessary? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; and, of course, anticipating what 
I shall hereafter say, assuming that the cotton grower would 
receive the full additional suggested rate, and that it would· add 
just so much to the · price of the article to be purchased by the 
tiremaker or the threadmaker-assuming all that, I shall still 
contend · that the rates already afforded those manufactured 
articles are such as not to call now for any additional so-called · 
compensatory duties. 

Mr. President, there is a notion prevailing among fairly in
telligent and well-informed people that cotton has always been 
on the free list. Such is not the case. It was, indeed, on the 
free_ list in the first tariff bill, signed by George Washington on 
July 4, 1789; but the very next year, in 1790, in the second tariff 
bill, cotton was put upon the protected list, and carried a rate 
of 3 cents a pound. .After Washington came .Adams, and then 
the great Thomas Jefferson. and after him Madison and Monroe. 

The tariff of 3 cents a pound under the act of 1790 continued 
in force until the act of 1816. Cotton bore the same rate under 
that act which was in force until 1842. In that year the great 
economist and great statesman, Walker, was ·here in the 
Senate. The Walker tariff bill carried a duty of . 3 cents a 
pound on all grades of cotton, and that rate was jn force until 
1862. Senators who are familiar with the history of our 
country know that Walker submitted a report on tariff and 
related subjects which has been compared favorably with that 
of Alexander Hamilton. Of course I would not have wholly 
agreed, perhaps, with Senator Walker; but I dwell a moment 
upon the act of 1842 to impress upon Senators on the other 
side of the Chamber, and friends on this side, that cotton was 
on the protected list from 1790 down to and ,including 1842 at 
3 cents a pound. 

In 1862, during the tragic and unhappy condition that then 
existed in our country, cotton still remained on the protected 
list at one-half cent a pound. In 1864, however, for reasons 
which must have been persuasive and conclusive, the rate was 
raised to 2 cents a pound. Then what happened in 1865? AJl 
cotton was placed on the protected list at 5 cents a pound. 
Under legislation of 1866, perhaps due to changip.g conditio~ 
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the rate was 3 cents a pound; and cotton continued· throtigh 
the years a protected agricultural product at 3 cents a pound 
up to 1883, when conditions were such, or the C<?mpleXIon of 
Congress was such, as to take it off the protected bst and place 
it upon the free list. 

But what happened in 1\Iay, 1921? The emergency tariff act 
of May, ·1921., placed long-staple· cotton on the p_rotected list at 
7 cents a pound, and there it should have remamed, and there 
it should be now placed. -

I do not know that erroneous information spread throughout 
the country is reflected back into this Chamber and affects the 
actions of Senators, but for the information of the country the 
disseminators of news should remind the people that cotton 
has not always been on the free list; that it was protected dur
ing the administrations of Washington, and Jefferson, and Madi
son and Monroe, and on down through the years ; and that as 
lat~ as 1921. in the emergency tariff act, it was given a protec
tion of 7 ce~ts a pound, all that I ask now; and if there was 
emergency then, there is emergency now. 

What was the effect of putting this cotton on the protected 
list? The official figures show that the imports from Egypt 
immediately dropped off, and the figures show that from 
485 004 bales of cotton imported from Egypt in 1920 there were 
but 87,108 bales imported in 1921. When the duty was re
moved-as, unwisely, it was--immediately imports increased, 
and are continuing, and will continue unless we apply what I 
think is the wise doctrine of protecting this industry. 

Reiteration and emphasis, I realize, do not add to a fact. A 
fact is a fact ; a truth is a truth, however feebly or energeti
cally expressed ; but there are some things that perhaps should 
be impressed upon the thoughtful minds of thoughtful Senators. 

One of these facts., I repeat, is this, that cotton was protected 
up to 1883. During the early administrations, then during the 
Democratic administrations, during the Republican administra
tions on down through the century, cotton was on the pro
tected list, where every cotton-growing State to-day is asking 
that it again be placed. I have hundreds of letters and tele
grams from practically every cotton-growing State urging this 
amendment. Some go further, as I have suggested. 1\Iany of 
them suggested a graduated rate, but it was thought wise to 
ask for the flat rate of 7 cents on all cotton of 11h inch or 
longer fiber. . 

I hold in my hand here a speech made by Representative 
DouGLAS of Arizona, a very thoughtful and instructive address. 
Be calls attention to all these matters, ~d particularly he 
invites attention to the fact that when the emergency tariff act 
was in effect, the imports of Egyptian cotton fell, and that when 
the protection expired, the importations began immediately to 
increase. He sets forth the :figures showing the imports of 
EgYPtian cotton for the last 10 years. I will ask that that 
portion of his remarks be incorporated in ·the R1l!CORD. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be printed 

in the REXJoRD, as follows : 
While the· emergency tariff act of 1921 was in effect the imports of 

Egyptian ·cotton fell from 485,000 bales in 1920 to 87,000 bales in 192L 
·. The following gives imports from Egypt for the decade from 1919 to 
1928: . 

IMPORTS 011' EGYPTIAN COTI'ON FOR LAST 10 YEARS 

.. Department of Commerce fiiures, in 50o-pound bales, for fis<;al year 
ending July 31 : 
1928 ____________________________________________ .:.. 

1927 ------------------------------------------------1926 ___ : __________________________________________ _ 

1925-------------------------~----~-----------------
1924 -------------------------------------1923 ____________________________________________ _ 
1922 _______________________________________________ _ 

1921 -----------------------------------·----------
1920 ---------------------------------------------1919 _____________________________________________ _ 

201,856 
231,767 
238,620 
190,313 
164,152 
329,335 
233,729 

87, 168 
485,004 
100,006 

Total----------------------------------------- 2,261,950 

The marked decline in 1921 is significant. The marked increase since 
the removal of the emergency tariff is equally significant. 

· Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I will trespass upon the 
patience of the Senate a moment longer, inviting attention to 
this industry as it affects California. I hold in my hand a 

, statement furnished by the department showing the acreage and 
, production of cotton in California from the year 1919 down to 
1 and including the year 1928, which I ask to have incorporated 

.Acreage CJ11d production. of cotton in CaZi(ornia, 1919-1928 

ACREAGE (PICKED) 

Year 

. I 1919 __________ ~ ______________ .:. __ 

192() __ - --------------------- ------
1921_-----------------------------
1922_ ----- --- ----- ~ ----------------
19Z3_-- ------------- -·------ --------
1924_ ---------------------- --------
1925 ___ ----------------------------
1926_ ------------ ___________ : __ --
1927-------------------------------
1928_ ----------------------- ---- --

San 
Joaqllin 
Valley 

5, 500 
2L 000 
3.500 
2,500 
9,000 

37,800 
96,600 

109,300 
79,800 

151,900 

Riverside 
County 

19,500 
25,000 
14, ()()() 
16, ()()() 
21.200 
25,000 
Z3, 340 
Z3,100 
22,600 
24,400 

Imperial 
County 

60,000 
104,000 

37,500 
48,500 
52,800 
66,200 
48,600 
26,300 
Z3, 600 
32,300 

PRODUCTION (500 POUNDS GROSS BALES) 

1919------------------------------
1920_ ------------------------------
1921_-------------·---------------
1922 __ --------------------------- --
19Z3 --------------------------- ----
1924_----------------------------
1925----------------------------
1926 __ --- ---------- ----------------
1927-------------------------------
1928_------------------------- ----

2, 788 
9,302 
1, 791 
1, 575 
9,189 

35,621 
79,440 
98,631 
69,106 

140,094 

15,885 
18,257 
10,460 
8,005 

17, 196 
15,469 
18,733 
17,441 
13, 120 
13,472 

27,926 
39,124 
13,745 
11,513 
27,988 
26,389 
22,614 
13,756 
8, 317 

15,542 

Total, 
California 

85,000 
150,000 
55,000 
67.000 
83,000 

129,000 
1172,000 
2 162,000 
1128, ()()() 
• 218,000 

46,599 
66,683 
25,996 
21,093 
54,373 
77,479 

1121,795 
2 130,590 

! 91,103 
ll72,230 

1 1925: 3,500 acres of cotton were harvested in tbe Sacramento Valley, with a pro
duction of 1,000 bales (500 pounds gross), which are included in tbe totals of the 
above table. 

2 1926: 3,300 acres of cotton were harvested in the Sacramento Valley, with a pro
duction of 762 bales (500 pounds gross), which are included in the totals in the above 
~~. . 

s 1927: 2,000 acres of cotton were harvested in tbe Sacramento Valley with a pro
duction of 560 bales (500 pounds gross), which are included in the totals in the above 
table. 

l 1928: 9,500 acres of cotton were harvested in the Sacramento Valley, with a pro 
duction of 3,122 bales (500 pounds gross), which are included in the totals in the 
above ~ble. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I merely point out to the 
Senate that in 1919 the total production in California was 85,000 
bales, and that production had increased to 172,230 bales in 1928. 

In 1910, when we commenced raising cotton in California, 
9,000 acres were pla.ilted, which yielded 6,300 bales. In 1928 we 
devoted 210,000 acres to this product and produced 172,430 bales. 
Of that total of 172,430 bales, 10,772 were bales of long-staple 
cotton, and just as Mississippi, just as any or all of the Southei"n 
and Southwestern States desire, so California desires to raise 
long-staple cotton, which carries a premium, which yields a bet 
ter price, and in order that we may turn our attention to the 
cultivation, the raising, the producing of this higher-grade, 
higher-priced type. of cotton, called here, for brevity, long..,staple 
cotton, which is brought into-competition -with the foreign, this 
relief, this encouragement, this protection is asked by way of 7 
cents a pound~ tariff duty. 

I pass over many details, Mr. President, and inquire, ·who 
is appealing for this protection? Perhaps I have indicated 
that already, but I may be permitted to advise the Senate 
that. not · California alone is appealing to us. Even if it were 
Califor.nia alone, I should ask for this protection. But in 
California not only the cotton growers, but chambers of com 
merce, business men, bankers, farm bureaus, and other organi 
zations, newspapers with unanimity, merchants of every type, 
engaged ift all branches of merchandi7Jng, all our industrial 
life in California, are united in favor of this proposition, and 
what I say ~s true ip. every one of -the cotton-growing States 
as I am sure other Senators will corroborate. · · 

I hold in my hand telegrams from these several groups of 
our people. I do not wish to burden the RECORD with having 
them all incorporated, but if agreeable, I would ask to have 

1 

incorporated one or two of each group as indicative of the : 
import of them all. • I 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 

printed in the RECORD, as follows : 
CoRCORAN, CALIF., May 28, 1929. 

Senator SAMUliiL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washington., D. 0.: 

I have seen the effect of the removal of the 7--cent tariff on staple 
cotton and now, as a grower of cotton in the great State of Cali 
fornia, realize more than ever the necessity of restoration of this 
tariff and urge you to do all within your power to bring this about. 

GEORGE M. DICK. 

I in the-REcoRD. 
There being no objection, the statement 

printed in the REco&D, as follows.: 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Telegrams of like import have come 
was · ordered to be to me .. from many CaliforniJl cotton growers, among them the 

followmg. 
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C. W. Fancher, H. Peterson, John Roland, A. P. Howe, E. R. 

McClellan, Forrest Howes, Leonard A. Dibble, J. H. Smith, 
R. C. Slaybaugh, T. M. Boyd, C. F. Burns, A. R. Van Antwerp, 
Erwin E. Cooper, B. F. Gilbert, Henry Anderson, Ray G. Wal
lace, E. W. Caddell, C. D. Clute, P. M. Howes, E. Jones, John 
Jones, E. E. Johnston, W. J. Hotchkiss Ranch, D. 1\I. Biancucci, 
A. l\1. Falioner, Ernest Northcote, W. S. Allen, B. E. Lester, 
John Stone, Paul P. Butler, Bruce E. Denaiels, G. McAbee, 
John Stevenson, J. N. Stark, and W. A. Swan. 

Also the following telegram ; 
DELANO, CALIF. 

Hon. SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
United States Sena·tor, Washington, D. 0.: 

The Delano Chamber of Commerce, representing one of the largest 
cotton-growing districts in the San Joaquin Valley, recommend sufficient 
tari!I be placed on import long-staple cotton to protect the home-grown 
products. Your support solicited. 

Thanking you for past favors in support of agriculture, 
Most sincerely yours, 

DELANO CIIAMB:tm OF COMMDC•, 
W. S. ALLEN, President. 
J. M. BOWHAY, Secretary. 

Like telegrams have reached me from the Corcoran, the Tu
. lare, and other chambers of commerce. 

Also, the following : 
HANFORD, CALIF., May f!S, 19!9. 

Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE : 
We are told removal 7-cent emergency tariff on staple cotton in 1922 

has materially injured growers. Cotton industry in San Joaquin Valley 
and State assuming large proportions, and urge your influence J.n restor
ing said tariff .. 

FIRST NATIONAL BA.NK. 

Many telegrams and letters to the same effect have come to 
me from other banking houses and organizations, among which 
are California-Arizona-New Mexico Cotton Association, Cali
fornia Cotton Mills Co., America,n Legion Post 346, Kings County, 
Central Committee, First National Bank of Hanford, and Tulare 
County Republican Central Committee. 

J. have also received the following telegrams : 
BERKELEY, CALIF., Febr"ary 5, 1930. 

S<'n:ltor SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Sena.te Otfice Bttilding: 

Cotton-growing counties urge that you do everything possible to secure 
7 -cent tariff on long-staple cotton. All other counties join in this re
quest as all farmers a1l'ected by prosperity of our cotton growers and 
n eed acreage to continue in cotton. 

ALl!IX. .JOHNSON, 
Secretary California Farrn Bureau Federation. 

FIREBAUGH, CALIF., June 1, 1929. 
Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 

Wash4ngton, D. C.: 
In the in~erest of the cotton growers of this section we trust that ycu 

will support the 7-cent tartlr on long-staple cotton, and do what you can 
to bring about the passage of this bill. 

ALBERT MYER, 
Commander American Le{J'Wn Post 3~. 

The Board of Trade of Hanford, the Kings County Farm 
Bureau, the Kern County Farm Bureau, the Farm Bureau of 
Colusa County, the Tulare County Farm Bureau, and many 
other farm organizations urge the adoption of this amendment. 

Not only from California but f'rom many other States come 
to me earnest requests that this agricultural product be given 
adequate tariff protection. 

Mr. President, I do not wish much longer to detain the 
Senate, but I pause to say that many of thege telegrams and 
these letters and these resolutions set forth the argument in 
favor of this tariff far better than I have been able to present it. 
They put their finger upon perhaps the fundamental, controlling 
fact, namely, the cost of raising this type of cotton here and the 
cost of raising it in Peru and in Egypt and other foreign coun
tries. I take it that those are the controling, outstanding 
facts. 

They also impress us with the desirability of increasing in 
the United States the production of this higher grade of cotton. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. With pleasure. 
Mr. RANSDELL. I have not had the pleasure of hearing all 

of the Senator's address. Has he produced evidence to show 
how much of this long-staple cotton is now imported into this 
country? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, Senator. 

Mr. RANSDELL. About how much is imported? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have given that information with 

accuracy. 
Mr. RANSDELL. It is not necessary to repeat it, then. It 

was several hundred thousand bales? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes. 
M.r. RANSDELL. How much cotton in the United States 

would receive the benefit of this duty if we merely continued to 
produce the same quantity we are now producing and did not 
increase the production of that quality of cotton? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Let me repeat, in answer to the Sena
tor's question, as to the cotton imported. The total amount of 
imported cotton, including all types--

Mr. RANSDELL. That is, short staple and long staple? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Short staple and long staple; the 

amount was 457,804 bales. 
Mr. RANSDELL. What year? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. 1928. It was substantially the same, I 

am told, for last year, though increasing. Of that amount, 
315,225 bales were of the long-staple variety, and, as the Senator 
knows, my amendment and our thought is applied to the long
staple variety. 

Practically all of that comes from the two countries, Egypt 
and Peru, the greater percentage, of course, from Egypt. As I 
have suggested, we can not raise that type of cotton in the 
United States and compete with the foreign article. Therefore, 
answering the Senator, my contention is, and the contention of 
all who have studied the problem is, that this will be a sub
stantial, di~ect benefit to the raisers of long-staple cotton, for 
reasons whtch need not be repeated. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I think there is no doubt about the truth 
of the Senator's statement. I am anxious to know whether the 
Senator has figures showing how much cotton is now produced 
in the United States, which would come under the description 
of H long staple." The ' Senator said about 10,000 bales in his 
own State. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I gave that information in a detailed 
statement a moment ago, and can turn to it. It shows exactly 
the amount of long-staple cotton produced in the United States, 
State by State. If necessary I will give the exact figures again 
before the discussion is over. 

Mr. RANSDELL. A considerable quantity is already pro
. duced in this country. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. RANSDELL. I will ask the Senator if it is not im

portant for the United States to try to produce a greater per
centage, not necessarily of the long-staple cotton, but of a much 
better cotton than we are now producing? 

· Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have indicated that that would be 
wise. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Has there not been a deterioration in the 
grades of cotton we are producing in the United States? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I fear that is so. 
Mr. RANSDELL. I know it is urged-whether it is true or 

not I do not know-that foreign countries are producing a 
little better cotton than they were producing years ago, and 
that our cotton to some extent has deteriorated. I can not 
state whether that is true or not, but it is said to be true. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. We are endeavoring-and when I say 
"we," I know California is, I know Arizona is, I know New 
Mexico is, and I venture to say Texas and other States are--we 
are endeavoring to improve the quality as well as increase the 
quantity of the higher and better grade cotton by the selection 
of seed, by the cultivation, and in many sections by irrigation. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Does the Senator know any reason why 
the agriculturists in the United States should not produce just 
as fine cotton as is produced in Egypt or Peru or anywhere else 
on earth? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I make answer by saying-and it is not 
pride, it is not patriotism, it is not American egotism, it is my 
dispassionate opinion-that we can raise as fine cotton in the 
United States as can be raised anywhere on God's earth. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Provided we have the same aid from Guv
e,rm:nent or from nature which those countries enjoy. They 
have cheaper labor, I take it, than we have. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. RANSDELL. They have advantageous conditions in 

regard to costs of production which we do not enjoy. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. RANSDELL. And the Senator's amendment is an at

tempt to put us on terms of parity with them? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. RANSDELL. That is the whole purpose of the amend

ment? 
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Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That is the whole purpose of my amend

ment. 
Mr. RANSDELL. That is in strict accordance with the poll~ 

cies of both political parties? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes; beyond question. 
Mr. RANSDELL. And it is in aid of agriculture, for which 

this bill is supposed to be passed. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Beyond any question. 
The sun showers down his gold and the moon flings down her 

silver in the United States as generously as they do in Egypt 
or in Peru. 

Our soil is as rich, our climatic conditions are as good, and 
all we need is to be protected from competition such as the 
Senator _ suggests. I said before, and I repeat, that if there be 
an item in the tariff bill which calls for a -protective tariff rate, 
that item is now before us. 

But the Senator from Louisiana asked me a question as to 
our .production. We raised here. according to statistics, some 
660,526 bales of long-staple cotton in 1928, but we can increase 
the acreage, we can increase the output, and we seek to do so 
by being adequately protected. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Louisiana? 
, Mr. SHORTRIDGE. With pleasure. 
Mr. RANSDELL. If I may be permitted, we can change the 

variety of much of the cotton that is now short staple and make 
it long staple, without increasing acreage. 

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

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

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. With pleasure. 
·Mr. HEFLIN. l was called from the Chamber a moment ago 

and did not hear the Senator's response to the Senator from 
Louisiana about the sources from which this cotton is coming. 
The long-staple cotton, I understood the Senator, comes from 
Peru and Egypt. From what countries does the short-staple 
cotton come? 

-Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I think the greater percentage of the 
short-staple cotton imported to-day comes from China. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Some of it comes from India, does it not? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Yes, also; but as suggested, and I think 

it should never be lost sight of, our great competitor is Egypt 
and to a lesser degree Peru. We have authoritative information 
as to prices of labor in those two countries. I shall not trouble 
the Senate to go into details or seek to prove what I must as
sume every Senator fully realizes. 

Arizona, New Mexico, Texas, Mississippi, Arkansas, and all 
the other Southern and Southwestern States, I have said and I 
repeat again and yet again, are deeply interested. It iS not a 
political question. It is not a partisanship question. It is a 
question of what will be of aid to our respective States, and 
therefore I speak with a certain frankness and certainly with 
freedom and kindliness of feeling. I have only to repeat my
self, however, that I believe and I am quoting a former Presi
dent when I say that I serve my party best when I serve my 
country best. I do not think of partisanship when I am favor
ing a tariff on this article for the benefit of Mississippi. 

_I have called attention to the address made by Mr. WHIT
TINGTON, of Mississippi, which was published in the REcoRD of 
January 25. It is a very, very instructive and, to my mind, 
conclusive argument in favor of the proposition which I am 
advancing. I may with propriety call attention to a letter 
from a _prominent citizen of Parksville, S. C., in which the 
writer urges the adoption of the amendment. He is good enough 
to say: 

I will be glad to support in every way possible the proposed Short
ridge amendmeat of 7 cents per pound on 11,8-inch long-fiber cotton. 

Mr. President, I hope it will de deemed proper for me to 
invite the attention of the Senate to the action of the legislature 
of a great State represented in this body by two great Sen
ators. - I premise by saying that I am quite sure it was not 
necessary for the legislature of that State to urge their Sen
ators to take the action advised, but the legislature deemed it 
proper to express themselves and I assume that they voiced the 
sentiment of that State and of other States. It is House Con
current Resolution No. 14 adopted by the legislature of the 
State of Mississippi. The resolution, among other things, 
recites: 

Whereas the overwhelming sentiment of the Nation is for a protective 
tariff on all commodities, whether manufactured products or raw ma
terials ; and 

Whereas two state-wide cotton-growers' conventions have within the 
past few years without a dissenting vote adopted resolution favoring a 
tariff on cotton ; and 

Whereas it is the opinion of all thoughtful business men of the cotton
growing States and of a majority of the citizens of such States, in view 
of the purpose of aU the other States of the Union. to secure a tari1f 
upon agricultural products that it is imperative that the cotton-growing 
States protect themselves by securing an adequate tariff on cotton; and 

Whereas there is a taritf levied-

And I call the attention of my friends to this point
Whereas there is a taritf levied on all manufactured articles con-

sumed by the cotton growers while cotton is on the free list, which 
makes an unjust discrimination against the cotton growers ; and
whereas it is the sense of the legislature of the State of Mississippi 
that it is necessary to protect the southern cotton growers and the 
business interests of the cotton-growing States of the South that a 
strong tariff be placed on all cotton, short staple and long staple, im
ported into the United States of America and on all American cotton 
which may have been shipped out of the United States and reimported 
into this country. 

With those " whereases," which are state-ments of fact and 
conclusions, with thoSe clear statements by thoughtful men, 
without a dissenting vote in either the House of Representatives 
or the Senate of the State of Mississippi, they conclude as 
follows: 

Therefore, be it resolved by the H01tse of Representatwes of the Stat~ 
of Mi.BBissippi (the Senate concurring therein), That the Senators and 
Representatives in Congress from the State of Mississippi be and they 
are hereby requested to use their best efforts to secure a strong tariff 
upon all foreign-raised cotton and upon all American cotton shipped 
out of this co-untry which may be reimported into this country. 

That resolution was adopted as late as January 17, 1930, by 
the house of representatives, the speaker of the house, I observe, 
being Hon. Thomas L. Bailey, and it was passed by the senate of 
that .State on January 23, 1930, Hon. Bidwell Adams, I obs~rve, 
being president of the senate. But yesterday that great State 
spoke and it speaks to-day the opinion and the views of every 
cotton-growing State in the Union. 

Here I might rest the case and here I am inclined to rest 
it by merely suggesting that if there be argument advanced that 
because of this tariff on long-staple impo-rted cotton there 
should be a reconsideration of the rates on imported articles 
in the making of which here in America this ty"pe of cotton is 
used, then I hold myself ready to argue and I think persuade 
and convince that there is- no necessity whatever to reform 
or reframe or reduce the rates which have been thus far agreed 
upon here in the Senate. I allude, of course, to the so-called 
compensatory duties or compensatory rates. As Senators know, 
every article manufactured in America which uses long-staple 
cotton has been protected as against a rival imported article. 
If that argument is advanced in opposition to this amendment 
I trust that I or others will be amply able to meet and answer it. 

So, Mr. President, perfectly conscious that I have not pre
sented the matter with any great force, for the moment I run 
willing to -submit the amendment to the consideration of the 
Senate. I . assume that other Senators will desire to speak 
and I am sur~ they can supply what in me is lacking to fortify 
and strengthen the position I have taken. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, there is very little more to be 
said; the Senator from California has so thoroughly discussed 
the subjecl I am in hearty agreement with him in what he has 
said. I propose to vote for his amendment. I propose to offer 
an amendment to his amendment to include short-staple cotton, 
so as to make his amendment read as follows: 

PAR. 781. Cotton having staple of ll;B inches or more in length, 7 
cents per pound; having a staple of less than ll;B inches, 4 cents per 
pound. · 

And on page 255, line 12, strike out " cotton and cotton waste " 
and insert in lien thereof" cotton waste." 

I wonder if the Senator from California would not accept my 
amendment to his amendment 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I have given some 
thought to the suggestion. I think perhaps we had better dis
pose of the pending amendment and then have the Senator 
offer his amendment. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Very well. I am ready to vote on the amend-- / 
ment of the Senator from California. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tha i 
amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. SHORTRIDGE]. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
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Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish merely to say that if the 

Senate shall agree to this amendment I shall then have to offer 
amendments clear through the cotton schedule providing for com
pensatory duties. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I did not hear the remark 
just made by the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I stated that if this amendment were agreed 
to we should then have to provide compensatory duties upon 
articles embraced in the schedule, which would include yarn, 
thread, and cloth. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. We shall attend to that proposition 
later. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. Mr. President, if the Senator from Utah 
will yield, let me suggest that we take a vote no":? Then ":e 
may later discuss the question of compensatory duties. That iS 
another proposition. 

Mr. SMOOT. I know it is another proposition, but I merely 
wanted to say what I have, because I did not wish it to be un
derstood that this would be the only vote that would have to be 
taken. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment. [Putting the question.] The ayes seem to have it. 
Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, I desire to have a yea and nay 

on the amendment; but, first, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen George ~1cKellar 
Ashurst Glass McMaster 
Barkley Glenn McNary 
Bingham Goff Metcalf 
Black Goldsborough Moses 
Blaine Greene Norbeck 
Blease Grundy Norris 
Bratton Hale N:ve 
Brock Harris Oddie 
Brookhart Harrison Overman 
Broussard Hastings Patterson 
Capper Hatfield Phipps 
Ca raway Hawes Pine 
Connally Hayden Pittman 
Copeland Hebert Ransdell 
Couzens Heflin Robinson, Ind. 
Cutting Johnson Robsion, Ky. 
Dale .Jones Schall 
Dill Kean Sheppard 
Fess Keyes Shortridge 
Fletcher La Follette Simmons 
Frazier McCulloch Smith 

Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg . 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from California [Mr. 
SHORTRIDGE]. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, I was not present during the 
discussion of the · amendment proposed by the Senator from 
California so I rise especially to say that, from the information 
which co~es to me, the amendment, if adopted, will not effectu
ate the purpose the Senator has in mind. I am told by men who 
have given a life's study to the cotton-textile industry, and, 
incidentally to the question of raw cotton, that the imposition 
of a duty ~pon cotton imported from abroad wi~l n(}t c~ange 
the consumption of it in this country; that, notw1thstandmg a 
duty should be imposed upon it, an equal amount will still have 
to be imported here, in order to meet the demands of the manu
facturers who need the imported cotton for their particular 
products. . . 

This question was pretty thoroughly discussed, Mr. President, 
in the hearings before the Committee on Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives as well as before the Committee on 
Finance in the Senate. I have before me a copy of the state
ment of a former Member of this body, Hon. Henry F. Lippitt, 
who has been engaded in the cotton-textile industry for prac
tically all his life, and I wish to quote briefly from it. Among 
other things, he said : 

The real point at which this proposed duty is aimed is to exclude the 
165,000 bales of "uppers " now imported, with the expectation that 
American staple cotton will be used in their place and that, thereby, its · 
price will be materially raised. This result is unlikely. It might 
happen if there was an American market for all the staple cotton grown 
in this country, but that is not the case and would not be even if a 
demand could be created to replace the 165,QOO bales proposed to be 
excluded. 

Again, in the course of his argument, ex-Senator Lippitt said: 
If, therefore, all of these 165,000 imported bales were shut out and 

replaced by American staples, It would still lea ve the substantial quan
ti ty of 150,000 bales or so to be exported. These 150,000 bales would 
have t o compete abroad with an Egyptian supply that had been increased 
by the 165,000 bales excluded from America. The r esult would be that 
the we~rld relations of su_t.(?ly and dem~~;nd would not be changed by the 

o,peration of this duty and, therefore, it is not probable that there 
would be any increase in the domestic price even if the increased demand 
here for the American staple equaled the full amount of Egyptian 
cotton excluded. 

I am informed, Mr. President, that if this amendment were to 
prevail it would merely increase the cost of the products of 
some of our manufacturers, and they would have to pay greater 
prices for the cotton which they use, and, in turn, naturally 
would expect-and I should say, would be entitled to have--a 
compensatory duty upon the cloth which they produce fr9m those 
importations. 

Ur. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator permit 
met to interrupt him? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. HEBERT. I yield. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I understand the Senator to state that 

Mr. Lippitt says there are 165,000 bales of long-staple cotton im
ported. Is that correct? 

Mr. HEBERT I read from his argument to the effect that 
that quantity of long-staple "uppers " is imported. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. He is right just to this extent: Instead 
of being 165,000 bales there were last year imported 315,225 
bales of long-staple cotton, which information I get from the 
report of the Tariff Commission. 

Mr. HEBERT. I think, Mr. President, that a distinction 
should be made as to the length of staple of the cotton that is 
imported and whether it is upland. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. My amendment applies to 1:!h-inch 
length of fiber. 

Mr. HEBERT. From the best information I have been able 
to obtain, Mr. President, I doubt that the Senator's amendment, 
if adopted, will effectuate its purpose, but I am convinced that 
it will increase the price of the finished product to the citizens 
of this country, because our manufacturers will have to pay 
more for their raw material, and it will, to all intents and pur
poses, create an embargo against the importation of these mate
rials which are essential, as I understand, for the needs of some 
of our cotton manufacturers.. 

1\Ir. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. D6es the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Washington? 
l\lr. HEBERT. I yield. 
Mr. DILL. Do I understand the Senator to claim that we 

can not produce the necessary long-staple cotton in this country? 
Mr. HEBERT. 1\fr. President, it is my understanding that 

for certain purposes the American-grown long-staple cotton is 
not what is required by our manufacturers-

Mr. DILL. Is it a very large part of the long-staple cotton 
necessary for those purposes that the domestic-grown article 
will not supply? 

Mr. HEBERT. No; it is rehitively a small quantity, but, then 
again, the total importations of long-staple cotton into this 
country, as I understand, are only about 1 per cent of the 
cotton that is used here. 

Mr. DILL. Not of the long staple? 
Mr. HEBERT. No; of the entire cotton consumption of this 

country. 
Mr. DILL. I will say to the Senator that I have no interest 

whatever in this item, except as a matter of prob . .>ction to the 
cotton producers. I am under the impression in this case, as 
in others, that the producer should be given protection; every
body else is getting it, except certain lumber producers. 

Mr. HEBERT. 1\Ir. President, I do not want to be placed 
in the position of opposing a tariff upon the products of this 
country. I have favored protection for American industry, and 
I shall continue to do so. I merely wish to make the observa
tion that the imposition of a duty in this instance will not 
change the imports into this country if the information which 
comes to me be correct. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is

land yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. HEBERT. I yield to the Senator from Georgia.' 
Mr. HARRIS. Let me say to the Senator from Rhode Island 

that the people of my State, and other Southeastern States, ~re 
very much interested in what is called sea-island cotton, wh!ch 
is a long-staple cotton, and in the agricultural. a~propriatwn 
bill for this year there is authorized an appropnatlon of $20,-
000,000, of which I was the author, to aid in the effort to restore 
the sea-island cotton industry. 

It will be remembered that during re<!ent years the boll weevil 
destroyed this industry in the southeast part of the c.ountry. 
Now we are trying to have it reestablished, so as to give em
ployment to our people, and so as to have long-staple cotton pro-
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duced in this country, and not have to send abroad for many 
thousand bales of this cotton which is absolutely necessary for 
our industries. 

The sea-island cotton was more profitable to the growers than 
the short-staple cotton, and it meant a great deal to the pros
perity of our section. Our farmers need all the help we can 
give them. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, I am told that certain of 
our industries can not make use of the long-staple cotton pro
duced in this country, and have to use the foreign-grown long
staple cotton. The reason for that is because the staple of the 
imported cotton has a certain softness and silkiness which is 
required, for example, in the production of sewing threads and 
in the production of threads that are used in the manufacture 
of laces and similar products. I am relying upon the informa
tion that comes to me; and so I am led to make these observa
tions for the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I should like to detain the 
Senate for about five minutes, if I may, before the vote is taken, 
in order to state the case as I . see it in favor of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from California [Mr. SHoRTRIDGE]. 

We have in the United States the capacity to consume approxi
mately a million bales of cotton having a staple of an inch and 
an eighth and longer. There is produced in this country be
tween 650,000 and 700,000 bales of that type of cotton, and we 
import annually about 300,000 bales from Egypt and Peru. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 

yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
l\Ir. HAYDEN. I yield. 
Mr. SMITH. Did I understand the Senator to say cotton of 

a staple an inch and an eighth in length? 
Mr. HAYDEN. And longer. 
Mr. SMITH. The class of cotton we import Is of a staple 

differen-t from an inch and an eighth, because we are producing 
in this countrY several million bales of cotton that is an inch 
and an eighth in length. The cotton to which the Senator 
refers is tne class of cotton the parent of which was Egyptian 
cotton planted in his State and in California. · 

Mr. HAYDEN. I am also referring to American upland cot
ton, grown principally in the Delta region of the Mississippi 
Valley, of which the figures furnished me by the Department of 
Agriculture show that last year there were produced 632,200 
bales. I am adding to that about 28,000 or 30,000 bales of 
American Egyptian or Pima cotton grown in Arizona. That is 
tlle total American production of cotton having a staple of an 
inch and an eighth or longer. Then we import, as reported last 
year, 296,000 or practically 3_00,000 bales of Egyptian cotton. 
So, all together the American market each year uses approxi
mately a million bales o:(_ that kind of long-staple cotton. - . 

If it is true that the American production is less than the 
American consumption, then this proposed tariff of 7 cents per 
pound should be effective, or partly effective. toward allowing 
the growers of this kind of cotton to obtain a better price for it. 

To put a tariff on all cotton; to my mind, would be prac
tically the same as putting a tariff on all wheat. It did not 
benefit all kinds of wheat; but it has been shown to the Senate 
that the United States does not produce enough wheat carrying 
a high content of protein. Since we do not produce enough of 
that kind of wheat in this country to supply the American 
demand, the price of that kind of hard wheat was affected by 
the tariff. Instead of levying .a tAriff on all wheat, if Congress 
wanted to make a wheat tariff effective, we would apply it only 
to wheat which has a high protein content; and it is the same 
way with cotton. Congress can differentiate between long
staple and short-staple cotton just as we can differentiate be
tween wheats carrying or not carrying a high protein content. 

In this case, therefore, if we do not produce in this country 
more than about three-fourths of what we need of long-staple 
cotton, the tariff should be effective. 

The only question, then, that is raised by the chairman of the 
committee and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. HEBERT] is, 
if we impose an import duty of 7 cents per pound, is whether it 
is necessary to levy compensatory duties throughout the bill 
to make up to the manufacturer what this extra cost of his 
raw material might be? 

My contention is that excessive duties on all manufactures 
of long-staple cotton are already contained in the bill, and that 
if we were to attempt to levy ·a comi*nsatory duty it would 
be so small that it could hardly be calculated. 

Take the case of thread. It is disputed as to whether Amer
ican Pima cotton can be used in the manufacture of thread. 
The Department of Agriculture says it can be. · Some manu
facturers say they can not use it. Whether that is true or not, 
I do not know; but I do know that if Congress should add 7 
cents a pound to the cost of the cotton used in a spool of thread, 

it would affect the cost of that spool of thread by only 
0.058' of a cent, which is so small that the rate of no kind of a 
compensatory duty could be calculated or levied upon it. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 

yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. HAYDEN. I yield. 
Mr. GEORGE. The average ad valorem on thread under the 

present tariff act is 20.19 per cent, but under the Senate bill it 
is 25 per cent; so there has been an increase, anyway. And I 
call the Senator's attention further to the fact that while there 
is no increase in the duty of cotton yarns, by reason of the re
bracketing of the yarn schedule there will be an actual increase 
in the amount of duty paid in dollars and cents. -So there has 
been a slight reduction in the yarn and in the thread para
graphs. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The other place where this cotton is used is 
in cord tires for automobiles. I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Georgia what the rates are on tires. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is an ample duty on them. There was 
no actual increase in the duty ; but the duty was retained at the 
present rate, notwithstanding the House desired some increase. 

Mr. HAYDEN. It is my understanding that about 4 pounds 
of long-staple cotton are used to make the ordinary automobile 
tire; and if the duty were fully effective at the rate of 7 cents a 
pound it would add 28 cents to the cost of a tire that retails for 
$20. That is all there is to this compensatory suggestion, so 
far as I can see. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator how much 
of the American production of llk-inch staple cotton was 
exported? 

Mr. HAYDEN. There are no satisfactory figures. The only 
way that the exports could be calculated at all is to deduct 
from the production of 1928 the consumption of 1928, which 
shows a difference of about 94,000 bales. Either those 94,000 
bales were carried over into the next season and not used be
cause of the Egyptian importations or they were exported. 

Mr. SMITH. · How much of the American Egyptian cotton 
was exported? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The only :figures I have are for the past. 
year-about 3,500 bales out of a production of about 28,000. 

Mr. SMITH. So that we exported even some of the Ameri
can Egyptian cotton? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I understand that that was done for the 
reason that the cotton cooperatives in Arizona which produce 
this American Egyptian cotton became convinced tbat they were 
not receiving a fair deal from the New England spinners, and 
so they proceeded to sell some of their cotton abroad, which 
brought them, in that instance, a more satisfactory price. This 
was done so that the- mills of New England might understand 
·that they did not have complete control of the market. It was 
for trade reasons that it was done. Normally, all of the Pima 
or American Egyptian cotton produced in this country has been 
sold to and used by the American cotton mills. Over 60,000 
bales a year have been thus produced and consumed. 

The manufacturers say they can not use American long-staple 
cotton. We hear that talk particularly with respect to auto
mobile tires, for which it is said that it is necessary to import 
Egyptian cotton. Look at the statistics of importations of 
Egyptian cotton as presented by the Senator from California. 
They average three or four hundred thousand bales a year. 
Everybody knows that there are twice as many automobiles 
in the United States now as there were when Egyptian cotton 
was first imported for that purpose. Automobiles have to have 
tires. The tires have to be made partly of cotton. It is just 
obvious common sense to say that they must use American cot
ton to make the automobiles tires, and do not use Egyptian 
cotton to do it. If that were not true, the importations of 
Egyptian cotton would have doubled, along with the doubling 
of the manufacture of tires. 

It seems to me we have a perfectly simple case here. If we 
want to benefit the American farmer, if he is entitled to the 
same ratio and degree of protection as the manufacturer, this 
is the time and the place to do it. 

I hope that the amendment offered by the Senator from Cali
fornia will prevail. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I want to join with those . 
advocating this amendment. 

In my State up to a few years ago we grew rather extensively 
this Egyptian or long-staple cotton, but on account of the compe.. 
tition during the last 10 years it has been largely driven from 
the market. We feel that with proper protection we can restore 
that industry in Florida, and this is true of many States through
out the Union. If this can be done, with its restoration a great 
many farmers in the belts where this cotton can be produced will 
retire from the production of short-staple cotton and engage in 
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the production of long-Staple cotton, so in that way it will indi
rectly benefit the situation as far as the short-staple cotton 
producer is concerned. 

This country could easily produce all the long-staple cotton 
that is consumed in America if our farmers were only given an 
opportunity. I know that the farmers in Florida are veqr ea~er 
to have the protection proposed by the Senator from Califorrua, 
or protection in an amount something like that. I hope, there
fore, the amendment will be adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from California [Mr. SHOBT
B.IDGE]. 

Mr. HEBERT and Mr. COUZENS called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, have we reached the adminis

trative provisions of the bill? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Not yet. We are still on the free 

list. Are there further amendments to the free list? 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I observe that the Senator 

from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] is in the Chamber. I 
understood it to be the purpose of the Senator from North Caro
lina to offer an amendment before we leave the free list. 

Mr. Sil\lMONS. On what subject? 
Mr. GEORGE. I understood that the Senator probably de

sired to offer an amendment on cigarette leaves or paper. 
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, if there is no other amend

ment to be offered, I wish to submit one. 
On page 272, line 19, I move to strike out paragraph 1791, 

reading: 
Turpentine, gum and spirits of, and rosin. 

If that amendment is agreed to, I propose then to offer another 
amendment, on page 34, after line 7, to insert the following: 

PAR. 90lh. Turpentine, gum and spirits of, and rosin, 10 per cent ad 
valorem. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The first amendment offered by the 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 272, line 19, it is proposed to 
strike out paragraph 1791, reading as follows: 

Turpentine, gum and spirits of, and rosin. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the senior Senator from Florida. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that amendment takes turpen
tine, gum and spirits of, and rosin off the free list and makes 
them dutiable. I think the turpentine, gum and spirits of 
turpentine, have been on the free list ever since the first tariff 
act. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I think the Senator is mis
taken about that. Some of the items have been on the free list, 
but I think the act of 1922 first put turpentine and some of 
those products on the free list. I realize that the imports of 
these commodities are not very excessive, but there are some 
imports some of the material coming in from Mexico and some 
from fiance, and some of the gum from Germany. The in
dustry is not in a prosperous condition now. The exports are 
very considerable, I grant, and have been for some years. 
Probably 45 per cent of the domestic production is exported. 
But I see no reason why we should not take these commodities 
off the free list, and if that should be agreed to-and it is a 
matter anyhow, I want to have go to conference--then I would 
offer t~ put a duty of only 10 per cent ad valorem on. That is 
the second amendment. That is the only duty I would ask, 
10 per cent. 

- Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, our exports are ever so much 
greater than our imports. Our imports amount to hardly any
thing at all. Our exports in 1928 were 12,507,09S gallons. I 
can not see why these articles should be made dutiable. I 
would like to accommodate the Senator, but I do not see any 
justification for the amendment. 

l\1r. FLETCHER. Will not the Senator allow it to go to 
conference? 

Mr. SMOOT. If we did that, we would have to go back and 
put them in their proper place, and put a duty upon them. If 
there were any reason whatever for the amendment, the Senator 
·knows I would not be standing here and asking that this 
amendment not be agreed to, but rea,lly this is one of the items 
which I think presents very little justification for a duty. I 
hope the Senator will not press the amendment. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I read from page 2630 of the Summary of 
Tariff Information, where it is said: 

Imports of spirits of turpentine have amounted to about 1 per cent of 
domestic production in recent years and originate chiefly in Mexico. 

Further down it says that Germany was the principal country 
from which turpentine gum was imported, and then it gives the 
statistics about the imports. 

.Mr. SMOOT. It states: 
From 75 to 80 per cent of our exports of turpentine are shipped to 

Europe, principally to the UnJted Kingdom and Germany, 

In other words, we ship a greater part to England and Ger
many of all of our exports of turpentine and rosin. The figures 
are such that I do not believe we could justify this amendment, 
either as to rosin or turpentine. I hope the Senator will not 
ask for the amendment. I dislike to ask for a vote, but I wish 
he would not press the amendment. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I do not think it is necessary to argue the 
question at very great length. We can not differ much about 
the facts. The statistics are all before us. I felt that it was 
time to take these commodities off the free list, particularly 
gum, and if that amendment is agreed to, I will submit a small 
ad valorem duty. But I am not going to argue the matter. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, what duty does the Senator 
from Florida suggest? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Ten per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I can see no reason why there should not be 

a moderate duty upon this product. It is very largely a product 
of the farm. Of course, it is not a very important item, but 
turpentine is produced as a crop. One man cultivates so many 
boxes, as they are called. The pine tree is boxed so that the 
turpentine runs into the box, and it is a farm product, just 
like any other product raised on a farm. The turpentine is cul
tivated under contract. The imports are small. My understand
ing is, though I have not looked at the statistics, that the im
ports are setting in. Anyway, I find that the people who are 
interested in turpentine, in naval stores, in my section of the 
country, are very much alarmed at the competition which is 
threatened to their industry. I do not see any reason why the 
Senator from Utah should be setting his face so hard against a 
small duty. It is asked for by the farmers. • 

Mr. FLETCHER. Referring to the imports of rosin, in 1919 
the duty on rosin was 10 per cent, and in 1922 it was made free 
of duty. In 1919, 1920, and 1921 there was a duty of 10 per 
cent. The· quantity imported in 1919 was 96,044 pounds, 25,008 
pounds in 1921, in 1922 it went on the free list, and in 1928 
there were imported 2,087,000 pounds, coming largely from 
France. That is the situation with reference to the rosin. 

Mr. SMOOT. But the production of rosin in 1928 was 
1,035,906,500 pounds. The importations do not amount to any. 
thing at all in comparison with the production. 

Mr. SIMMONS. What was the amount of the imports the 
Senator from Florida just read? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Two million pounds in 1928. 
Mr. SMOOT. In comparison with a production of 1,035,000,000 

pounds. It· is about 0.01 of 1 per cent. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Suppose we take a vote on the Senator's 

amendment. 
Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I think the statistics offered 

by my colleague show the rapidity with which the importations 
have increased. Of course, 2,000,000 pounds in comparison with 
a billion of production is a small percentage, but it does force
fully convey the fact that there is a country from which these 
imports are coming, and that the importations are rapidly 
in'Creasing. 

Mr. SMOOT. I want to call attention to the latest figures. 
The imports are decreasing. In 1925 there were imported 
7,083,382 pounds. In 1926 the imports amounted to 10,557,096 
pounds. In 1927 they had dropped to 5,513,494 pounds, and in 
1928 they had dropped to 2,087,601 pounds. The imports in that 
year were about one-fifth of what they were in 1926. So the 
importations have dropped immensely, and the production has 
immensely increased. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I was not aware of those figures. Of 
course, our producers feel that there is rather serious potential 
competition and that they should have a little protection. We 
are asking for a duty of only 10 per cent. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The importations of spirits of turpentine 
in 1928 amounted to 342,528 gallons. That seems to be consid
erably on the increase. 

Mr. SMOOT. That was an increase of 27,000 gallons over 
the year before. 

Mr. FLETCHER. In. 1919 the imports amounted to only 
1,662 gallons. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is correct. 
Mr. FLETCHER. That has gone out up to 342,528 gallons. 

So that it seems that the importations of spirits of turpentine 
have increased quite considerably and the importations of the 
rosin and the gum a~ount to a considerable quantity. 
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I 
Mr. SMOOT. We transferred pitch and tar from the free 

list to the dutiable list and gave them a duty of a cent a pound. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I recall that. 
Mr. SMOOT. That has already been done. 
Mr. FLETCHER. That is made from the stumps, not from 

1 the live trees. These materi~ all come, as the Senator from 
1 North Carolina has said, by boxing the pine trees, and the gum 
: is run into the boxes and then into stills, and we get the spirits 
of turpentine and the rosin as the result of the distillation. It 
is a great industry. I think Florida, perhaps, produces more 
naval stores than any other State. Our people feel that there 
is considerable depression in that industry. They claim that if 
there were a slight duty on these commodities and they were 
taken from the free list they could get some relief. I submit the 
matter without taking up further time. I hope the Senate will 
vote in favor of my amendment, and that the .matter may go to 
conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NoRRis in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the senior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. FL:mCHE&], which will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senator from Florida offers the fol
lowing amendment : On page 272, in line 19, to strike out the 
word "turpentine, gum and spirits of, and rosin," and also on 
page 34, after line 7, to insert the words : 

Turpentine, gum and spirits of, and rosin, 10 per cent ad valorem. 

On a division, the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, a few moments ago a 

very important amendment was adopted in the Senate, the 
request for the yeas and nays having been dectared to be not 
sufficiently seconded. 

This amendment affecting long-staple cotton involves a ques
tion of changing the compensatories all through the cotton 
schedule, and I therefore believe that the country is entitled to 
know what Senators are responsible for the adoption of that 
duty. 

I ask unanimous consent for a reconsideration of the vote by 
which the amendment of the junior Senator from California 
[Mr. SHORTRIDGE.] was agreed to, and I then shall suggest the 
absence of a quorum and request a record vote. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, will the Senator 
:yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator is not dependent upon 

unanimous consent. There being no record vote, he is entitled 
to make a motion to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will not the Senator let us 
finish this item of turpentine before he proceeds with that? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. No, 1.\lr. President; I would like to have 
this disposed of before we go any further. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I hope the 
Senator will press the matter. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment of the junior Senator from California was 
adopted. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a ques
tion or statement? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will yield for a question. 
Mr. DILL. I want to call attention to the fact that in the 

argument which was made here it was claimed that the com
pensatory duties were not necessary. The argument was made 
to the effect that no change was p.ecessary in the other rates. 
That w~s not substantially contradicted. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understood the chairman of the 
Finance Committee to make a statement diametrically opposite 
to the one just made by the Senator from Washington, but it is 
not my purpose to reargue the question. I do feel that the coun
try is entitled to a record vote upon this important question, and 
having made my motion I now suggest the absence of a quorum. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold 
the suggestion for a moment? . 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I think we should have a quorum here 
if the Senator desires to discuss the matter. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr.' President, will not the 
Senator from California agree that the vote be reconsidered? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, it is not with me to con
sent or fail to consent. If it is necessary to have compensatory 
duties or to reconsider them, that will come next property. The 
adoption of the amendment will not prevent that being done. · 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand that. It is inevitable, 
the amendment having been adopted, and I therefore want a 
record vote upon the question before the Senate proceeds to 
carry out the inevitable consequence of its action tllken here a 
few moments ago. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator now permit 
me to ask him a question, and withhold his point of no quorum 
for that purpose? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I withhold the point of no quorum 
temporarily and yield to the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am sorry the Senator was not on the 
floor when the matter was discussed. I heard the Senator from 
Utah, the chairman of the Finance Committee, in the beginning 
make the statement that the adoption of the amendment called 
for compensatory duties, but it was shown, I think v.ery fairly, 
by the very able speech of the distinguished Senator from Cali
fornia [Mr. SHORTRIDGE], as well as the speech of the junior 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN], that it would not be 
necessary to increase any compensatory duty or to add any 
duty of that kind, for this reason--

1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. That might be done in conference. 
Mr. HARRISON. The rates could not go any ~igher in con

ference on the various propositions than the Senate or the 
House had gone on those rates. It was shown, for instance, 
that on sewing thread, one of the things into the manufacture 
of which the long-staple cotton goes,. there is carried on the 
average a 5 per cent ad valorem increase over present rates. 
It was shown that on cotton cloth of the finer qualities, in some 
instances, the rate is increased 12% per cent over the present 
law. It was shown that on tire fabrics, while the House de
creased the rate from 25 to 17 per cent ad valorem, the Senate 
committee had restored the 25 per cent rate. It would not be 
necessary to increase those rates if the rate of 7 cents a pound 
on long-staple cotton were adopted. 

The Senator from California [Mr. SHORTRIDGE] and certain 
organizations requested a · 24-cent duty on long-staple cotton. 
That was discarded after some discussion. Some of us would 
not stand for it at all. Personally, I would not agree to go 
higher than 7 cents a pound. It was shown there were 900,000 
pounds of this particular kind of cotton produced in the United 
States and 400,000 pounds annually imported, thus making a 
very clear case. 

There were two votes taken upon the amendment. A vote 
was taken one time on a division which was not quite an
nounced because some one raised the point of no quorum. The 
matter was discussed again and then we took another vote on 
it. I submit the Senator ought not to insist on it; but, of 
course, I shall make no objection if he does insist upon a record 
vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the Chair state the ques
tion. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA Foi...IEITE] moves 
that the vote by which the amendment offered by the Senator 
from California [Mr. SHORTRIDGE] was agreed to shall be recon
sidered, and that is the question now before the Senate. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. - Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Wisconsin yield? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. In further justification of the motion 

now submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin I desire to say 
that at least two of us were on our feet trying to suggest the 
absence of a quorum when the Chair announced that the motion 
was carried. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wis

consin yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. HEBERT. I wish to say further that I was one of those 

who was calling for a quorum when the Chair announced his 
decision. Further, I made the statement that if the tax were 
imposed upon cotton coming here from abroad, justice would 
require that there be a compensatory duty upon goods produced 
from that cotton here. 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes; the Senator made that statement. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, it is not my purpose 

to reargue the question or to get into any controversy concern
ing the votes. I will say, however, since the Senator from 
Mississippi addressed his statement to me in the nature of a 
question, that with all due respect to the speeches made· by 
the Senator from California and the others mentioned by the 
Senator from Mississippi, it is my information that it will be 
necessary to aniend the compensatory rates in the cotton sched
ule affecting those products which are made from long-staple 
cotton. 

Having made my motion, I now insist upon my point of no 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
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Allen George McCulloch 
Ashurst Glass McKellar 
Barkley Glenn McMaster 
Bingham Golf McNary 
Black Goldsborough Metcalf 
Blaine Greene Moses 
Bratton Grundy Norbeck 
Brock Hale Norris 
Brookhart llarris Nye 
Brou~;sard Harrison Oddie 
Capper Hastings Overman 
Caraway Hatfield Patterson 
Connally Hawes Phipps 
~~~d HQ~ ~M 
Couzens Hebert Pittm~ 
Cutting Hefiin RansdeU 
Dale J"ohnson Robinson, Ind. 
Dill ;Tones Robsion, Ky. 
~~ K~ S~ll 
Fletcher Keyes Sheppard 
Frazier La Follette Shortridge 

Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell · 
Tydings 
V~denberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. _ 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

- The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. W ALSB of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I ask for the 
yeas and nays on the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 

that we vote direct on the adoption of the amendment of the 
Senator from California and not on the question of reconsidera
tion of the vote by which the amendment was agreed to. I ask 
unanimous consent that the vote by which the amendment of the 
Senator from California was agreed to may be reconsidered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reconsid
eration of the vote by which the amendment of the Senator 
from California was agreed to? The Chair hears none, and it 
is so ordered. The question now is on the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from California. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the amendment be reported. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will report the amend-

ment for the information of the Senate. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 146, after line 8, insert a new 

paragraph, as follows : 
PAn. 781. Cotton having a staple of llh inches or more in length, 

7 cents per pound. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. . 
Mr. BARKLEY (when his name was called). I have a pa1r 

with the junior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BAIRD]. Not 
knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

1.\tlr. OVERMAN (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the senior S~llil:tor from Illinois [Mr. DE~]. 
I transfer that pair to the JUmor Senator from South Carohna 
(Mr. BLEABE] and vote "nay." 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I hav.e a gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
GILLETT]. I am advised, however, if he were present he would 
vote as I shall vote. I therefore am at liberty to vote. I vote 
"nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. FES~;. I desire to announce the following general pairs: 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [1\lr. RoBINSON] ; 
The Senator from Minnesota [1\Ir. SHIPSTEAD] with the Sena

tor from Wyoming [1\Ir. KENDRICK] ; and 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] with the Senator 

from Utah [Mr. KING]. 
The result was announced-yeas 49, nays 33, as follows: 

YEAS-49 
·Allen Fletcher McKellar Shortridge 
Ashurst Frazier McMaster Steck 
Black George McNary Steiwer 
Bratton Glenn Norbeck Stephens 
Brock Harris Nye Sullivan 
Brookhart Harrison Oddie Thomas, Okla. 
Broussard Hatfield Phipps Trammell 
Capper Hawes Pine Waterman 
Caraway Hayden Pittman Watson 
Connally Heflin Ransdell Wheeler 
Cutting J"ohnson Robinson, Ind. 
Dill Jones Schall 
Fess McCulloch Sheppard 

NAYS-33 
Bingham Grundy Norris Tydings 
Blaine Hale Overman Vandenberg 
Copeland Hastings Patterson Wagner 
Couzens Hebert Robsion, Ky. Walcott 
Dale Kean Simmons Walsh, Mass. 
Glass Keyes Smith Walsh, Mont. 
Golf La Follette Smoot 
Goldsbor-ough Metcalf Swanson 
Greene Moses Town.send 

NOT VOTING-14 
Baird Deneen Kendrick 
Barkley Gillett King 
Bloose Gould Reed 
Borah Howell Robinson, Ark. 

Shipstead 
Thomas, Idaho 

So Mr. SHORTB.IOOE's amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Schedule 17 is still before the Sen

ate as in Committee of the Whole and is open to amendment. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I have an amendment pend

ing to paragraph 1606, page 245. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 

from Texas will be stated. . 
The CHIEF CLERK. In paragraph 1606, on page-245, line 10, 

after the word "country," it is proposed to strike out the re
mainder of the line; and in line 11 to strike out all down to and 
including the word " only " ; and in line 13 to strike out the 
word " eight " and insert the word " three." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT], in view of our conference 
on this matter, if he can not accept the a,mendment? 

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to have the Senator from Texas 
make a short statement as to just what the amendment is in
tended to accomplish before we take a vote on it. 

Mr. W ALSB of Montana. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should like to inquire how this 

amendment differs from the amendment that bas heretofore 
been voted on dealing with the same subject. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I will say to the Senator that we did not 
reach a vote on the amendment. We had the amendment up, 
but the unanimous-consent agreement prevented a vote on it at 
that time. 

Mr. w ALSB of Montana. Am I to understand that it is the 
same as the amendment which has heretofore been tendered? 

Mr. CONNALLY. It is the same amendment which I offered 
some days ago. 

Mr. President, under the existing law, in paragraph 1606 it 
is provided that horses, mules, cattle, and other livestock may 
be carried from the United States into a foreign country and 
returned within eight months duty free when they are carried 
into another country for temporary pasturage or where they 
stray into another country. By this amendment I propose to 
limit that period to three months instead of eight months, to 
eliminate the temporary pasturage feature, and to limit the 
privilege to cases in which animals stray across the border into 
a foreign country. · 

In the case of cattle along the Mexican border this provision 
of the existing law has been greatly abused. Ranchmen who 
own ranches both in Texas and in Mexico are in the habit of 
having their cattle carried into Mexico, pasturing and condi
tioning them there, and then bringing them back into the United 
States free of duty. The livestock associations and others inter
ested have requested that this amendment be offered in or~er 
to limit to three months the· period within which cattle may 
be brought back and that the privilege may be extended {)nly 
when livestock stray across the border. I ask the Senate to 
adopt the amendment. 

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

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I see no particular objection to 
the amendment. Its object, of course, is as the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY] has just stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Texas [1\fr. CoNNALLY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Schedule 17 is still before the 

Senate as in Committee of the Whole and is open to amendment. 
Mr. COPELAND and Mr. SMOOT addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recognizes the Senator 

from New York. 
Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 
Mr. SMOOT. There are some corrections which I desire to 

make, but I can do so after the Senator from New York shall 
have concluded his remarks. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, a few days ago, on motion. 
of the Senator from Texas, vegetable oil, cake, and cake meal 
were taken from the free list and taxed at 0.3 of a cent a 
pound. I wish to make a similar motion with respect to fish 
scrap and meat now covered by paragraph 17BO of the free list. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator state his amend
ment1 
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Mr. COPEL.A11.1J). .Tust a moment, Mr. President. The :first 
:line of paragraph 1780, page 271, reads : 

Tankage, fish scrap, fish meal, cod liver oil cak~, meal-

And so forth. 
1 

My motion is that fish scrap and fish meal be made dutiable 
, at 0.3 of a cent per pound, just as vegetable oil was made 
I dutiable at" a like rate. 
; Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the Senator suffer an in
. terruption? 

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

Mr . . COPELAND. I yield. 
Mr. GEORGE. Let me call the Senator's attention to the 

fact that fish scrap and fish meal are used extensively in the 
manufacture of commercial fertilizer, and the policy of the 
Congress as heretofore declared and as repeated and emphasized 
during this session is to put substances used chiefly in the mak
ing of fertilizers upon the free list. 

The Senator will note that the fish scrap referred to is that 
which is unfit for human consumption. I hope the Senator will 
not press his amendment to put it upon the dutiable list. 
, Mr. COPELAND. Does not the Senator from Georgia recog

nize that we should do exactly the same with this animal oil, 
cake, and meal that we have done with vegetable oil, cake, and 
~eal? -

1\lr. GEORGE. Ur. President, I was addressing myself to 
fish scrap and calling the Senator's attention to the fact that 
fish scrap is used exclusively in the manufacture of fertilizers, 
and the cake meal to which he refers is not used, as I recall, in 
fertilizer. Cottonseed meal, of course, is used in the making of 
~ommercial fertilizer, but the others are used for chicken feed 
and other feeds. 
. 1\Ir. COP~L.U\1J). Fish meal is used for the same purpose, 

is it not? 
Mr. GEORGE. Fish meal is used as a feed for poultry, as 

I understand. 
Mr. COPELAND. Is fish-scrap meal used in that way? 
Mr. GEORGE. Yes, as I understand; and fish-scrap meal is 

u ed in the same way, but also it is used as a source of one of 
the principal elements of commercial fertilizer. . 
. Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, according to the Summary 
of Tarj!f Information, fish meal and fish scrap are manufactured 
.from fresh fish by cooking it, by extracting the oil, if any is 
.present, and draining or drying. Green scrap and acidulated 
scrap are used for fertilizer . . 
· The fish meal to which I refer, and which is covered by the 
paragraph referred to, is used for poultry and animal feed, as 
well of course for fertilizer, as the Senator has srud; but it 
does se.em to ~e that these two products, which have been 
ipterchangeable in thejr use, shou1d be treated in ·exactly the 
.same way. I have no disposition to continue the discussion, 
but that is my feeling about it. I see no reason why they 
should not be treated alike. 
· Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, we have been 

unable to hear the able argument of the Senator from New 
York, an.d we have not even been able to hear his motion. May 
it be stated from the desk? 
.. The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the Senate be in order, and 
let lhe amendment again be· stated. · 
. Mr. COPELAND. I have offered an amendme-nt taking from 

the free list fish scrap and fish meal, now in paragraph 1780 
of the free list, and putting it at the appropriate place in the 
bill, and giving it a rate of 0.3 of. 1 cent per pound. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I desire to . call the Senator's 
attention to the fact that this material is unfit for human con
sumption and only goes into fertilizer. Why should we take it 
off the free list and put it on the dutiable list, when all that it 
is used for is fertilizer purposes, and everything else in the bill 
that goes into fertilizer is on the free list? I do not think we 
ought to take this material off the free list. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator is mistaken .. about it.s being 
used exclusively for fertilizer. It is also used as a poultry feed· 
and I take it that that, of course, will defeat the project. ' 

Mr. SMOOT. This material is unfit for human consumption. 
I do not know whether any of it is used for poultry feed or not. 

Mr. COPELAND. It is unfit for human consumption; yes. 
Is vegetable-oil poultry feed used as a human food? No. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. · What is the value per pound 
of this ii.sh scrap? 

Mr. S~OOT. Even if it is used for feeding poultry, I do not 
see why It should be taken from the free 'list and made to pay 
a duty. 

Mr. COPELAND. Why did we take the cOrresponding vege
table product from the free list? Because it is a farm product? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--

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

Mr. COPELAND. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What · is the value of this 

fish scrap'! Will the Senator from Utah inform u.s? 
Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator exactly what it is. 
1\Ir. COPELAND. We produced of it last year 90,000 tons, of 

a value of something over $4,000,000. . 
Mr. SMITH. How much was imported? 
Mr. COPELAND. We imported 12,000 tons . 
Mr. W ALS~ of Massachusetts. What is 'the Senator's duty 

of 0.3 of a cent a pound in ad valorem terms? It represents 
about 120 per cent, does it not? · 

Mr. SMOOT. It is more than that. There are only 68,495 
tons, of the value of $3,700,834. That would be approximately 
$60 a ton. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And the duty is to be 0.3 of 
a cent per pound? · 

Mr. COPELAND. It sells at about $50 per ton. That is the 
price of it-$50 per ton. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from GeOrgia? 
Mr. COPELAND. I do. 
1\Ir. ·GEORGE. The price varies, of course_; but I should say 

the average price of fish scrap would run around $45 to $50 a 
ton. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am speaking of the imPortations. 
Ur. GEORGE. It depends entirely upon the amount of am- : 

monia, or the ammonia content, when it is used as a source of I 
ammonia in fertilizer; and the fi.sh scrap unfit for .human use 1 

is used almost exclusively in making commercial fertilizer. The 
fish meal is used for the same purpose and as a poultry feed . 

Mr. COPELAND. And for other animals? 
Mr. GEORGE. Mainly for poultry feed. 
Mr. COPELAND. It is valued at about 2'% cents a pound; 

and I am asking the same rate as vegetable product, 0_3 of. 1 
cent per pound. A great deal can be brought in froin the 
Alaskan fisheries and from the New England fisheries; and 
it is a product of tremendous interest to the Senator from Massa· . 
chusetts because of the fishery industry of his State . 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
· Mr. COPELAND. I yield. 

Mr. SMITH. _ If the Senator will allow me, there is no in
gredient that enters into the composition of what is known as 
commercial fertilizer that is of as much importance to the 
planters of the country as fish scrap. There are three sources of 
ammonia which by .practical experiment have proven themselves 
superior to any other-blood, fish scrap, and tankage. These 
three are the most satisfactory forms of ammonia or nitrogen 
that can be used in the composition of fertilizer; and, beginning 
a. comparatively few years ago, this ingredient has been used in 
increasing quantities. To such an extent is it now used that 
there are trawlers going up and down the Atlantic coast catching 
fish for the purpose of using them in tbe composition of fer
tilizer. I . dQ not know any greater imposition that could be 
placed on those who, are trying to farm than to add this tax to 
their present almost unlimited source of ammoniated -or nitro
genous form of fertilizer. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, in answer to what the Sena
tor from South Carolina has said I desire to quote from the 
Summary of Tariff Information : 

As the imports of fish meal are used mainly on the Pacific coast for 
feeding, they compete principally with the Paciiic coast production of 
fish meal and with similar prot~in materials used for the same purpose. 

Apparently the cost of transportation is an important factor in deter
mining the distribution of fish meal, because almost all of the Atlantic 
coast production is sold locally and almost all of the Pacific-coast pro
duction is sold along the Paciiic coast. Relatively small quantities of 
fish meal are sold in the mid-West because of the large production in 
that area of animal tankage. 

There is practically no competition between the domestic and im
ported fish meal and fish scrap _ in tended for use as fertilizer. 

But the fish meal that is used for poultry feeding is a matter 
of concern to those who live on the Pacific coast, because there 
can be brought in from our Alaskan fisheries quantities of this 
fish scrap which now comes from Japan. 

I have no desire to continue the discussion, except to say 
that it seems to me eminently unfair to take from the free list 
the corresponding vegetable product and make it dutiable at 
0.3 of 1 cent Pe!' pound and deny exactly the same protection to 
fish meaL· 
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_ The VICE · PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment otl'P..red by the Senator from New York [Mr. CoP:& 
!LAND]. 
· The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I offer the amendment 
I which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
Mr. SUIMONS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from ·wisconsin 

'yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. SIMMONS. May I ask the Senator if he will not allow me 

to take up another matter at this time? I do not think it will 
take long. I make the request because I can not stay-here for 

·these night sessions. 
' Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I withdraw my amendment, Mr. Presi~ 
. dent, and yield the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin with~ 
draws his amendment. The Senator from North Carolina is 
recognized. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, on page 239 I move to strike 
out, in paragraph 1552, beginning in line 15, the words " ciga~ 

, rette books, cigarette-book covers, ·cigarette paper in all forms, 
except cork paper." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from North Carolina. 

, Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, this amendment covers what 

l may be called and is gene~ally called bob?in ~aper. It is used 
extensively and almost entirely for wrapprng cigarettes. · 

! None of this paper used in wrapping cigare~s is to-ilay pro
/ duced in the United States. During the ye~rs just following the 
1 war, and probably beginning a little before that time, several 
\ factories engaged in making paper in this country attempted 
1 to make this particular paper. One of the larger tobacco com
. panies-the British-American, I think is the name of it-spent 
I considerable money in an effort to encourage and establish the 
; manufacture of this paper in this country. They were unsuc-
cessful. Their investment was lost. The two factories that at 
one time m·ade this paper have ceased to make it, so I am 
advised not only by the users of this paper but by the repre
sentatives of the department. ll-qt when they did make this 
paper, they made only a very small qua~tity of it. I think the 
total output of 1927 of one of the factones was $156,000 worth 
and that of the other factory $192,000 worth. 

I think it is indisputable that there is not any of this paper 
' made in America at this time. It is imported. It is a peculiar 
' character of paper. It is neceSsary for this use that the paper 
should have a certain burning quality and a freedom from cer
tain odors that attach to burning paper as a rule. 

This paper is produced almost entirely in France. The duty 
imposes a burden upon the cigarette business in this country 
amounting to something like $3,000,000 a year. There is no 
industry to be protected by the 60 per cent duty which is pro
posed in the bill to be levied on this product. The only possible 
purpose and effect of it will be revenue. The question, there
fore, arises whether, under all the circumstances accom·panying 
the tobacco industry, a.nd especially the cigarette industry, this 
additional burden should be placed upon that industry. 

Last year the Government received in taxes from tobacco 
something over $500,000,000, or from that single industry nearly 
as much revenue as it derived from the taxes on all articles 
taxed at the customhouse. Six hundred million dollars is about 
the amount we receive in custom revenues in this country, and 
the amount the Government realized last year from this one 
industry amounted to over $500,000,000. 

Of that large amount last year the cigarette industry paid 
$449,000,000 into the Federal Treasury, and of that $449,000,000, 
the in~ustries located in the State of North Carolina paid $226,-
000,006. In other words, industries of the State of North Caro~ 
lina paid more than one-half the entire amount of the money the 
Government received from the manufacture of cigarettes. The 
industry in the State of North Carolina paid 51 per cent of all 
the tobacco taxes paid in this country. The State of North 
Carolina is the largest single producer of the raw material of 
this product. 

It is said that this tax upon cigarettes and tobacco is passed 
on to the consumer. For a long time the tobaCco farmers of 
my State were mis!ed into believing tbat contention, but they 
have changed their minds about it. They have seen that this 
tax so loads down the industry that in order to sell their prod
ucts at a reasonable profit, the manufacturers of tobacco are 
compelled not only to pass this tax on to the consumer but to 
pass it on to the farmer in the lessened price which they pay 
for the raw material which they purchase from him. 

I have a letter here from the representatives of one of the 
largest tobacco manufacturers of the United States in which he 
says that that result in inevitable. The tobacco farmers of my 
State, in their communications with me, have insisted that the 
time has arrived when the industry in which that State and the 
farmers of that State are so largely interested must come to 
Congress and demand, in the interest of {heir industry, that these 
tax burdens be taken off the industry. . 

The tobacco farmers of my section of the country are in the 
worst condition they have ever experienced. They have not got~ 
ten the cost of production for their crops for the last two or 
three years, and they believe in their hearts and in their minds 
that these high taxes are one of the causes. 

Mr. President, the tobacco industry is paying the same tax 1 
to-day that it paid during the period of the war, when we had · 
to raise $8,000,000,000 of taxes in one year in order to carey on l 
and finance that great struggle. Every other industry has been I 
relieved. The only tax that has been reduced upon tobacco is 
upon the 5-cent cigar, and the result of taking off a part of the· I 

internal-revenue tax levied on the 5-cent cigar was an enormous . 
increase in the sale in this ·country and the demand in this 
country for a cigar of that price, because as a result of the tax 
reduction it ~s improved in quality and therefore the volume 1 

of sales has likewise increased. 
Under those circumstances, with this industry burdened as 1t 

is, with eyery .other industry in this country relieved from the. 
high and excessive taxes imposed during the war, is it just to 
impose a tax upon the cigarette paper which wraps our tobacco 
when not a pound of that paper is produced in this country? 

Ordinarily, except where we think it is a proper subject for 
revenue tax, we do not tax products in this country through : 
the tariff unless there are importations. In this case there are 
no importations, absolutely none, and this is a case where an 
ind_ustry is pressed down by a tax that is unnecessary, and l 
which tax affects the farmer directly. I 

I do not think any Senator in this body will dispute the · 
proposi?-on that if we impose these heavy taxes on cigarettes, 
amounting to $449,000,000, the manufacturers of those cigarettes ' 
will pass all the tax the trade will bear on to the consumer I 

and will pass the balance of it back to the farmer. Hence i 1 

am asking this forbearance to-day because the farmers of ~Y ' 
State are demanding it. We had a conference here some time. 
ago between the tobacco growers and the tobacco buyers of the · 
United States, a,nd in that conference this very queStion was 
raised. There were probably 150 farmers here, and the demand 
was peremptory that this industry be relieved from these ex- I 

cessive taxes. 
I earnestly hope the Senate will eliminate the tax and let 

this product go on the free list. 1 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the ; 
amendment offered by the senior Senator from North Carolina ; 
[Mr. SIMMONS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
l\1r. SIMMONS. Now, Mr. President, I desire to offer an 

ame.ttdment placing these articles upon the free list. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 253, after line 5, to insert 

the following : 
PAR. -. Cigarette books, cigarette-book rovers, cigarette paper in all 

forms except cork paper. 

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

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, now that the vote has been 
taken on the other amendment, and the Chair has declared that 
the amendment has been agreed to, necessarily we shall have to 
adopt this amendment, but when this matter gets into the Sen
ate I want another vote on it. I do not see any reason whatever 
for putting this cigarette paper on the free list. If there is 
anybody in the United States who ie making a profit upon the 
business he is doing, it is the cigarette people. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Making a large part of it out of the farmer 
in this country. 

Mr. SMOOT. The farmer has nothing to do with paper. 
Mr. SIMMONS. He has everything to do with it. 
Mr. SMOOT. The farmer does not produce any paper at all, 

and there is none of this paper produced in the United States. 
The cigarette people can pay that little duty upon cigarette 
paper, and their profits will not be interfered with at all. 

1\ir. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I did not know the Senator 
was attempting to pass a revenue tariff bill. I tl1ought this 
was a protective tariff bill, but the Senator is proposing to raise 
revenue, and then to pass the tax on to the people, when there 
is no protection needed on this article, because there is none of 
this paper made here. 
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Mr. SMOOT. There never will be if it is on the free list. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, it bas been on the dutiable 

list heretofore. 
Mr. SMOOT. That is what I have said. 
Mr. SIMMONS.. And still, while it was on the dutiable list, 

none of this paper was produced in this country. 
Mr. SMOOT. Cigarettes will not be sold for a single one 

one-thousandth of a cent less. 
Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator knows better than the farmer 

who raises the raw material out of which the cigarettes are 
made. 

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

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I can not 
refrain from saying that, from my study of the paper schedule, 
I have found the facts to be substantially as set forth by the 
senior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS], and it 
seems to me this is a paper item which could very properly 
be put upon the free list. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not dispute any statement made by the 
Senator from North Carolina. There is one little factory here. 
I do not know how long it can live, perhaps not very ·much 
longer. _ 

That is not the question I had in mind. We are trying to 
take care of a concern here that is making money not by the 
single million or by the five millions but by the tens and even hun
dreds 6f millions. Now it is proposed to take off a little duty 
on cigarette paper to help that octopus, and I hardly think it 
is right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina. 

On a ·division, the amendment was rejected. _ 
Mr. SIMMONS. I did not understand the statement of the 

Chair. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The request comes too late. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Very well. I will take up the matter again 

when the bill reaches the Senate. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I offer. the following 

amendment. 

into the United States. It pays its duty and a professional 
man buys it. He lives in the State of New York and is called 
over to Canada for the purpose of surveying or some special 
work. He takes to Canada that identical instrument which 
he purchased and upon which the duty has been paid. The 
amendment provides that in that case. returning to the United 
States with that instrument, he shall pay no duty upon it. 
That is all there is to it. 

Mr. COPELAND. I suppose the context makes it clear that 
it is as stated in the bill? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; in paragraph 1799. 
Mr. COPELAND. It is a very meritorious amendment, and I 

hope it will be agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I offer the fo-llowing amend· 

ment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will report the amend-

ment. . · 
The LmrsLATIVE CLERK. On page 27 4, lines 24 and 25, strike 

out the words "lumber, planed on one or more sides and tongued 
and grooved " and insert in lieu thereof " articles or any of the 
articles enumerated in paragraph 180;}"; also, on page 275, 
where it occurs in lines 3, 13, and 17, strike out the word "lum
ber " and insert in lieu thereof the word " articles." 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, on last Thursday evening, 
February 27, I hastily offered an amendment striking out, in line 
25, page 274, the words "planed on one or more sides and 
tongued and grooved." My intention in offering the amendment 
was to make the proviso appearing on that page and on page 
275 apply to all lumber. There was a dispute as to whether 
my amendment would accomplish my purpose, and it was sug
gested by the chairman of the Finance Committee that the 
matter go over. I have since talked with the experts from the 
Tariff Commission ·and therefore offer this amendment as a 
substitute for the amendment which was ihen pending. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, as I understand the Senator's 
amendment-! did not hear it read nor have I seen it befor~ 
he desires to strike out the last word on line 24, page 274, and 
the words in line 25, as follows : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be reported. 
The LEoiSLATITE CLERK. On page 247, in lines 8 and 9, strike 

out the words "iron or steel drums" and insert in lieu thereof' 
"drums of iron, steel, or other metal." Lumbe.r, planed on one or_ more sides and tongued and grooved. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. · President, that amendment ought to be Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 
adopted. It is a clarification and t;ikes in metal drums as well Mr. SMOOT. It includes those, as I interpret it,.. and then 
as those made of iron or steel. the countervailing duty would apply to all of paragraph 18()4. 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. HAYDEN. Not only that, but also paragraph 1805. I 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I now offer the following amendment. also wish to inse-rt in lieu of the word "lumber" the word "ar
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will report the amend- ticles." That would apply to everything in paragraph 1804, or 

ment. any articles enumerated in paragraph 1805. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 273, in line 25, after the The object I have in view is to do for all lumber now on the 

word "effects," insert the following: free list enumerated in paragraph 1804 and on posts, railroad 
And in the case of any individual returning from abroad, all pro- ties, and telephone, trolley, electric light and telephone poies 

fessionaL books, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, occnpa- of cedar or other woods mentioned in paragraph 1805, what the 
tton, or employment. bill now seeks to accomplish with respect to floOTing only. It 

is my understanding that this provision relates solely to floor
So as to make the proviso read: ing and was placed in the bill at the instance of the maple floor'
Provided further, That in case of residents of the United States ing manufacturers of Michigan and Wisconsin. They asked that 

returning from abroad, all wearing apparel, personal and household such a provision be included in the bill so that in the event 
effects, and in the case of any individual returning from abroad, all Canada imposed a duty on flooring the President may remon
professional books, implements, instruments, and tools of trade, occupa- Strate with the Canadians, and if they do not take off that duty 
tion, or employment, taken by them out of the United States to foreign tht-n he may impose an equivalent duty. 
countries, shall be admitted free of duty, without regard to their It seems to me if it is fair and right and just to do that for 
value, upon their identity being established under appropriate rules the flooring manufacturers, it should be done for all manufac
and regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. t1rres- of lumber. My reason for offering the amendment is that 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The object of the amendment is to pre- the Mexican Government is now preparing a new ta'li:ff bill de
vent the reimposition of a duty upon scientific instruments and signed to impose a duty on mine timber produced in the United 
paraphernalia which are taken abroad by engineers and other States and sent to Mexico. At the same time the Mexican llllll
scientists from the United States for the purpose of carrying on ber interests propose to take advantage of the free American 
their investigating work in other countries. If a piece of scien- market for tlleir high-grade timber. 
tific apparatus is imported by an engineer, for instance, and a Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President--
duty paid on it and he goes abroad, say to Canada, to conduct The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 
an investigation of some mining property and then returns to yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
the United States, it is now necessary for him to pay a duty Mr. HAYDEN. I yield. 
upon that implement or apparatus again. Therefore it seems Mr. VANDENBERG. Do I correctly understand the Senator 
to me, in view of the fact that we make provision for prac- that the amendment does not affect the status of flooring in any 
tically all other effects, such as wearing apparel and personal respect? 
and household articles, that it is only fair that a provision Mr. HAYDEN. No; but it puts all other materials enumer
should be made permitting scientists and others who go abroad ated in paragraphs 1804 and 1805 on the same status as floor
to bring back their effects as provided in the amendment, which ing. I want to treat them all alike. 
are used for scientific or other professional purposes. Mr. JONES. Mr. President--

Mr. SMOOT. I have no objection to the amendment. The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I want to be clear about yield to the Senator from Washington? · 

what the Senator has in mind. Mr. HAYDEN. I yield . 
.Mr. SMOOT. I think the Senator from Wisconsin stated the :Mr. JONES. Does the Senator think that in line 3, page 275, 

case just as it is. For instance, a surveying instrument comes . if the Senator strikes But "lumber" and inserts "articles," so ' 



~630 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE MAROH 3 
it reads " which imposes a duty upon such articles exported 
from the United States," that it would answer the purpose, or 
does he think it would be better to have it read "which imposes 
a duty upon any of such articles," and so forth? There are a 
good many different articles enumerated. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I believe the Senator is correct. I think in 
the three places where the word " lumber " appears, instead of 
just inserting the word " articles " it ought to be " any of such 
articles." 

Mr. JONES. Yes; I think so. 
. Mr. HAYDEN. I modify my amendment to that effect. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment as modified. 
Mr. JONES. That would apply in lines 13 and 17? 
Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, is the Senator 

seeking by his amendment to put lumber and telephone poles 
and posts, which are now on the free list, on the dutiable list 
under certain circumstances? . . 

Mr. HAYDEN. If any .country-and primarily my amend
ment applies to Canada and Mexico--imposes a duty on any 
of the articles enumerated in these two paragraphs of the free 
list, the President of the Un.ited States is directed to negotiate 
with them and have them remove the duty. If the foreign 
country will not remove the duty the President is then author
ized, in his di.scretion, to impose a similar duty so long as that 
Canadian or Mexican or other foreign duty remains )n effect. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If we followed that policy, 
we would have no protective tariff duty in the bill at all. The 
practice of levying duties upon imports in other countries or 
goods shipped out of the United States is a very common one. 
The Senator is seek)ng . to levy a duty upon lumber and tele
phone poles and railroad ties when they come into this country 
from Mexico or Canada because Canada and Mexico , happen 
to have a duty on some one or more of those articles. 

Mr. HAYDEN. It would apply only to the identical . article. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It seems to me, if that is 

true, that I want a duty on boots and shoes. Nearly every 
country in the world has a duty on boots and shoes. Therefore 
I want to have a like provision placed in the . b,ill, that the 
President shall have authority to levy a duty if some other 
country has a duty on boots and shoes. We can not ·construct 
a tariff bill upon that theory. It is inconceivable that we 
~hould seek to balance our tariff upon statutes enacted by 
other countries. It is an entirely different state of facts and 
circumstances that e:xjst in foreign countries, and those coun
tries might well feel justified in applying such a duty where 
we ·would not be able to justify it at all. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield again? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 

yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. HAYDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. JONES. I think I should make a correction )n what I 

suggested a moment ago. The expert calls my attention to the. 
language a little more particularly after the word "provided." 
In line 3 it should read " duty on any such article." I under
stand the clerk has it that way, so I modify my suggestion. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Would that be true of line 13 and line 17 
~? . 

Mr. JONES. Yes; the same," any such article." 
Mr. HAYDEN. Then let the amendment be modified accord

ingly to conform with t_he last suggestion made by the Senator 
from WaShington. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. ·· Mr. President, will the Sen
ator yield? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator's amendment 

is really seeking to nullify the action of the Senate the other 
day in refusing to put a duty upon lumber and telephone poles 
and telegraph poles and railroad ties. The effect of the amend
ment will be to prevent the levying of a duty under certain 
circumstances and to nullify the whole vote and discussion 
that we had the other day. 

1\Ir. HAYDEN. I do not look at it that way. It seems to 
me as a matter of common sense that if Canada and Mexico
and those are the two countries that are most immediately 
concerned-are seeking to have the advantage of a free market 
tn the United States for all their timber products, they should 
extend the same privilege to the American producers of lumber. 
I think they have so much more to gain than to lose by follow
ing that policy that if we es~ablish this principle we will have 
a better and more equitable tariff situation existing between 
the several countries. 

1\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Those countries are lumber 
countries ; one of their chief raw products is lumber ; that is 
not the situation in this country. Our forests are rapidly be-

ing depleted, and we have got to go out in the world and seek 
timber for t~lephone poles, railroad ties, and other things. 
Other countries might well seek to protect their lumber by 
imposing duties upon what we attempt to export to them, but 
we want lumber with which to build up our own country; we 
want to conserve our depleted and diminishing forests by im
porting lumber, poles, and ties. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator concedes the fact, though, that 
Canada is \a greater producer of lumber than is the United 
States, and therefore---

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I certainly do not concede 
that; but I do concede that Canada exports more lumber to the 
United States than we export to Canada. Our production of 
lumber is tremendous. 

Mr. HAYDEN. But not for export. 
Mr. ·wALSH of Massachusetts. We export to the world 

more lumber than Canada sends to us, but we do not export 
as much to Canada as she send to us. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I am referring to the trade between the two 
countries. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. We export some southern 
lumber as far away as China, Japan. and South America. 

Mr. HAYDEN. But this applies to specific countries when 
those countries levy a tariff rate; and it follows, therefore, 
that if Canada ships more lumber generally into the United 
States than the United States· ships to Canada, it is to Canada's 
advantage to have free trade in lumber between the two coun
tries. That is what I am seeking to accomplish, and I think 
that will be the net result of my amendment. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President-·-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 

yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
Mr. HAYDEN. I yield. 
1\Ir. BARKLEY. While the Senator says his amendment is 

designed to apply to Canada and Mexico, as a matter of fact 
it applies to all countries which levy a duty upon similar prod
ucts from the United States. Last week when we had under 
consideration the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Washington [Mr. JoNES], his colleague from Washington [Mr. 
DILL] read a long list of nations that levy a tariff on lumber 
products coming from the United States and all other countries. 
Therefore, if the amendment is adopt¢, it will apply to all 
countries, although it may ap.ply to Canad.a and Mexico mo·re 
particularly. Has the Senator looked into the question of the 
constitutionality ·of such a provision? 

Mr. HAYDEN. There is a straight countervailing duty on 
coal in this bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand that. 
Mr. HAYDEN. That is not even left to the option of the 

President; but if any _country levies a duty on coal automati
cally that duty is applicable to any coal imported into the 
United States from such country. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. I have not looked into the question as to 
whether that provision has been declared to be constitutional 
under the provision that taxes shall be uniform throughout the 
United States, but I am wondering how we can have a duty ,on 
articles coming from Mexico at one figure and another duty 
on similar articles coming from Canada and from all other 
countries, at another figure, so that we could have no uni
formity of taxation, and would have a different rate levied on 
an identical article coming 'l'"_•om a half dozen or more countries. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The countervailing duty on coal is in the 
existing law, and nobody has raised any such question. If 
Congress can provide, whenever a country levies a duty on 
coal, that any coal imported from that country to the United 
States shall automatically bear the same rate of duty, certainly 
it can enact the more modest provision in this instance that the 
President may make a protest before proclaiming any such 
duty. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If Congress can do that, it certainly is not 
done under the taxing power, which is the power on which 
tariff bills are based. 

:Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President-.-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arizona 

yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. HAYDEN. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. It occurs to me that we have not 

sufficient information to act on this proposal. We ought to 
know before we adopt a provision of the kind such as that sug
gested by the Senator froni Adzona about what the effect of it 
will be; what countries do impose duties and how high are 
those duties; and, accordingly, how much of a duty are we thus 
going to impose upon the importations of lumber from various 
other countries. 
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. I recall very distinctly that when this matter was under con
sideration by the Senate it was said that at least on some 
of the articles mentioned in this particular paragraph Canada 
imposed quite a substantial duty. That was all debated; that 
was all discussed in connection with the vote taken last wee.k. 
A portion of the ·argument in favor of imposing the duty that 
was asked for on lumber was that Canada, from which country 
our importatiQns come largely, imposes a duty upon the exporta
tions of lumber from this country into Canada. Really, then, 
the proposal of the Senator from Arizona now in substance, 
whatev2r may be its language, is in the nature of a reconsidera
tion of the vote taken last week. 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the Senator will permit me if he will look 
in the CoNGRESSIONAL REcoRD of last Thursday he will find that 
the Senator from Washington placed in the RECoRD the various 
rates of duty imposed by various countries on lumber. He will 
:find also that I placed in the REOORD the Mexican rates. At 
page 4412 the Senator will find the table which was put in the 
RECORD by the Senator from Washington [Mr. DILL] showing the 
Canadian rates applying to only a few classes of lumber. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Will the Senator give us those? 
Mr. HAYDEN. The first is sawn boards, planks, and deals, 

planed or dressed on one or both sides, when the edges thereof 
are joined or tongued and grooved, 25 per cent ad valorem. 

Manufactures of wood not specified, 25 per cent ad valorem. 
Moldings--
1\!r. WALSH of Montana. Lumber which is plap.ed on one 

side and grooved· is now taken care of in the bill as it stands. 
Omitting that, will the Senator give us the rates upon other 
particular commodities embraced in paragraph 1804? For in
stance, logs, what duty does Canada impose on logs? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Canada does not impose any duty on logs, 
and, therefore, there would not be any countervailing duty 
provided . . 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Take the next item: 
Timber, round, unmanufactured, hewn, sided or squared otherwise 

than by sawing. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Canada imposes no duty on that character of 
lumber. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Very well; take pulp woods. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Canada imposes no duty on them. 
1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Take round timber used for spars 

or in building wharves. 
Mr. HAYDEN. No duty is imposed upon them by Canada. 

. Mr. WALSH of Montana. Take firewood, handle bolts, shingle 
bolts. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I think it would be shorter for me to read to 
the Senator the articles on which Canada does not impose a duty. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. What they do is a matter of no 
concern so long as there is no duty upon the commodity. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But, Mr. President, if the Senator will yield 
there-the Canadian Government might levy a duty at any 
time. . 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course ; but I want to find out 
the situation. In the first place, what we will be confronted 
with immediately, what the immediate effect will be. The next 
item is-

Gun blocks !or gun stocks, rough, hewn, or sawed or planed on one 
side. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Canada imposes no duty on that kind of 
lumber. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Take-
Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber, not further manutac

tured than sawed, planed, and tongued and grooved. 

· Mr. HAYDEN. On that character of lumber 25 per cent ad 
valorem is the Canadian rate. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is taken care of, however, in 
the bill as it now stands. 

l\Ir. HAYDEN. YeS'. 
Mr.· WALSH of Montana. Very well. Now take-
Clapboards, laths, ship timber. 

Mr. HAYDEN. On that character of lumber Canada imposes 
no duty. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Then the Senator is simply looking 
to the future, and whatever duty Canada may impose in the 
future-it might be 50 per cent-the President declaring that 
situation of affairs, and the country insisting upon a 50 per cent 
duty, automatically a 50 per cent duty would be imposed upon the 
importation of the same commodity into this country. 
. Mr. HAYDEN. 1\Ir. President, the point I want to make is 
this : So long as Canada has upo~ her statute books duties 
first upon flooring of 25 pe~ cent; second, upon manUfactures of 
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wood, 25 per cent ; third, upon moldings of wood, plain or gilded, 
or othe!Wise ma,nufactured, 25 per cent; upon show cases of · 
all kinds and metal parts thereof, 35 per cent; and even upon 
coffins and caskets made of wood the rate is 25 per cent-if 
those rates apply against the United States, the United · States· 
should make the same rates applicable against Canada. 

Now, as to Mexico--
Mr. WALSH of Montana. And if Canada should double those 

rates, of course ours would be doubled. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. The ultimate effect would be, in my 

judgment, inasmuch as the Canadian exportations of lumber to 
the United States are so heavy that Canada will remove these 
duties and we will have free trade between the two countries, 
which will be fair to both countries. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me ask the Senator why does 
he pick out lumber? There are a vast number of items on the 
free list; for instance, as suggested by the Senator from Massa
chusetts, boots and shoes. What is the difference between 
lumber and other commodities upon the free list? Why should 
we pick out lumber and impose countervailing duties upon its 
importation? 

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator should present that question to 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House and the Finance 
Committee of the Senate. I found such a provision in the 
bill, and I can not see why, if we are going to do this very 
thing with respect to flooring, we should not apply it to all 
lumber. Either that or this entire proviso should be stricken 
from the bill. There is a rank discrimination in favor of floor
ing and against all other lumber. I want to remoye that dis
crimination either by having the same rule apply to all lumber 
or by striking out the provision now appearing in the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Arizona. · 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Arizona a question. I did not pay particular attention to 
the argument for retaining a duty on flooring. Would not the 
Senator come nearer to the purpQse the Senate has in view by 
offering an amendment to the bill to put that commodity on the 
free list as well as the others? 

Mr. HAYDEN. That may be accomplished by striking out the 
entire proviso. 

Mr. SMITH. It seems to me the vote of the Senate when we 
had the lumber schedule under consideration was on the ground 
to which the, Senator from Massachusetts has called attention, 
that, in view of the rapid depletion of our forests and our dis
appearing lumber supply, with the attendant evils of soil ero
sion, the overflow of our streams, and the destruction of farm 
lands, it was folly on our part to i.nipose a duty on the very 
product . that we we.re trying to reproduce and conserve. 

In place of trying 'to offset what we have already done by 
an amendment involving the possibility of a countervailing duty, 
it seems to me it would be more in accord with the purposes. of 
the Senate to move to put them all on the same footing, namely, 
on the free list. 

l\Ir. HAYDEN. I find myself confronted with this situation: 
In Mexico a tariff is about to be imposed upon pine, fir, and 
spruce iumber, sawn or dressed in boards or beams, of $3.36 per 
thousand; on common lumber, $1.87 per thousand; on round or 
common timbers more than 15 centimeters in diameter, 6 cents, 
and on similar timbers up to 15 centimeters in diameter, 14 
cents-those are mine timbers--on flooring, ceiling, and so forth, 
$14.94 per thousand ; and on wooden posts more than 15. centi
meters in diameter, 1 cent, up to and including 15 centimeters, 
and if more than that, 3 cents. 

That affects the market for the mine timbers produced in the 
Southwest and sent into Mexico. The Mexican lumber interests 
are trying to induce the Mexican Gpvernment to impose higher 
rates to interfere with the business that has been developed by 
reason of the proximity of the two countries; yet those same 
Mexican lumber interests want to take advantage of the free 
market in the United States, to ship their higher grade timber 
into this country. 

It is true that one group of Americans are competing a~ainst 
another in Mexico in the sense that certain Americans have gone 
into Mexico and have invested their money in the lumber busi
ness and other Americans have gone into Mexico and invested 
their money in the mining business. Those engaged in the lum
ber business are trying to use the Government of Mexico to 
penalize those .engaged in the mining industry in that country; 
I believe that if we had a provision in this bill for a counter
vailing duty, Mexico would not impose these high duties and 
there would remain, as there ought to be, free trade in lumber 
between the two countries. 

Mr. SMlTH. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me, it 
seems to me that after tl].e, acti,on of the Senate, based as it was 
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upon our desire to conserve our forests and our timber, it does Mr. DILL. Only in case the President saw fit to do that. 
not concern us what action other countries may ~ as to Let me remind the Senator further that nobody knows what 
duties. What we are trying to do is to save our timber supply, the Russian menace may become. Here is a method whereby, 
and the imposition of a duty by a neighboring country strength- if the Russian menace develops, it can be met, because the power 
ens our position, rather than weakens it, because they can ship is in the President. If there is no tariff on lumber. no Tariff 
their lumber in here but make it difficult for us to ship ours to Commission can make a recommendation for an increase ,in : 
them. We took the duty off for the purpose of encouraging t;p.e the duty on lumber. This amendment would give to the Presi
importation of lumber from other countries and in order to dent the power to protect the country against any menace that · 
conserve and to save our own forests. It is not a question of may develop, and issue a proclamation to meet it. 
injustice or unfairness·; we simply do not care to enlarge our Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. - All right, Mr. President. 
exports or to encourage any further destruction or use of our Now, let us be frank and honest about it. Let us really treat 
present forests. So it seems to me it does not concern us what every industry and every commodity alike. Let us put a gen-· 
duty any country may see fit to place on lumber. eral countervailing proposition in this bill, and end this tari:.ff 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the bill right here and now. Let us put a general countervailing 
amendment of the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. [Put- proposition in it; boots and shoes and leather, in which my 
ting the question.] By the sound the noes seem to have it. State is particularly interested, would benefit by such a gener-al 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I desire to interrupt before the provision in this bill. If it is going in as to lumber, it ought · 
Vice President announces the result. to go in as to all other things. It ought not to go in as to .any 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The result has not been announced. of them. however, because it is a wrong principle and a wrong' 
Mr. JONES. Then I suggest the absence of a quorum. theory upon whlcli to proceed. It is serious and dangerous to 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. the business interests of the country. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I should like to suggest 

answered to their names : to the Senator from Massachusetts that perhaps a quicker way 
Allen Frazier Keyes Shortridge to get at this proposition would be to strike out the free-list 
~!~~; ~~fe ktc~H~ ~~~ons schedule altogether, and put all the products under the dutiable 
Bingham Glenn McKellar Smoot list. 
Black Goff McMaster St~k Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly. That would be t:A~ , 
~~;~~ ~~~~borough ~~fd!_ff , ~~~~~s result of a general amendment such as the Senator has sug- . 
Borah Grundy Norbeck Sullivan · gested. · 
Bratton Bale Norris Swanson 1\fr. SMOOT. Mr. President--

. ~~~~~hart ~~~:on ~~~ie ig~~;:~adaho The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
Broussard Hastings Overman Trammell chussets yield to tlle Senator from Utah? 
Capper Hatfield Patterson Vandenberg Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator from 
Connally Hawes . Phipps w:ger Utah. 

g~~~~d ~!~ ~Wt~an ;als~: ~~ Mr. SMOOT. I desire to call the Senator's attention to the 
Cutting Heflin Ransdell Waterman paragraph covering the same · subject in the law of 1922. I a_m 

~~: f~F:n i£;~~~d. ;t~~~ no!n~o~~ut~u~:a:u: ~u:emoved there shall be leVIed,. collected, and 
Fletcher Kean Sheppard paid upon such lumber, when imported directly or indirectly from such 

The PRESIDING OFFICE~ (~.GOFF in the chair). Eighty- country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of government. a 
two Senators having answered to their names, a quorum is duty equal to the duty imposed by such country, dependency, province, 
present. or other subdivision of government upon such lumber imported from the 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, before the United states.. • 
vote is taken upon this matter I desire to point out its That is the existing law, 1\!r. President. I think the wording 
seriousness. 

The amendment seeks to provide a countervailing duty on of the House went no further as to principle. but specifically 
various forms and kinds of lumber and poles-telephone poles stated the items, ermmerating them, rather than giving the 

· · President the authority to declare them. 
and tele.graph poles-and railroad ties between this country Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the s-enator's amend-
arid Canada and Mexico. 

We do $38,000,000 worth of lumber ,business with Canada. ment includes other items than those named in this paragraph. 
She buys $22,000,000 worth of lumber and wood products from He seeks to include the items in another paragraph. He seeks 
us . . This amendment will suspend this business in the air. to broaden it by including the item in paragraph 1805-"' posts, 
This amendment will leave the business interests of this rru1road ties, and telephone. trolley, electric-light, and telegraph 
country uncertrun as to whether we have or have not and poles of cedar or other woods." In other words, he is radically 
how much of a duty upon these various wood products. A changing the existing law and indirectly · placing a duty on 
large number of furniture manufacturers throughout the lumber that we voted against a few days ago. 
country import from Canada various kinds of lumber which I hope the amendment will be defeated. 

Mr. NORRIS obtained the :tloor . . 
they can not get in this country. Farm implements and auto- Mr. BRATI'ON. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
mobile bodies are made from one particular class of lumber from Massachusetts a question if the Senat(}r from Nebraska 
that comes from Canada alone. It is not produced in this 

, · · d all 1 ti · · ·th will yield to me. 
country; and in all this busmess an our rea ons WI . Mr. ·NORRIS. I have no objection, if the Senator wants -to 
these countries the matter of wood or wood products is to be 
subJ·ected to factors, waiting for a presidential prOclamation! do so. I yield for that purpose. 

· Mr. BRATTON. I thank the Senator. 
Let us put them on the dutiable list or keep them on the free Paragraph 1804 does contain a countervailing duty as to 
list, but not let it be contingent upon something that may flooring. Why- should that system apply as to :tlooring and not 
happen in the future. Let us not unstabilize all the manu- apply as to other types of lumber? · 
facturers - of wood. . - think · 
_ That is all I care to say, to call attention to the serious Mr. WALSH of MassachusP.tts. I do not It should 

· d 1 apply to :tlooring. 
character of this countervailing uty proposa · Mr. BRATTON. So the Senator thinks the entire proviso i 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President-- should be stricken out? · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think so. 

chusetts yield to the Senator from Washingto-n? Mr. BRATTON. It seems to me it is wholly incon istent to 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do. 
1\Ir. DILL. I desire to call the Senator's attention to the let it apply to :tlooring and not let it apply to other materials. 

fact that thls amendment simply gives the President authority Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator and I are in 
to negotiate about the matter, and gives Wm authority to issue accord in that view. 
a proclamation. It simply gives the President the power to M.r. NORRIS. Mr. President, I thlnk something ought to be 
do it without the recommendation of the Tariff Commission, said about the danger of Russia overrunning us for some reason 
whlch ordinarily is made first. · or other. 

Mr. wALSH of Massachusetts. Does it not hold up in the The other day the Senator from Oregon [1\fr. STEIWER] had a 
air the lumber and wood-products businesf:! until another conn- great deal to say about the dangers coming to the United States 
try may repeal or modify or change its duties on ·these products on account of Russia sending over a lot of Bolshevik lumber 
from time to time? And will not our' duties and our business and lumber materials and logs, ~nd so forth; ~d we hear it 
relations with these countries be dependent upon some action to-day. Nobody knows what this great Russ1an bugaboo is 
taken by other c_oun.tries in the futur~? _ going to do. It may drive us all into the ocean. 
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The argument made ·by the Senator from Oregon was a very 

peculiar argument. Coming from that source, it · ought to be 
noted. 

The reason "why Russia was going to be able to drive us off 
the face of the earth, and wipe all our manufacturing establish
ments off into the sea, was because she would produce lumber 
so much cheaper, and transport it in Government-owned ships. 
The Government is doing the whole thing. The Government is 
cutting the lumber; the Government is sa-wing it up; the Gov
ernment is hauling it to the seaport; it is shipped in Govern
ment ships; everybody is on the Government pay roll, and we 
are scared to death about it. Yet we have been listening here 
for the last 15 years to denunciations of a few of us who thought 
that municipalities ought to own their electric-light plants and 
their waterworks, because it was always said, "You get into 
that dreadful inertia. There is no private initiative. The Gov
ernment never turns its hand to anything without increasing 
the expense. Efficiency is driven away." And now we are 
scared to death of government ownership of Iumber! 

Why, l\1r. President, how can we think for a moment that 
there is any danger in the government doing these things? A 
government, mind you, has no private initiative. Government 
ownership, the decaying ha-nd of the government, is going to 
drive our bright minds and our private initiative into the 
Pacific Ocean. It is a terrible calamity. • 

I wonder if we are properly frightened at this government
ownership proposition; and I wonder if we are going to be led 
now to vote for a tariff to protect private initiative against 
government ownership. I wonder. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, just a word. 
It was suggested a moment ago that this proposal was 

diredly opposite from the proposition submitted the other day. 
I think it is '<!ntirely different. The proposition the other day 
was to put a tariff on lumber no matter what the action of the 
other country might be. This proposes that if, for instance, 
Canada should take its tariff off we would let its lumber come 
in free of duty, even though it might be produced at a cost of 
four dollars and odd cents per thousand cheaper than ours, 
that there would be no tariff upon that coming in. In other 
words, this cheap lumber will come into this markeft and com
pete with us on the same basis, and entirely upon the same 
basis, as at the present time. 

I think the other plan is very materially different from 
what is proposed here, which simply is that if Canada wants 
her lumber to come into the United States free of duty, all she 
has to do is to take the tariff off of the lumber going into that 
country. And very little of our lumber goes into Canada. 

Mr. BARKLEY. :Mr. President, I want to say just a word 
before a vote is taken on this amendment. 

It strikes me as hardly fair to ask Congress to legislate on a 
subject like lumber so as to make the legislation dependent 
upon the action of any other country. Canada does not need 
our lumber; we do need Canada's lumber. So that whatever 
tariff we levy ought to be based upon our own situation and not 
as a matter of retaliation against some country which levies a 
tariff on an article they do not need to import. The same 
thing is true as to Mexico. 

It seems to me it is unwise to open up the whole subject be
cause of any local situation which exists on a border, because 
this amendment applies to all countries, without regard to 
whether they are in the Western Hemisphere or anywhere else 
in the world. 

In · the next place, I do not like the idea of countervailing 
duties, because they do not make for uniformity of taxation. 
The same article will be coming in from Canada bearing one 

· duty and coming in from Mexico bearing another duty, and 
from every other country which ships lumber into this country 
we will have a different duty levied on it. It strikes me that 
that is calculated to work unfairly toward the people who live 
in a section where the highest duty would be levied on an article. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. HAYDEN. If the Senator will turn to page 253 of the 

bill he will find under " Coal " this provision : 
Provided, That if any country, dependency, province, or other sub

division of government imposes a duty on any article specified in this 
paragraph, when imported from the United States, an equal duty shall 
be imposed upon such article coming into the United States from such 
country, dependency, province, or other subdivision of government. 

And the articles m·entloned in the paragraph are : 
Coal, anthracite, semianthracite, bituminous, semlbituminous, culm, 

·slack, and shale ; coke ; composition used for fuel in which coal or coal 
dust is the component material of chief value, whether in briquets or 
other form. 

I take it from what the Senator says that he is not only 
opposed to the adoption of my amendment but that he will also· 
favor striking this provision out of the bill. 

Mr. BARKLEY. What I say about countervailing duties and 
their unfairness may depend on conditions existing at the time. 
I am not willing to vote here to extend the field of these counter
vailing duties, regardless of their merits or what Congress has 
done heretofore, or what may be in this bill now, and I think 
the effect of the Senator's amendment would be to extend that 
practice. 

I think also the effect might be to nullify precisely what we · 
did last week in regard to the lumber schedule. ' 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. DILL. The difference is that the law now provides a 

counte-rvailing duty against coal, and this simply gives the 
President authority to negotiate to determine whether or not 
he will announce it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand; but if he negotiates and fails 
to bring about a provision in the statute of the foreign country 
lifting this duty from American importations, then be is under 
a moral if not a legal obligation to put into effect the same 
duty levied in the foreign country, and if the foreign country 
wishes to double its duty, or to treble it, then he, of course, 
must follow suit and levy the same tariff. 

Mr. DILL. But we have a countervailing duty on coal. Why 
would the Senator limit it to coal? 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is largely inoperative now; and be
sides the Senate has already eliminated these countervailing 
duties. Very little coal is coming in. 

Mr. DILL. It would come in in great quantities if it were 
not for the duty. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not governed by local conditions in 
my attitude toward a tariff. If I were, my votes would have 
been considerably different from what they have been up to now. 
It would be impossible to tell how high or how low a duty 
might be. You would have a different duty in every port of 
entry under this provision, because of the different character 
of the articles covered by it. 

Mr. DILL. You would have different duties from different 
countries, and you have that situation in regard to coal now, and 
you have it with regard to calcium now. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is not operative now. 
Mr. DILL. It is operative. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I do not agree with the Senator. 
Mr. DILL. In my State, along the Canadian border, it is 

operative all the time. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Under this amendment it will be possible for 

the President, by presidential proclamation, to fix duties even 
higher than those attempted last week in the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Washington of $2 a thousand feet, board 
measure, in the amendment which we defeated, and for that 
reason I do not feel at liberty to take the chance. However 
much I like to vote for any amendment offered by my friend, 
the Senator from Arizona, I do not feel at liberty to take the 
chance in voting to nullify what we did here last week in the 
defeat of the amendment to which I have referred, and even go 
further and do worSe, because under this amendment the Presi
dent might fix the tariff even higher than the figure fixed in the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Washington last week. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator 
from Kentucky or the Senator from Arizona if either of them 
can• tell us why the President has not put into operation the 
present countervailing duty on lumber. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not able to answer. I do not even 
know whether there has been any negotiation in regard to it. 

Mr. HAYDEN. My information comes from the Tariff Com
mission that this provision, which is in the bill, was inserted 
at the instance of the maple-flooring manufacturers of Michigan 
and Wisconsin. Whether the President of the United States 
has ever taken the matter up with Canada or not I do not know. 
All I know is that I found what appeared to me to be a dis
crimination in favor of flooring and as against all other lum
ber, ·and I wanted to remove that discrimination, which I believe 
iny amendment would do. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator referred to the bill. The 
bill merely repeats the provisions of existing law. The act of 
1922 contains provision for a countervailing duty on lumber, and 
I would like to know why the President has n.;>t put it into 
operation. 

Mr. STEIWER. 1\Ir. President, in answer to the question 
just asked by the Senator from Texas, the weakness of the 
present law is that the language limits the retaliatory right of 
this country to just one kind or possibly two kinds of lumber
that is, lumber that is planed on one side and tongued and 
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grooved;· in other words, the existing ·raw includes :flooring and 
ceiling. I can not conceive_ that it covers anyth~g else. . 

There is not a very great amount of that particular material 
brought into this country, and there was no adequate reason 
why the President should have entered into negotiations under 
that law. · . 

The effect of the amendment offered by the Senator from Ari
zona is to take away that narrow restriction and broaden the 
retaliatory provisions, so that the President may, where he 
finds discrimination against American products, enter into nego
tiations and make the proclamation that the law permits. 

Mr. BARKLEY. · l\Ir. President, I should like to inquire 
whether these tariffs against which this amendment is aimed 
are levied as a matter of discrimination against the United 
States, or are they levied on importations from all countries? 
We keep hearing the expression " discrimination against the 
United States." Do Canada and Mexico levy a tariff specifically 
on products coming froll?- the United States and ~o other coun
try, or do they levY a · general tariff law; ·fixing rates upon com
modities coming from all countries? 
· Mr. STEIWER. I hold in my hand the Canadian act, and I 
find that with respect to certain kinds of lumber-so far as that 
is concerned, with respect to all other commodities--:-they have 
three kinds of tariff a British preferential tariff, an interme
diate tariff, and a g~neral•tariff. The countries of the British 
possessions come under the first, and take the lowest rate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is that the Canadian law? 
Mr. STEIWER. Yes. Certain other countries of the world 

come under the second or intermediate tariff. Our country, 
which bas been accepting from Canada over a billion and a half 
feet of lumber for a number of years, comes under the applica
tion of the third or general tariff, which is the highest tariff 
rate under the Canadian law: 

Mr. BARKLEY. But we are in the same category with all 
other countries coming UJ;lder that general tariff? 
· :Mr. STEIWER. With only two or three countries in the 
world. _ 

Mr. BARKLEY. With reference to the countervailing duty, 
of course there is a difference, I think, in the situation where 
a countrY has a surplus and desires to send that surplus to a 
foreign country and finds that that foreign country is dis
criminating against the exportation of the surplus; and a con
dition where a country does not have a surplus, as we do not 
have a surplus of lumber. If we had a surplus of lumber 
in the United States, regardleSs of the surplus which may 
exist in any community-taking the councry as a whole, if we 
had a surplus, and were seeking a market in the counh·ies of 
the world for that surplus, and they discriminated against the 
importation of that product fr~m our country into their _co?TI
trieS I would then say that purely as a matter of retaliation 
-it w~uld be proper to levY a countervailing duty. But that 
situ.ation -does not exist as to lumber. We do not have a sur
plus," do not have enough for -our own n~ and therefore 
are importing lumber from other countries. - It so happens 
that Canada and Mexico are near to_ us. . As I see it, to use an 
old exp~:ession, we should not cut off our nose to spite our 
face, and retaliate agains~ Mexico and Canada on a product 
where we have an insufficiency for. our own needs, based upon 
~my duty they might levY upon _the importation of a product 
from our country into their country of which they themselves 
have a surplus and do not need to import. 
· 1\Ir. STEIWER. If l might make ~ brief answer to the 
Senator's suggestion before I yield to D;lY. frieiJd the Senator 
from Washington--

Mr. DILL. I just wanted to interject this, that when my 
friend from Kentucky says there is not a surplus of lumber 
the Senator is not informed. _ 
· Mr. BARKLEY. For the United States as a whole there is 
not a surplus. . 

l\Ir. DILL. There is a surplus. The timber is dying because 
it can not be used. 

Mr. STEIWER. If the Senator from Kentucky had paid a 
little closer attention to the argument mad.e upon the fiOOJ; the 
other day, he would have noted that there is actually a surplus. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I suppose one might say that if we wanted 
to cut all ou~ timber down and saw it into lumber there 'Youl_d 
be a surplus of lumber, but taking the needs of the country over 
a period of years, there can not now be said to be a surplus of 
timber and lumber in the United States. Otherwise, why has 
the Government taken measures to restrict the destruction of 
our forests? Why not wipe out all laws for conservation and 
let everybody go in and cut down all that fine timber? 

Mr. STEIWER. I wish there- were not a surplus. Under my 
own, conception of the proper handling of the lumber question 
there would not be a surplus. I would be willing to forego the 
foreign market and limit our lumber cut to our domestic needs, 

a situation which, I think, would be most ·belpful in this country, 
but unfortunately there is a surplus. Our importations are less 
than 5 per cent of our total cut. Our exports are over 8 per 
cent of our· total cut. There is a surplus by reason of the :fact 
that in order to provide the amount of lumber necessary for the 
local market of certain classes it is necessary to saw up more 
logs than otherwise would be necessary, therefore there is cast 
upon our market each year in certain of the grades more lumber 
than we can use. · It is an unfortunate condition. 

It would be far better if the American producers of lumber 
could have the American market and would cut only sufficient 
to answer the requirements of the American market. But the 
fact of the matter is that economic pressure upon our timber 
people, with the necessity for forced cutting in order to get 
money for liquidation-for the payment of taxes and the pay
ment of interest and overhead generally is so compelling that 
we do actually cut more timber than we use, and we are on 
the world market now seeking an outlet for these certain grades 
of timber. · 

Our Canadian friends deny us their market. They take our 
market, to the extent of a billion and one-half board feet, bu·t 
they deny us their market. This is not just an idle theory. This 
is a trade fact well recognized by the people who have studied the 
lumber situation. When times are good up on the Canadian 
prairies, when their crops are bountiful and prices favorable, the 
Canadians enjoy their own market themselves, but they do not 
permit us to participate in that favorable market, · except by 
payment of a 25 per cent ad valorem duty. They take it for 
themselves, and then when times become less good in their own 
area they dump the surplus down in the prairie States of the 
United States, and so far as that is concerned in very many 
other places. · 

I do not want to get into an extended discussion concerning 
the matter. I merely rose to explain briefly my view of the 
nature and purpose of the amendment itself and to state what 
I thought to be sound reason why it should be adopted. The 
suggestions made by iny friend the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BARKLEY] rather tend to ·raise the whole question of the · 
lumber tariff, which I hope we will not have to debate over 
again here to-night. I most earnestly feel that a better condi
tion would be brought to our people if we could be put on a 
reciprocal ~rity with Mexico and with Canada and be given an 
opportunity' to dispose of our surplus lines of wood· products 
whenever the economic situation_ c1·eates that surplus "just as 
we permit Canada to do in our country. 

I c·an assure Senators there is nothing we can do for the 
lumber industry that would be so helpful in avoiding waste of 
our natural resources as enacting a law that will increase a 
little the total returns of the industry. The timber ·that is 
cut now is largely a forced cut. It ls a necessity fo~ liquida
tion. It is no violation of confidence to say that I have gone 
to the mills and have asked the lumbermen why it is that theii 
production runs on a certain basis, why it is that they are 
cutting in the way they _do. They take a pe~c~l and a piece 
of paper and say " Our taxes are so much. O~r mortgage is 
so much and the interest is so much. We have to keep together 
the skeleton of our organization, our office organization, our 
foremen in the woods, and our superintendents, and that creates 
an overhead of so much. With the present market p~ice,13 ·it 
takes a certain number of board feet to enable us to liquidate 
those obligations." There is no other way they can make 
liquidation., . _ .. · 1 , 

Undoubtedly, Mr. Pres~dent, if we could somewhat fortify this 
industry by a little increase in ·economic level they would de
crease their cut because, as a matter of fact, most of them ure 
conservationists, most of them do not want to make the cut they 
are now making. Most of them are selling at so narrow a JD..RI:
gin of profit and, in some cases, really at a loss, and they 
prefer not to cut. If we could give the industry just a little 
aid it would develop, as I have said, that most of them are real 
conservationists. They do not want to destroy the timber. 
They live in the hope that they will some day realize more for 
it if they can keep it. · 

To get back to the amendment proposed by the Senator, I 
do not feel that its adoption or rejection is a matter of gravest 
importance to the lumber industry, but I do feel that its adop
tion will open up a field. It will either compel our neighbors to 
take off their tru:iff or else it will give our products protection 
agamst their products. It will do one or the other, and in either 
case it will be helpful. If it opens up the field, as I assume it 
would, because I think our neighbors to the north and south 
would probably amend their laws .to meet the situation, it would 
merely mean " that as to those grades and kinds of lumber of 
which we have a surplus in any event we would have a little 
broader market i!! ~hich to dispose of that surplus and a little 



1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 4635 
better condition for our producers and for the laboring people 
engaged in the industry. -

Mr . .PITTMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregl}n 

yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
Mr. STEIWER. I yield. . 
Mr. PITTMAN. I would like to ask the Senator. a question. 

The Senator does not, I assume, question th~ ~ropriety of CRJ't
ada granting a preferential rate to Great Britam? 

Mr. STEIWER. I do not question the propriety of. it or ~e 
right to do it; but if that kind of tariff arrangement IS had, 1t 
certainly operates to the disadvantage of our own people. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Undoubtedly. But as far as Canada and 
Great Britain are concerned, there is somewhat the same rela
tion as that which exists between the United States and the 
Philippine Islands. 

Mr. STEIWER. That is true. 
Mr. PIT'".rMAN. Now, how many countries have the benefit 

of the intermediate duty? . 
Mr. STEIWER. I can not answer that ques?on exactly. 

There is a considerable number. I have seen the hst. 
Mr. PITTMAN. Are those rates granted to the countries 

under the intermediate rates much lower than those granted 
under the third rate, which the United States has to pay? 

Mr. STEIWER. Appreciably lower. I do,not k~ow what the 
Senator means by the phrase "much lower. Aga~st our ~ate 
of 25 per cent on certain manufactures of wood ~e mtermediate 
rate is 22lh per cent. It is enough lower to give to the other 
countries an advantage in the market. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I certainly h?pe the 
amendment now before the Senate will be defeated. It mvolves 
in large measure the same question that was debated at great 
length when the amendment offered by the Senator from Wash
ington [Mr. JoNES] relating to a duty on lumber w~s ~nde~ con
sideration. The effort is now made to sec~re by mdirecbon a 
tariff duty on certain lumber products which could not be ob
tained directly. It sounds very plausible that. because son;te 
other country imposes a duty against a: commodity produc~ m 
the United States we should therefore impose a like duty agamst 
the products of that country. As suggested by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH], if we are to legislate upon that 
theory, certainly all efforts to ~me. a scientific t~riff must be 
abandoned. The economic cons1d~ra~ons up~n wh~c~ the Cana
dian people impose a duty may .JUStify the rmpoSI.tion by that 
country of a duty upon certain woods lind lumber pr~ucts •. ~ut 
those same arguments can not be made .so far as the unp.ositl~n 
of a like duty upon the same commodity is concerned m this 

country. . te ted · d t I realize there are certain Senators m res m a u y upon 
flooring but let us examine the situation. If the amendment 
is adopted and Canada does not yield .to the diplom~tic negotia
tions and the duty is not repealed which they now Impose upon 
flooring then a 25 per cent duty will be imposed upon flooring 
imported into the United States. The~e i~ not a Senator who 
would rise ·in his place and attempt to JUStify an amendmen~ to 
this bill proposing a 25 per cent ad valorem duty upon floormg. 
As a matter of fact, the provision in the bill on flooring w_as 
stticken out, and it provided for a much 1ower duty than 25 per 
cent. . 

If the -articles contained in this paragraph are entitled to a 
duty, then the duty should be proposed in the form of an 
amendment and Senators should offer fac~s and arguments ~o 
justify the imposition of such a duty by this Government. This 
attempt should not be made to secure by indirection duties 
which can not be secured by presenting the propositions upon 
their merits. 

I wish to point out that all of the countervailing duties, as 
I understand it contain-ed in the bill have been stricken out by 
the Senate. That was done for two reasons: First, because it 
is considered by those who have made a study of the question 
of the tariff that countervailing duties are unscientific in their 
character. In the second place, a request has come from the 
State Department because the provisions for countervailing 
duties now carried in the 1922 law have caused the Depart
ment of State difficulties and friction with other countries. 

It is true that Senators have discussed the question of duties 
which are imposed by Canada and Mexico on the articles in 
these two paragraphs ; but, as has already been pointed out, 
there are other countries which impose duties upon lumber 
and wood products. To adopt this amendment will create a 
confused condition in the trade, because those engaged in it 
will have no information at what moment a duty may be made 
necessary upon some of these numerous commodities by the 
action of some other country with which we have trade re
lations. 

I sincerely hope that in the consideration of the amendment 
Senators will realize the ,implications which are involved in it. 
Let us .not .impose ·by indirection duties upon lumber and wood 
products which could not be obtained if the proposition were 
presented directly to the Senate upon its merits. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, will. the Senator y,ield?· 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr. DILL. I want to call the Senator's attention to the 

fact that while the countervailing duties were stricken out, the 
Senator from Utah [Mr. SMOOT] has stated that he would 
have the matter reopened and recommend that they be kept in 
the bill. It is hardly fair to say that the countervailing duties 
are all out of the bill. ' 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. They were str,icken out by action of 
the Finance Committee itself, and the Senate confirmed that 
action. I am aware of the fact that the Senator from Utah 
has called a meeting of the committee with the object in mind 
of reversing that sound policy and reintroducing into the bill 
all of the countervailing duties that prevail in the existing law, 
but even so that action has not yet been taken by the Senate 
and it ·remains for the Senate to decide whether it will take 
that backward step or not, even if the Finance Committee 
recommends it. 

Mr SMOOT. l\1r. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

y;ield fo the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator is mistaken about the committee 

striking out the amendment covering countervailing duties. I 
received a letter from the State Department after the bill was 
reported to the Senate, asking that they be stricken out, and I 
asked the Senate then to strike them out, and that was donE.> 
without a word of discussion, at the request of the State Depart
ment. Following that, I suppose probablY a dozen Senators 
came to me and said that they hardly thought that was fair 
and wanted to have another vote upon it. Immediately next day 
I gave notice to the Senate that when the bill reached the Sen
ate I would ask for a reconsideration of these particular pro. 
visions, four or five in number. That is the hist{)ry of it. Not 
only that, but I will say to the Senator that I have a number of 
letters now, even after that statement was made, from the State 
Department, and I have called a meeting of the FiJ?-ance Com
mittee for to-morrow morning. I want the committee to be 
advised of just what the letters from the State Department con· 
tain. After the. committee hears the letters, then I would like 
the committee to say what they want us to do. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will yield in just a minute. I am 

glad to ha-ve the correction made by the Senator from Utah, ·but 
neverthel-ess the fact remains that the State Department has re
quested the elimination o:f these countervailing duties, and the 
Senate has responded to that request. Until the Senate itself 
reverses that position, I assume that it is the position of the 
Senate. Now I yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Utah stated that when that was 
done there was not a word sajd about it. The Senator from 
Utah overlooked the fact, however, that I raised the question at 
the time that we took the vote, ·askli:!-g him why this action :was 
to be taken, and I stated then that the State Department had 
asked for it because the existing condition created a great deal 
of confusion. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. I think the Senator is right. When I recall 
the facts, I now remember that the Senator from Ohio did say 
what he has just stated, but that was all that was then said. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask for the yeas and nays upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. At this hour so many Senators are 
out of the Chamber at dinner, that I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, ~nd the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen 
Ashurst 
Barkley 
Black 
Blaine 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brock 
Brookhart 
Broussard 
Capper 
Connally 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Cutting 
Dale 
Dill 
Fess 

Fletcher 
Frazier 
Gotl' 
Goldsborough 
Grundy 
Hale 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hastings 
Hatfield 
Hawes 
Hayden 
Hebert 
Hefiin 
Howell 
Jones 
Kean 
Keyes 

La Follette 
McCulloch 
McKellar 
McMaster 
McNary 
Metcalf 
Norbeck 
Norris 
Nye 
Oddie 
Patterson 
Phipps 
Pine 
Pittman 
Ransdell 
Robinson, Ind. 
R.obsion. Ky. 
Schall 

Sheppard 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson. 
Wheeler 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-one Senators have an

swered to their names. A quorum is present. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas f¥1d nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FESS (when Mr. BINGHAM's name .was called). I have 
been reque~ted to announce tb.flt the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. BrN_GH,A.M] . is unavoidably detained from the Chamber. 
He has a general pair with the junior Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. GLAss]. If the Senator from Connecticut were present 
and permitted to vote, he would vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. McMASTER. I have a pair with the junior Senator from 

Connecticut [1\fr. WALcoTr]. I transfer that pair to the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] and vote "nay." 

Mr. WATSON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
SMITH]. I am unable to obtain a transfer, and, in his absence, 
I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. STECK (after having voted in the negative). I have a 
pair with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosEs], 
but I understand he has not voted. I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] and will permit my vote to 
stand. 

Mr. FESS. I wish to announce the following general pairs: 
The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] with the 

Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] ; 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] with the ·senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] ; 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. GoULD] with the Senator from 

Utah [Mr. KING] ; 
The Senator from illinois [Mr. DENEEN] with the Senator 

from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN]; 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BAIRD] with the Senator 

from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY]; 
The Senator from illinois [l\!r. GLENN] with the Senator 

from South Carolina [Mr. BLEABE]; 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBINSON] with the Senator 

from Mississippi [Mr. STEPHENs] ; 
The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] with the Sena

tor from Wyoming [Mr. KENDRICK] ; and 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. GREENE] with the Senator 

from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS]. 
The result was announced-yeas 34, nays 35, as follows : 

YEAS-34 
Ashurst Hastings Patterson 
Broussard Hatfield Phipps 
Dill Hayden Pine 
Fess Hebert Pittman 
Fletcher Jones Ransdell 
Gotr Kean Robsion, Ky. 
Goldsborough McCulloch Sheppard . 
Grundy McNary Shortridge 
Hale Oddie Smoot 

NAYS-35 
Allen Connally Heflin 
Barkley Copeland Howell 
Black Couzens Keyes 
Blaine Cutting La Follette 
Borah Dale McKellar 
Bratton Frazier McMaster 
Brock Harris Metcalf 
Brookhart Harrison Norbeck 
Capper Hawes Norris 

NOT VOTiNG-27 
Baird Glass Moses 
Bingham Glenn Overman 
Blease Gould Reed 
Caraway Greene Robinson, Ark. 
Deneen Johnson Robinson, Ind. 
George Kendrick Shipstead 
Gillett King Simmons 

So Mr. HAYDEN's amendment was rejected. 

Steiwer 
Sullivan 
Thomas, Idaho 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Waterman 

Nye 
Schall 
Steck 
Swanson 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Wals~Mont. 
Wheeler 

Smith 
Stephens 
Thomas, Okla. 
Tydings 
Walcott 
Watson 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York offers 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 269, after line 3, it is proposed 
to insert the following new paragraph : 

PA.R. -. Spices and spice seeds: (1) Cassia, cassia buds, and cassia 
vera ; cloves, clove stems ; cinnamon and cinnamon chips ; ginger root-, 
not preserved or candied ; mace ; nutmegs ; black or white pepper ; and 
pimento {allspice) ; all the foregoing, if unground; 

(2) anise; caraway; cardamom; coriander; cummin; and fennel 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, this amendment simply car
ries forward an amendment which has already been adopted by 

the Senate-! think without a dissenting vote-putting certain 
enumerated spices upon the free list, because it was manifest 
that none of these spices are produced in this country, and they 
had been put on the dutiable list only for revenue purposes. 
The Senate has already agreed to take them off the dutiable 
list, and now I am simply following up its action. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, this amendment is simply to 
carry out the former action of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the_ 
amendment offered by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, before the result is an

nounced I desire to ask whether: the amendment includes vanilla 
beans? 

Mr. SMOOT. No; it does not. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I ask the Senator.from New York whether 

he will not include vanilla beans? 
Mr. SMOOT. I should not want to have that done. I sug

gest to the Senator that he wait until the bill gets into the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has already declared the 
result. 

Mr. WAGNER. I hope the Senator will offer a separate 
amendment on that subject if he desires to do so. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I offer an amendment, then, to put vanilla 
beans upon the free list. The amendment of the Senator from 
New York has been agreed to. This is a separate amendment. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parlia

mentary inquiry. 
Mr. W AG:NER. I should like to know whether the amend· 

ment I offered has been adopted. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment was declared to 

have carried. 
Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator's amendment has been agreed 

to ; and now I am offering another amendment to put vanilla 
beans on the free list. 

Mr. SMOOT. If we put vanilla beans on the free list, we cer
tainly ought to put tonka beans on the free list, too. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I do not know about that; but vanilla 
beans are not raised in this country. They come from abroad. 
They are used in exactly the same way that these spices are 
us~, and ought to be in the same category. Such is my 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Tennessee, which will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Senator from Tennessee offers the fol
lowing amendment as a new paragraph: 

PAR. -. Vanilla beans. 

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

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, vanilla beans have always been 
dutiable at 30 cents a pound. It is true they are not produced 
in the United States. They are used for making vanilla 
extract. I do not see why they should go on the free list. 

Mr.- McKELLAR. They .8.l'e used in manufacturing these ex
tracts; that is true; but why should we put a tariff on them at 
all? It is not to- protect anything that is produced in this coun
try. They all come from abroad. They are not produced in this 
country, and they ought to come in free. 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course, if we take the beans off the dutiable 
list and put them on the free list, the duty on vanilla- extract 
will have to be decreased. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection to that. My amend
ment relates to the vanilla beans. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Tennessee. 

On a division, the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I will offer the amendment 

again when the bill is in the Senate ; and I give notice right now 
that I am going to have a roll call on it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have not any objection. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I offer the 

amendm·ent which I send to the desk. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 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. 
Mr. COPELAND. I think it is a pity that the amendment 

offered by the Senator from Tennessee was not agreed to. 
The other day, as I understandl we put mustard seed on the 

dutiable list. This was done on the theory that because the wild 
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mustard grows in America it could be used for the purpose of 
making prepared mustard, which is not the case at all. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. 1\:Ir. President-- · 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Senator from New York is 

quite in error about that. The wild mustard, of course is · a 
noxious and pestiferous weed; but the growth in this country 
of the mustard out of which the condiment is prepared is a new 
venture, and it is entitled to consideration as such. I think 
that was a very wise provision. 

I quite agree with the Senator, though, with respect to the 
matter before us. I can see no reason at all why vanilla beans 
should not be on the free list. They are not produced in this 
country at all. 

Mr. SMOOT. They are raising some mustard seed in New 
England. California has been producing over 4,000,000 pounds 
of mustard seed for the last 20 years or more. I can not see 
why it should be on the free list. 

Mr. COPELAND. I regret that I have not my documents 
here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Notice has been given that the 
amendment will be reoffered in the Senate. 

Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator from Massachusetts will 
yield a moment, I would like to say that it is a great mistake 
from the standpoint of those who buy mustard-and tremen
dous quantities of it are used on every table· and in every farm
house in America-to place a tariff upon mustard seed. This 
will mean a material increase in the cost of prepared mustard ; 
and the quantity of American mustard seed which is used in 
the preparation of prepared mustard is infinitesimaL I think 
that both vanilla beans and mustard seed should be upon the 
free list, and when the times comes I shall be glad to vote to 
place them there. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Massachusetts yield? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. 1\foKELLAR. Just one moment. As I understand, all 

of these extracts have a tariff on the manufactured article. 
Every one of the manufactured articles has a duty on it, and 
the manufacturers should be allowed to_have their raw product 
absolutely free, it seems to me; and there ought not to be a 
tariff on them. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1\Ir. President, my amend
ment is to paragraph 1716, on page 261. It strikes out of line 
25 the period, and adds the words " in sheets, · rolls, laps, or 
bales," so that paragraph 1716 will read: 

Mechanically ground wood pulp, chemical wood pulp, unbleached or 
bleached in sheets, rolls, laps, or bales. 

Mr. President, this is a very important amendment. Wood 
pulp comes into this country in bales, rolls, and sheets, and is 
sold to our paper manufacturers. It comes in free of duty. 
There has grown up on the St. John River a practice of send
ing wood pulp in liquid form through pipes under the river 
into the United States, so that one manufacturer of paper 
located on the border has the advantage over all the other manu
facturers of paper by getting his wood pulp under the river 
across the boundary line into this country free of duty and 
ready to be manufactured into paper. The other mills must 
reconvert the pulp bales and rolls into liquid pulp in order to 
make paper. Liquid wood pulp as well as wood pulp in sheets 
is free of duty. The result _is that that one manufacturer has 
the advantage of $7 to $8 a ton in the manufacture of paper 
over the 102 paper manufacturers in this country who ·have to 
ship their pulp in sheets, it being impossible to transport it to 
distances in a liquid state. This one border mill gets its pulp 
in the most perfect condition to make paper. 

The amendment which I seek to have incorporated in the bill 
would exclude liquid pulp from being imported free of duty, 
would subject it, in another paragraph and section, to a duty of 
10 per cent, and permit the wood pulp that is imported in sheets 
to come in free. 

Unless this practice is stopped all the paper mills of the 
country may be forced to go to the border and run pipe lines 
across the border into the border States and destroy the manu
facturing of paper in every other part of the country. It will 
be impossible to build a paper mill anywhere else, because they 
will be able to get this wood pulp in liquid form as they are 
now getting it in one case and going to get it in other locations 
now being considered. It is proposed now to do the same· thing 
at the Soo, Sault Ste. Marie. 

This situation automatically established a differential of $7 
to $8 per ton advantage over the paper mills not so fm::tunately 
located. 

In my own State there are 48 paper mills. There are paper 
mills in every other State of the Union; and this is a very 
serious disadvantage to them. This border mill gets its raw 
material in a better state for paper making. It is a question if 
it is not an infringement of treaty rights between the States; 
but this material being on the free list, there is probably no 
violation of any international right. So the question arises 
now whether we will take this liquid pulp that comes in pipes 
from Canada to the mill upon this side and place a duty on it 
so as to protect the other mills, or whether we will allow-all our 
paper industries to move to the border and have pipe lines 
run across the border and manufacture paper there. 

Let me tell you how serious this situation is. The wood pulp 
that comes in in the form of sheets, after it comes here, has to 
be transformed back to a liquid state ; so the American paper 
manufacturer who buys the wood pulp in sheets is at a great 
disadvantage compared to the one who purchases it in Canada 
in liquid form. The one who buys it in sheets has to have it 
transported over to the mills here, and then put back into 
liquid form. The result is that the American who builds his 
mills along the Canadian border and puts in his pipe line, gets 
his wood pulp in liquid form and makes paper immediately 
therefrom and has an advantage of $7 or $8 a ton. So, it 
seems to me that that situation should be remedied, and it can 
be remedied by providing that the duty-free product shall be 
the wood pulp which is bleached in sheets, rolls, laps, or bales, 
and, inferentially, provide for a duty on wood pulp in the liquid 
form at 10 per cent. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I can not understand the reason
ing of the Senator, as to why this one particular mill, which 
pumps its pulp in, should be put out of commission. All of 
these exceptions the Senator is putting in would come in under 
the free list, would they not? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Of course, the Senator is in 
a delicate political position. I am not seeking to put this mill 
out of commission. I am trying, however, to prevent this one 
mill from putting 102 other paper mills out of commission. 

Mr. HALE. No, I am not in a delicate position. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes; the Senator is. He has 

to choose between one mill in his State and against other mills 
in his State. It so happens that the one mill in his State which 
gets this liquid pulp is a mill owned by Canadian interests, but 
there are other paper mills in the Senator's State suffering as a 
result of the evasion I have pointed out, to the extent of a dis
advantage of $7 or $8, and I suggest that the Senator inquire 
from those other paper mills in his State as to what they think 
about the matter. 

Mr. HALE. I am not in the least influenced by that. It 
seems to me that all wood pulp, however produced, should be on 
the free list if wood pulp is to come in on the free list. It does 
not make any difference whether it is pumped in or comes in in 
sheets. If one is on the free list, the other should be on the 
free list. I think it is only fair to the people who have this 
mill that they should have the same privilege that others have. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Let me read one statement 
before the Senator from Maine defeats this amendment: 

Already Fraser Companies (Ltd.), operating pulp mills, located in 
Canada, with . an output of more than 400 tons daily of mechanical 
and chemical pulp, has availed itself of the loophoie above mentioned, 
which exists by reason of the Canadian embargo on pulp wood and the 
American tariff on book paper. 

That is another important thing. If this Canadian concern 
stayed in Canada and made its paper there, instead of locating 
in Maine, they would have to pay a duty upon the paper when 
it comes ipto the United States, and now they avoid paying a 
duty upon the paper. · 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, is there any otlu~r State 
than Maine which receives its pulp sluiced through a conduit 
under the river? 

Mr. WALSH of Massaclmsetts. No other State. No liquid 
pulp can be transported and therefore this company has an 
advantage that is destructive to other mills. Of course, other 
paper mills will resort to the same methods. 

Mr. HALE. Why the pulp that comes ·in in that way should 
be taxed any more than in any other form, I fail to see. 

1\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. I read further : 
Their Edmundston pulp plant is located on the St. John River oppo

site the most northerly point of the Maine boundary, and on the 
opposite side of the river in the State of Maine a new company or
ganized under the name of Fraser Paper (Ltd.), has established a paper 
mill. 

They avoid the paper duty by doing that. They just take 
their liquid pulp, run it through a pipe, make the paper over 
the bounda1·y line, and escape all paper duties, putting every 
other paper mill in the country at a very serious disadvantage. 
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The pulp of Fraser Compn.nles (Ltd.), was formerly sold in dry rolls 

ns a standard article of commerce, and mostly in the United States 
markets ; but now the pulp mills on the Canadian side and the new 
paper mill on the American side are connected by pipe lines and liquid 
pulp is pumped from the one mill to the other. Each of these pipe 
lines are about 5,000 feet long buried in the ground, except for that 
part which is suspended on the International Highway Bridge. 

1\Ir. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. COPELAND. Is the Senator won-ied about what those 

pipe lines may be used for other than pulp? Is be anxious to 
leave them free for other uses? 

Mr. WALSH of :Massachusetts. I am afraid if they were 
used for the purpose the Senator indicates we probably would 
have some treaty complications. 

Mr. COPELAND. I want to ask the Senator, seriously, what 
is the difference between mechanical and chemical wood pulp? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mechanical wood pulp is the 
wood pulp which bas not been treated chemically, and chemical 
wood pulp is the wood pulp treated chemically. 

Mr. COPELAND. Would they be interfered with by the 
adoption of the Senator's amendment? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No; they would not. The 
only way wood pulp can be transported is in sheets or rolls. 
The water is squeezed out of the pulp, it is hardened and put in 
rolls and transported to our paper mills, and then returned to 
the water spigot before being made into paper. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, where is the work performed on 
wood pulp that is brought into this country in rolls or sheets? 
Is not that work done outside of this country? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is all done out of the 
country. 

Mr. HALE. And less work is done on the liquid pulp made 
outside of the country, is it not? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes; I should say less work 
was done on that. But the work done in Canada to put pulp in 
condition for transportation has to be undone when the other 
mills purchase their pulp in sheets. 

Mr. HALE. So the Senator's amendment is in the nature of 
protection to Canadian or other foreign labor? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. My amendment seeks to pre
vent wood owned by the Canadian company, which is capable 
of being and is made into pulp, from being made into liquid 
pulp and carried in a pipe under the river into the United 
States and made into paper in competition with the 150 other 
paper manufacturers without bearing the duty levied upon 
paper. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, does the Senator say that 
this water or liquid is squeezed out of the pulp in Canada? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes. 
·· Mr. BARKLEY. And then pumped through a pipe into the 

United States under the' river? 
Mr. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. Yes. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Then is it hardened after it gets into this 

country? 
Mr. W .A.LSH of Massachusetts. No; it does not have to be 

hardened, but when brought into the other mills hardened, it 
has to be returned to the liquid form. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Where is it hardened when it comes into 
other mills ; is it hardened in Canada? 
· Mr. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. It can not be shipped other~ 
wise. You can not ship liquid pulp in a freight car by train, but 
you can ship it by pipes across the border, and this means that 
all our paper mills will go along the border. 

Mr. BARKLEY. It might be shipped in tank cars, I suppose. 
Mr. SMOOT. No; in the case of this liquid pulp there is 99 

per cent water and 1 per cent pulp. 
Mr. BARKLEY. What becomes of the water after it gets into 

the United States? 
Mr. SMOOT. They just take the 1 per cent out. 
Mr. BARKLEY. It is watered stock when it comes here, and 

it is dehydrated and becomes pulp. 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes. . 
Mr. W .A.LSH of Massachusetts. This amendment is in the 

interest of the one hundred and forty~odd manufacturers of 
paper in this country, and if we want to do what they think 
is fair for them and prevent the injustices under which they 
are now suffering, we will adopt this amendment. Otherwise, 
we will say to them that they had better do likewise, go and get 
the Canadian pulp, and get a, pipe line from Canada. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, this is the first time in the 
history of tariff making that the less-manufactured article bears 
a higher duty than the manufactured article, or partly manu~ 
factured article. 

Mr. W .A.LSH of Massachusetts. The Senator appreciates the 
disadvantage. It is ruinous, UAfair, ~d if co:ntinued ~d it 

expands means all paper mills must go to the border and obtain 
liquid pulp in pipe lines. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have bad the best attorneys of the United 
States call on me for the last year on this very matter. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator knows that the 
American paper manufacturers are as a unit in favor of this 
amendment 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator mean by " as a unit" ? 
Mr. W .A.LSH of Massachusetts. Except this Canadian con

cern, of course, they are not anxious to surrender their powerful 
advantage. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, if a duty should be put on in this 
way, on the liquid pulp which comes in, that would probably 
lead later on to a general duty on wood pulp, and probably a 
duty on paper, would it not? 

Mr. W .A.LSH of Massachusetts. There is a duty on paper now, 
of course. That is what these people avoid. 

Mr. HALE. On certain kinds of paper only. 
Mr. W .A.LSH of Massachusetts. But this liquid pulp impor

tation is a very serious disadvantage, seven or eight dollars a 
ton, to the 102 other paper mills. 

Mr. HALE. Clearly this would put this particular mill out 
of commission. 

Mr. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. To answer the remark of the 
Senator from Maine, the mill in Maine would not go out of 
business. They would simply get their pulp in bales, the same 
as the other paper mills. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Massachusetts yield to me? 

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

Mr. COPELAND. We have large paper mills in my State, 
the Mohawk Paper Makers, at Cohoes, the Carthage Pulp & 
Board Co., at Carthage; the Mumford Paper Mills, at Mumford; 
the Robert Sair Co., of New York City; and the Defiance 
Paper Co., of Niagara Falls. They all use pulp from Canada. 
I assume from what the Senator says that they get it in sheets. 

Mr. W .A.LSH of Massachusetts. .Absolutely. 
Mr. COPELAND. And that this factory is the only one that 

bas the advantage of a pipe line, and that is quite an advantage 
in these days, since they can pump it direct. What does the 
Senator propose? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They have the advantage of 
two things-first, of getting liquid pulp without having it put 
into sheets. After it is put into sheets it bas to be converted 
back into the liquid state. This plant in Maine with the pipe 
line has that advantage. Secondly, they have the advantage, . 
instead of building their paper factory in Canada, of building 
their factory on this side and escaping the duties upon paper. 

Mr. COPELAND. What does the Senator propose? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I propose to limit the im~ 

portations of wood pulp on the free list to those that come in in 
sheets. I ask the Senator from Utah what his attitude is 
toward this amendment. I am only concerned in the interest of 
the paper industry. I have no personal interest. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is a radical change from any tariff legis
lation that was ever proposed, I think, in any country. I will 
say to the Senator that the representatives of the paper mills 
from Wisconsin and Michigan and most all the Central States 
which have paper mills have been in my office time and time 
again with their attorneys, and I told them I did not know bow 
on earth the matter could be taken care of. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They have found a way 
through this amendment, if the Senator wants to help them. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is a radical change from a protective tariff. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is limiting the privilege of 

bringing in goods duty free. 
Mr. SMOOT. I admit this, that 90 per cent of the wood pulp 

which comes into the United States to-day from Canada comes 
in in the form covered by the amendment. I did not think it 
was that much, but it is. It comes in in this form. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In the form covered by my 
amendment? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Exactly. 
Mr. SMOOT. Are we going to say that a raw material shall 

be taxed 10 per cent and that the article made from it shall be 
duty free? That is a different proposition from anything we 
have ever had. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is possible for minerals 
when ftrst mined to require certain processes of elimination of 
all other products which may be embodied in the minerals 
before they are shipped into this country without a duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. They can ship without duty in that form, and 
then the article made from it would carry a duty, This is just 
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the reverse. I will say to the Senator that it is the only way 
it can be reached. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator says there is an 
injustice being done to the other pa:per manufacturers, but 
because there is some condition about this liquid happening to 
be in a state that has not gone through the process that pulp 
in bales has gone through we can not adopt the amendment. 
That is his theory. 

Mr. SMOOT. It is a change from all tariff practices, all 
tariff ideas, and it is now for the Senate to say whether they 
want to do it or not. What the Senator has stated is absolutely 
correct; there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. WALSH of Ma sachusetts. It really gets down to 
whether we want the paper mills to go up along the St. John 
or St. Lawrence River, or wherever there happens to be on the 
other side some timber which may be made into pulp. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think we bad better have a vote on it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
On a division, the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I shall duly 

notify the American paper industry where to locate. 
Mr. HAWES. Mr. President, I send to the desk an amend

ment which I offer. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will report the 

amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 432, strike out lines 1 to 10, 

inclusive, and insert the following--
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, that relates to an administra

tive feature, and the free list is under consideration now under 
the unanimous-consent agreement. When the bill gets into the 
Senate the Senator can offer his amendment. 

Mr. HAWES. I brought this matter up once before and 
discussed it at some length. My understanding at that time 
was that it should be brought up in the Committee of the Whole 
before the bill was reported to the Senate. 

l\Ir. SMOOT. Not if I understand the amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 

amendment is not in order at this time. 
Mr. HAWES. Let the amendment stand as offered. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be printed and lie on 

the table. 
Mr. COPELAND. l\11·. President, I wish to make reference 

to paragraph 1812, page 279. I am sorry the junior Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] is not here at the moment. 
He was greatly interested in this subject as it relates to 
antiques. I want to ask the Senator from Utah why we made 
the amendment in line 8? By the way, would this be a proper 
amendment now to consider? 

Mr. SMOOT. It would not. 
Mr. COPELAND. I realized that as I spoke, so I shall bring 

it up at a later time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Has the Senator from New 

York any other am€ndment? 
Mr. COPELAND. I want to ask the Senator from Utah 

about free diamonds. Of course, I know that the amendment 
was adopted to prevent smuggling ; but would not the same end 
have been served if a very small duty had been left on 
diamonds? 

Mr. SMOOT. There is a small duty. 
Mr. COPELAND. On diamonds? Paragraph 1668 is the 

paragraph to which I refer. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. Rough diamonds are free, but cut diamonds 

carry a duty of 10 per cent. This is the theory of the duty on 
cut diamonds. All smugglers of diamonds into the United States 
are paid about 6 per cent of the value of the diamonds they 
smuggle. That is the general percentage paid. When they were 
paid 20 per cent, there was something in it for the merchant 
who desired smuggled diamonds brought into the United States. 
The committee decided that it was very much better to have a 
10 per cent duty, and then it would not pay. 

Mr. COPELAND. But is that the rate? 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes; that is the rate we have recommended on 

cut diamonds. 
Mr. COPELAl\TD. I am referring to paragraph 1668, page 256. 

The old number was paragraph 1667, diamonds in rough or un
cut. 

Mr. SMOOT. They are on the free list. We just moved them 
out of the other paragraph and put them here on the free list. 

Mr. COPELAND. This is the criticism which comes to me. 
Should this paragraph become a law, it will place the American 
importer of these diamonds at a great disadvantage because the 
foreign sellers will be in a position to send consignments of 
stones to ultimate American buyers who may retain them as 
they desire and return to the foreign sellers, together with ~ 

check for the stone selected. There would be no charge upon 
the income tax upon the foreign seller and no advantage ex
cept the one mentioned by the Senator in regard to smuggling, 
which I fully recognize. But would not the same purpose be 
served if we placed a very low rate, say, 2 or 3 per cent, upon 
such diamonds? 

Mr. SMOOT. The department thought not, and so did the 
comm,ittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New 
York permit the Chair to state that the amendment would not 
be in order at this time? 

Mr. COPELAND. Will the Senator from Utah oblige me by 
giving thought to the question of whether this small rate might 
not be adequate? • · 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; when the bill gets ~nto the Senate we 
will consider it. 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amend-
ment, which I send to the desk. ' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 
stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On . page 252, line 7, strike out the 
words " acetate or chloride," and ii:Isert " chloride; " and also 
on page 7, line 2, after the word "pound" where it occurs the 
second time, insert " calcium acetate, crude, 21,4 cents per 
pound." 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, the wood-chemical industry 
of our Nation is an industry that is to-day supplying 95 per 
cent of the hardwood charcoal and 85 per cent of the acetate 
of lime consumed and one that bas until recently furnished 
all the methanol used in our country. 

Previous to the late war we were able to supply not only 
the requirements of our own country for the above products, 
but exported large quantities of methanol and acetate of lime. 
The rapid development of the chemical industry of Europe 
since the war has changed this situation and to-day great 
rhemical cartels of Europe are in alliance with their wood
chemical manufacturers whose surplus products are being ex
ported to the United States in increasing quantities. 

A statement taken from the tariff summary shows that the 
exports in 1923 were 21,951,287 pounds. The imports in 1929 
were 24,583,610 pounds, and our exports for 1929 amounted only 
to 101,198 pounds, showing the depreciation. I might say for 
the information of the Senate that these products are made from 
sawdust, waste wood taken from the lumber mills of our country. 
The Stutes which are interested in these duties are Tennessee, 
Kentucky, West Virginia, Mississippi, Pennsylvania, New York, 
Michigan, and Wisconsin. The products that are produced by 
the distillation of wood and sawdust are represented in acetate 
of lime, methanol, and charcoal. The acetate of lime is made by 
taking the lime, mixing it with the distillate taken from the 
wood, and then later if treated with sulphuric acid, results in the 
formation of acetic acid. The acetic acid is the main product 
of the chemical production from this industry in the country at 
the present time. The acetic acid is used in the manufacture of 
silks and the rayon products. 

Unless something· is done, according to the record disclosed 
by the Tariff Commission, the industry will soon go out of 
business in America. The synthetic products that are being 
sold in the markets here from Germany in synthetic acetic 
acid are rapidly taking the American trade, because of the in
ability of the American industry to compete with synthetic 
products shipped here from Europe. The industry is largely 
an agricultural one, belonging to rural sections of the State 
where these industries are located, and is one which directly 
affects the farmers of the country by giving them an opportu
nity to sell their wood, their sawdust and waste _from the mill 
which otherwise would decay and become worthless. The im
ports justify a transfer of this product to the dutiable list. 
I hope it will be the pleasure of this body to protect the in
dustry. Unless it is protected it will, in my judgment, fail 
altogether. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ODDIE in the chair). Does 

the Senator· from West Virginia yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. HATFIELD. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I rise merely to concur in the last , 

statement the Senator from West Virginia made. The State of , 
Michigan has had considerable experience with this product and 
with its production. The undisputable evidence is that unless it 
can be taken from the free list and adequately protected, the do
mestic production is going to disappear entirely. I rise simply 
to concur in the Senator's statement and in his presentation 
of it. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President--

'· 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from West 

Virginia yield to the Senator from New York? 
:Mr. HATFIELD. I yield. 
Mr. COPELAND. I think the Senator is right. We have 

here a product which is put into an airtight chamber-that is, 
wood refus~and out of it comes charcoal, methanol or wood 
alcohol, and acetate of lime. Methanol is taxed at 18 cents a 
·gallon. It is made by exactly the same process as the acetate 
of lime, and at the same rate, 18 cents a gallon, would be 21,4 
cents a pound on the solid lime. If methanol should be taxed 
and is taxed at 18 cents a pound, it is perfectly clear to me 
that acetate of lime should be given the same protection, 
which would be 2% cents a pound. I agree fylly with what the 
Senator says. It is a matter of concern to every State in the 
Union where hardwood lumber is found and is a means of 
salvaging that waste material. 

Mr. SMOOT. MJ. President, I would like to say to the Sen
ator that his amendment calls for 2%, cents per pound. 

The National Wood Chemical Association brings this to the 
attention of the committee and asks for a duty of 1lh cents per 
pound. They figure out just why they ought to have llh cents. 
Their statement also shows that in 1925 there were imported 
4,973,475 pounds, and in 1929 there were imported 24,658,843 
pounds. As to the exports, the situation was just the opposite. 
In 1925 we exported 22,038,213 pounds, and in 1929 the ex
ports dropped to 101,198 pounds. Of course, the mere showing 
is enough to demonstrate that they need a protection; and the 
association in its request made of the Finance Committee asked 
that the article be taken off the free list and given a duty of 
1lh cents a pound. 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, I might say to the Senator 
from Utah that the reason the American producer can not com
pete with the European producer is largely because acetic acid 
is made in Europe synthetically; there it is a by-product; and 
any price which may be obtained for it represents a saving so 
far as their ledgers are concerned. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator from West 
Virginia yield to me? , 

Mr. HATFIELD. I yield to the Senator from New York. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, apparently the only ques

tion is the question of the rate per pound. I desire to say to 
the Senator from Utah that methanol at 18 cents a gallon 
would be 4lh cents a quart and 21,4 cents a pint, and a pint is 
a pound the world around; so that the rate to correspond with 
the methanol rate should be 2:14 cents a pound. I do not know 
why they reach the conclusion that the rate should be 1% 
cents; but they ought to know with what they are satisfied. 

Mr. SMOOT. They state: 
In our opinion, a duty of llh cents a pound will aft'ord necessary 

. protection. We respectfully request that this rate be established. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Senator from Utah 
accept that rate? 

1\lr. SMOOT. This paper is signed "Monta C. Burt, . presi
dent National Wood Chemical Association." 

Mr. HATFIELD. Will the chairman of the committee accept 
that rate? 

Mr. SMOOT. I think we ought to accept it. 
Mr. HATFIELD. Will the chairman of the committee ap

prove of the rate of 1lh cents a pound? 
Mr. SMOOT. , Yes; I think that rate ought to be accepted, 

and- I am perfectly willing to accept it and ·let it go to con
ference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 0DDIE in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. The amendment provides a rate of 21A, cents a 
pound. Is the Senator going to modify the amendment? 

Mr. HATFIELD. I will accept the modification suggested 
by the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend
ment as modified. 

Mr. ]fLETCHER. As I understand the modification makes 
the rate llh cents a pound? 

Mr. HATFIELD. It makes it 1% cents a pound. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I have no objection to that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment as modified. 
The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I offer an amendment, on page 482, to 

strike out lines 24, 25, and 26. 
Mr. SMOOT. Let the amendment be stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 482, it is proposed to strike 

out lines 24, 25, and 26, as follows: 

( 4) Section 2804 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (relating to 
limitations on importation packages 9f cigars)! 

Mr. SMOOT. Under unanimous consent are we only acting 
on items on the free list? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. · The Chair will state that the 
amendment is not now in order under the unanimous-consent 
agreement 

Mr. FLETCHER. I had not understood about there being 
such a unanimous-consent agreement; that was evidently entered 
into when I was absent. Are we now confined to the free list? 

Mr. SMOOT. We are still considering items on the free list. 
:Mr. FLETCHER. And no other amendm-ent? 
:Mr. SMOOT. I do not know whether there are any other 

amendments or not to be offered to the free list. 
Air. FLETCHER. Is the Senator going on with the free list 

until that shall be finished? 
Mr. SMOOT. I desire that we shall continue with the free 

list until it shall be finished. 
Mr. FLETCHER. I withdraw the amendment. I was not 

aware of the existence of the unanimous-consent agreement 
referred to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments 
to be proposed to the free list? 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I have what I regard as a 
very important amendment. It relates to creosote. That article 
is now on the free list. I desire to point out what is the situa
tion in that industry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has the Senator sent his amend
ment to the desk? 
-Mr. COPELAND. I have the amendment, but it is compli

cated, and, if the Chair will bear with me, I will state my 
case and -then present the amendment. My amendment in
volves taking certain items from the free list and then adding 
rather an extensive amendment to the body of the bill. 

Creosote is made from coal tar and is very largely made in 
Great Britain and Germany. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is a preservative of wood. 
Mr. COPELAND. It is a preservative of wood. It is made 

abroad and sold so cheaply in Ame1·ica that there is almost no 
sale for our domestic creo ote. It does not pay our people to 
distill the coal tar to make the creosote. 

The reason why it is made so extensively in Europe is be
cause of the high price of coal, particularly in England, where 
the coal may be $20 or $25 a ton. So all the coal dust that 
is produced by the handling of the coal is made into briquettes. 
Therefore there is a demand for coal tar there which we do 
not have. On that account the creosote becomes a cheap by· 
product of the distillation of the remaining quantities of coal 
tar. 

In our country coal is so cheap that there is not that particu
lar use for the coal tar. Consequently, most of the coal tar is 
burned in the furnaces . 

We imported year before last nearly 96,000,000 gallons of 
creosote. Our domestic production was 97,000,000 gallons; in 
other words, we imported practically the same amount of creo
sote that we produced in the United States. While we were 
importing that tremendous quantity of creosote, we were burning 
in the furnaces 323,000,000 gallons of tar, from which this 
valuable chemical could be made. 

We had a very interesting debate here the other day about 
oil and the importance of having a sale for oil. If we could 
make use of the coal tar which we now burn under the fur· 
naces, there would be a demand for oil to replace it to the 
extent of about 323,000,000 gallons. Stated in another way, if 
we did not burn this tar under the furnaces there would be a 
demand for 323,000,000 gallons of crude oil. If we did not 
burn this tar; we could make use of that much more oil and 
could make use of the tar for making creo ote. That quantity 
of tar would make something over 100,000,000 gallons of creo
sote, which is p1·actically the amount we import into this coun
try. 

So much for the situation as regards the possibilities of pro
duction and the advantage to our country of using the tar. 
Creosote is used in creosoting or preserving timber and almost 
all of that timber is in the form of crossties, piles, poles, cross . 
arms, and construction timber. 

Now, I want to point out that the amendments which I shall 
present do not involve creosote used on the western plains for 
dipping or disinfecting cattle. 

The' amendments have been carefully drawn by the legislative 
counsel, and I trust they will receive the attention and favorable 
consideration of the Senate. I am proposing a 20 per cent ad 
valorem duty and a specific duty of 3 cents per gallon. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator from New 
York know what is the attitude of the committee toward the 
amendment? 

Mr. COPELAND. I should like to ask what is the attitude of 
the Sen!!tor from Utah regarding this amendment. 



1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE -Lt641 
1\Ir. SMOOT. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of 

the Senate to the fact that if we put a duty upon creosote every 
farmer's fence post, every telegraph pole, every tie, every barn
! could enumerate many other things, but those are the prin
cipal ones-would be affected by it. 

1\Ir. COPELAND. Let me say in reply, before the Senator 
goes further, if he will permit me, that out of the timber creo
soted, amounting to a total of 230,000,000 cubic feet, only 6,000,-
000 cubic feet, or one-fortieth of the amount of timber creosoted, 
is such timber as the Senator has just mentioned. 

Mr. SMOOT. But the amendment would affect all the 
creosoted timber that is used for the purposes I have mentioned. 
Then, great quantities of the material are used for disinfecting 
purposes. I have not the figures as to the quantity so used, but 
I can get them and put them in the RECORD. 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me call the Senator's attention to the 
fact that I have excepted material used for disinfecting pur
poses; and that is not involved. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. Then, how could the provision be administered; 
how could the officials of the Government tell whether an im
portation would go into a disinfecting preparation or would be 
u ed for creosoting a tie? It could ngt be done. 

Mr. COPELAND. I want to call attention to the prices. In 
the United States during the last two or three years creosote 
oil sold at a price of from 13% cents to 14% cents per gallon. 
At present the creosote-oil price in Europe is approximately 8 
cents; transportation charges to Atlantic and Gulf ports are 
one-half of 1 cent to 1:1;2 cents. In other words, the foreign 
creosote oil is sold here at a profit of 5 cents a gallon. That is 
to say, it can be brought in, all the charges paid, and sold at a 
profit of 5 cents a gallon. If we were to have the rate I pro
pose placed upon it, it would increase the cost of the foreign 
article from 8 cents a gallon to about 12 cents a gallon. 

The present price is about 14:1;2 cents. That is, the foreign 
article brought in would still be under the price at which the 
article is now sold in this country. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, among the items for which this 
product is used is the treating of wood, the wood-preserving 
industry. That industry in 1929 used, according to the Forest 
Service, a record total of 220,478,409 gallons. I do not know of 
an article in the whole bill where the protests were any stronger 
against an increase of duty upon creosote. 

Mr. COPELAND. Of course, and where do the protests 
come from? They come from the railroads, the telephone lines, 
the telegraph lines. That is where they come from. 

1\lr. SMOOT. Oh, no; Mr. President. 
Mr. COPELAND. They are the ones who buy the creosote. 

All you have to do is look at the figures to know that that is 
the fact. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. They buy great quantities of it. There is not 
any doubt about that. 

Mr. COPELAND. Let me point out that of 230,000,000 cubic 
feet creosoted last year, 116,000,000 cubic feet represented 
crossties. One-half of the total amount of creosoted timber was 
in the form of crossties. Piling amounted to 13,000,000 cubic 
feet; telephone poles, 63,000,00<> c~bic feet ; cross arms, 1,205,000 
cubic feet; and construction timbers, 17,000,000 cubic feet. 

The railroads are the ones who are finding most fault about 
this. In the large quantities they buy creosote there will be 
a demand here for our American creosote. It can be made at 
a price that will make it possible for the railroads to creosote 
their articles with American creosote without any suffering on 
their part. 

I am very confident that it means a whole lot to our country 
to increase the possible sales of crude oil by 300,000,000 gallons. 
The sale of soft coal, the operation of our soft-coal mines, now 
distressed, and the development of an industry of vital interest 
to every community in om· country are involved in this amend
ment. The possibilities of making creosote are widespread, 
reaching into every State. 

I hope that the Senator in charge of the bill will look kindly 
upon this amendment and permit us to accept it. I send for
ward the amendment. It is so complicated that I should like 
to have this assurance from the Senator from Utah before I 
take the ,time of the Senate to go into the details regarding it. 
It involves a dozen changes, all worked out by the Legislative 
Drafting Bureau and the chemical experts who know about 
these things. 

What is the attitude of the Senator? 
Mr. SMOOT. I could not agree to put any duty upon creo· 

sote without a vote of the Senate. 
1\fr. COPELAND. Well, let us have a vote of the Senate. 
Mr. SMOOT. I am willing to have a vote of the Senate. If 

the Senator desires, I will suggest the absence of a quorum and 
we will have a vote. 

1\Ir. COPELAND. All right. Would the Senator be willing 
to take it to conference? 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not want to do that, Mr. President, because 
I know that the conferees of the House would not agree to it. 

Mr. COPELAND. Very well. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen Goldsborough McMaster 
Barkley Grundy McNary 
Black Hale Metcalf 
Blaine Harris Norbeck 
Borah Harrison Norris 
Bratton Hastings Nye 
Brookhart Hatfield Oddie 
Broussard Hawes Overman 
Capper Hayden Patterson 
Connally Hebert Phipps 
Copeland Heflin Pine 
Couzens Johnson Pittman 
Dale Jones Robinson, Ind. 
Fess Kean Robsion, Ky. 
Fletcher Keyes Schall 
Frazier La Follette Sheppard 
George McCulloch Shortridge 
Goff McKellar Simmons 

Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy Senators have answered to 
their names. There is a quorum present. The question is on 
the amendment of the Senator from New York, which will be 
stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERIC On page 253, line 20, after " centum," 
insert "and more than 15 per centum." 

On page 253, line 25, after " centigrade," insert " and more 
than 65° C." 

On page 253, line 25, strike out all after " xylene," down to 
and including " oil," on page 254, line 1. 

On page 254, line 3, strike out all after "water-gas tar," down 
to and including "pitches " in line 8 and insert: 

All tar acids and tar-acid oils containing 50 per cent or more of tar 
acids by volume and not provided for in paragraph 27 or 28. 

On page 254, line 11, strike out " or 28 " and insert ", 28. or 
99." 

On page 35, after line 2, insert : 
PAR. 99. Dead or creosote oil; anthracene, and anthracene oil, con

taining 15 per cent or less of anthra'cene; naphthalene and naphthalene 
oil, which after the removal of all the water present has a solidifying 
point of 65° or below; all distillates (not provided for in paragrapns 
27, 28, or 1651) of coal tar, blast-furnace tat·, oil-gas tar, or water-gas 
tar; all mixtures (including solutions) of any of the foregoing; all mix
tures (including solutions) of any ·of the foregoing with any tar or tars 
or mixtures thereof or pitches therefrom ; and all mixtures (jncluding 
solutions) of any of the foregoing with petroleum or its distillates or 
residues; all the foregoing, 20 per cent ad valorem and 3 cents per 
gallon. 

On page 11, line 6, after" paragraph," insert "99 or.'' 
On page 11, line 8, after "paragraph," insert "99 or.'' 
On. page 11, line 18, after "28," insert ", 99,". 
On page 12, line 7, after "paragraph," insert "99 or.'' 
On page 13, line 20, after" 27," insert ", 99,". 
On page 14, line 1, after "27," insert ", 99,". 
On page 17, line 8, after "28," insert "99,". 
On page 17, line 10, after "28,'' insert "99,". 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
COPELAND]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The schedule is still · beforP. the 

Senate as in C~mmittee of the Whole and open to amendment. 
1\It·. LA FOLLETTE. l\Ir. President, I offer the amendment 

which I send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The LroisLATIVE CLERK. The Senator from Wisconsin offers 

the following amendment : 
On page 267, after line 24, insert the following new paragraph : 
"PAR.-. Scientific instruments, apparatus, and devices of a kind not 

offered for sale in the United States by domestic producers, and im
ported for research purposes by any college or university, and not for 
sale, subject to such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe." 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I can state very briefly 
the purpose of this amendment. 

The objective of ·the amendment is to permit colleges and 
universities in the United States to import, free of duty, instru
ments, paraphernalia, and apparatus intended to be used for 
research purposes, and not for sale, when articles of a similar 
kind are not offered for sale in the United States. In other 
words, as the amendment is now drawn it would not affect any 
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of the scientific instruments which are offered for sale in com
mercial quantities in the United States manufactured by do
mestic producers, lJut it would relieve colleges and universities 
of the necessity of paying a high duty upon instruments and 
scientific apparatus intended to be used for research purposes 
which are not manufactured in this country in commercial 
quantities. 
· The purpose of the amendment is so obvious, an.d it seems 
to me that its merit is so clear, that I do not desire to take 
any further time of the ·Senate in discussing it. 

l\fr. COPELAND. l\fr. President, I desire to be clear about 
what the Senator has in mind, and what the real significance 
of the amendment may be. Do I understand that it does not 
apply to any instrument which is made in the United States, or 
which might be purchased here? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I could not say that it would not apply 
to any instrument which might be produced in this c~mnt17 ; 
but, as the amendment is now drawn, a college or umvers1ty 
desiring to import certain scientific instruments could not im
port them free of. duty under this amendment if they are offered 
for sale in the United States in commercial quantities. 

Mr. COPELAND. Suppose a university desired to purchase 
a dozen microscopes. Could they go to Zeiss, in Germany, and 
buy those microscopes, and import them without duty? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not familiar with microscopes, 
but I assume that they are produced in the United States. The 
microscope is a very common article. 

l\fr. COPELAND. Yes. . 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Under my amend~ent as it has been 

modified since I originally had it printed and ordered to lie on 
the table, they could not import those foreign-ma~e microsc~pes 
free of duty if micrescopes were manufactured m the Umted 
States in commercial quantities. 

Mr. COPELAND. Just what does the Senator mean by "in 
commercial quantities "? There are scientific instruments which 
are made on order which are not in popular demand, but which 
could be made, an instrument which could be made in an in· 
strument house in the United States. Suppose that some instru. 
ments were made in Berlin or Vienna, perhaps not in commercial 
quantities, as the Senator says, but instruments which are 
kept in stock over there but which could be made here. Would 
it mean that the Senator would permit the university to bring 
in that article from abroad, even though it might be made · 
here-an instrument of equal scientific worth? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the language of the 
amendment, I believe, is plain, and I think the terminology 
would not be difficult to interpret. If the instrument is offered 
for sale in the United States, it would not come within the· 
purview of this amendment. If, ·however, it were some special 
piece of apparatus which could possibly be made in the United 
States but which is not offered for sale in the. United States, 
a .uni~ersity desiring to import such an article from a foreign 
country could do so without paying a duty upon it. The Sen
ator sees of course, that the objective of my amendment is to 
relieve the universities and colleges, where they are importii:tg 
these articles for purely scientific research purposes, and not for 
sale, from having to pay a high duty upon instruments or 
apparatus of a scientific character which is not · offered for sale 
in the United States. 

Mr. COPELAND. l\fr. President, if I understand the Senator 
and the purpose of his amendment, I think I have no objectidn 
to it, but I want to be .clear about it. Did the Senator origi
nally intend to permit the importation of any scientific instru
ment by universities without the payment of a tax? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The amendment as it was originally 
introduced and printed and ordered to lie on the table d.!d p_ro
vide that any instrument imported for research or screntific 
purposes by a college or university should come in free of duty, 
but I have discovered that a great many Senators have objec
tions to the amendment in that form, and therefore I have 
modified it to meet those objections. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a ques
tion? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I gladly yield to the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. FESS. As I heard the amendment read, I interpreted it 

to cover the case where a college or university is compelled to 
buy a foreign product because it can not get it here. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I wan~ to ~e perfect~y 
frank about it. For instance, suppose the Umvers1ty of OhiO 
wanted to buy a certain very delicate scientific instrument for 
research .purposes. If they did not find that it was manufac
tured in the United States and was not offered for sale here, 
they could go abroad, where the article was manufactured, and 
import it free of duty. But ~e Senator from. New York 
raised the question as to whethe~ 1t would apply to mstruments 

·which could be made here. I - do Intend thaf it' should apply 
to appara,tus which is not manufactured and offered for sale 

'in the United States, because it does not ·seem to me that we 
should penalize the research in our colleges and ·universities 

1 in order to give an opportunity to certain manufacturers · to 
make at very great expense a special. piece of apparatu , when 
it may be purchased abroad, where it is manufactured for sale. 

' Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to call attention to the 
wording of the act of 1913, and then tell the Senate what 
result followed. Paragraph 573 of the act of 1913 provided as ' 
follows: · 

PAR. 573. Philosophical and scientific. apparatus, utensils, instrumants, 
and preparations, including bottles and boxes containing the same, spe
cially imported in good faith for ·the use and by order of any society or 
institution incorporated or established solely for religious, philosophical, 
educational, scientific, or literary purposes, or for the e·ncouragement 
of the fine arts, or for the use and by order of any college, academy, 
school, or seminary of learning in the United States, or any State or 
public librnry, and not for sale, and articles solely for experimental 
purposes, when imported by any society or institution of the character 
herein described, subject to such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senator does not 
contend that my amendment is on all fours with that provision? 

Mr. SMOOT. I wanted to call the Senate's attention to the 
difference, and also the result that followed this provision. 

Under this pru.·agraph the universities of the United States 
imported scientific apparatus and sold them to the students. A 
little over half of all the importations into the United States 
came in under that paragraph free of duty, and in checking the 
matter up the Government found that they came in and were 
sold direct to the students, or were sold direct to somebody who 
was interested in that particular class of instruments. 

I do think that the amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin 
is a great improvement over the provision of the act of 1913. Of 
course, the original ameJ?.dm~nt, as the Senator had it printed, 
never would have done at all, because the same thing would have 
happel!ed under that that happened under the act of 1913, and 
perhaps would have gone further. 

I think this could be construed to mean just exactly what the 
Senator and perhaps every Senator in the Chamber would agree _ 
to ; that is, that scientific instruments, apparatus, and devices of 
a kind not offered for sale in the United States by domestic pro
ducers and imported for research purposes by any college or 
university might be sold subject to the rules and regulations the 
Secretary of the Treasury might prescribe. 

Perhaps the Secretary could provide rules and regulations 
which would obviate the very things which did occur under the 
act of 1913. I am quite sure that the Senator would not want 
that to happen again under any amendment. 

What I say to the Senator is that if this can not be evaded, I 
am in full sympathy with the amendment. I am perfectly will• 
ing that it Ehall go to conference, and then I shall· ask the Treas· 
ury Department to examine it carefully, and if the department 
feels that this wording is sufficient to guard against what hap· 
pened under the 1913 act, I shall insist that it be agreed to in 
confe1;ence. But if there is any doubt about its administration 
I think the Senator would not object if I yielded on the item. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, of course, I belie.ve that 
the Senator will do his best to see that the amendment and the 
intent of the amendment are carried out in the conference 
report. 

Inasmuch as the Senator has referred to the 1913 act, I 
would like to point out that this amendment is much more lim-.. 
ited than the 1913 provision. This is limited to colleges and uni
versities in the first place, whereas the provision mentioned by 
the Sen~tor includes all sorts of societies and organizations. 
The Treasury will be dealing with very responsible individuals 
when they are dealing with the heads of colleges and univer· 
sities in this country. 

I have sufficient confidence in the personnel of tho e educa
tional institutions to believe they would faithfully live up to 
the regulations which were prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury for the carrying out of this provision. 

In the second place, it seeJ:ILS to me, it would not be at all 
difficult for the Treasury Depa1·tment to promulgate rules and 
regulations which, if honestly lived up to, would prevent any 
violation of the intent of the provision. 

l\fr. SMOOT. That is w'hy I say to the Senator that I 
think perhaps the Secretary of the Treasury, being authorized 
to make rules and regulations, could overcome just what hap
pened under the 1913 act. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I am sure the Senator from 
Wisconsin will not take it amiss if I s-uggest a little change in 
the language. In his amendment it is provided : 
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Scientific instruments, apparatus, and devices of a kind not offered 

for sale in the United States. 

. We have two microscopes, · one the Bausch-Lomb, made in 
the United States, and one, the Zeiss, made in Germany. This 
might be interpreted, where it says " of a kind. not offer~~ for 
sale" to mean that they might not offer the Ze1ss, a particular 
"ki~d," for sale,' but that is· not what the Senator has in mind. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the Senator must assume 
that the law will have a reasonable interpretation and a reason
able enforcement, and the provision gives to the Secretary of 
the Treasury full authority for the promulgation of rules all:d 
regulations under which importations are to be made under thts 
provision. Therefore the Senator certainly must assume that 
the Treasury Department will promulgate rules and regula
tions which are reasonable in character, and if those rules and 
regulations are reasonable in character, such an evasion of the 
intent of the provision as the Senator suggests could not take 
place. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, would the Senator consider 
this language?-

A scientific instrument or piece of apparatus intended for a specific 
scientific use, and not offered for sale? 

That would cover what he has in mind. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, it would seem to me that 

it ~d be much better for the amendment to express the gen
eral intent of the Congress, and then permit the Secretary of 
the Treasury to issue rules and regulations which would carry 
out that intent. If the Senate attempts now to write hap
hazard phraseology on the floor of the Senate, we will simply 
get into a mystic maze which even the conference committee 
will not be able to unravel. 

Mr. COPELAND. That will not be the only thing the 
conference committee will have to unravel. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If the Senator will permit me, this 
amendment was drawn in collaboration with the legislative 
counsel, and I believe that if the Senator will permit it to go 
to conference, in view of the statement made by the Senator 
from Utah, we certainly can feel amply pr.otected that this 
amendment will not be contained in the conference report 
unless first of all the Treasury Department approves the 
phraseology, and, in the second place, informs the Senator from 
Utah that it believes the amendment is workable in character. 

I think that with that statement standing on the RECOB.D at 
the time the amendment is under consideration, the Senator 
from New York may feel assured that the violations of the 
intent of this paragraph which he now fears will not take place. 

Mr. COPELAND. ~fr. President, my purpose in speaking at 
all was to bring out the discussion which we have had, to make 
clear exactly what the Senator has in his mind. I could not 
have supported the amendment as it was first presented, bef?re 
the Senator modified it this evening. But with the explanation 
which has been made, and with the understanding we have 
that if a specific instrument used for a particular purpose can 
be f~und in the United States, one shall not be looked for in 
some remote part of the world, I have no objection. That, 
he assures me,. is exactly what the Senator has in mind. That 
being the case, I am perfectly willing to have the ~endment 
adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The schedul~ is still in Committee 

of the Whole and open to amendment. There being no further 
amendment--

1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I suggest that befo~ 
the bill is reported to the Senate we should have a quorum 
present. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. The administrative features of the 
bill are still open to amendment in Committee of the Whole. 
If ·there be no further amendment to be offered t.o Schedule 17, 
the administrative featur~ are now in Committee of the Whole 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the amendment I suggested 
a moment ago is in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida offers 
the amendment which the Secretary will report. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 482 strike out lines 24, 25, 
and 26 in the following language : 

(4) Section 2804 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (relating to 
limitations on importation packages of cigars). 

Mr. FLETCHER. That has reference to the provision in the 
bill as passed by the Bouse which repeals--

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, we have already bad. up the ad
ministrative features and amendments thereto. 

Mr. FLETCHER. This is under a separate section. It refers 
to repeals. · 

Mr. SMOOT. · Yes; I know what it refers to . 
. Mr. FLETCHER. It is not a committee amendment. It is a 

provision in the Bouse text which I am seeking to strike out. 
Mr. SMOOT. I see it is not an amendment which has been 

acted upon by the Senate. It is an amendment to subsection ( 4) · 
of paragraph 647 as passed by the House and also as reported 
to the Senate. 

The VJCE PRESIDENT. The amendment is in order. The 
Senator from Florida is recognized. 
. Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, section 2804 of the Revised 
Statutes bas been in effect since July 28, 1866. Nearly 70 years 
ago that statute was written upon the statute books of the 
United States and it has been in force and effect ever since. 
Now it is proposed to repeal it. The House provision in the 
bill would repeal that section of the Revised Statutes which 
was enacted in July 1866. The effect of the repeal would be to 
do away with the requirement of the law which has been in ' 
effect all these years and about which we have heard no com
plaint until recently. The mail-order houses have taken it up 
and they wish to abolish it. It provides that manufactured . 
cigars may not be imported into the United States in boxes 
containing more than 500 and in packages containing less than 
3,000. 

If the provision is repealed it will enable the importation of 
cigars from foreign countries in any sort of packages or any 
sort of boxes. A box of 25 cigars or 50 or 100 cigars could 
come in separately and distinctly. That, of course, means a , 
direct drive on the box trade of the cigar manufacturers of the 
United States. 

There is one c;gar factory in Tampa making clear Havana 
cigars. There are various other factories in New York, Penn
sylvania, Massachusetts, and other parts of the country, cer
tainly in Key West and perhaps in Miami, Jacksonville, and 
Tampa, all manufacturing clear Havana cigars. Havana to
bacco is imported into the United States from that choice belt 
where the finest tobacco in the world is grown, and nowhere 
else in that region in Cuba not far from Habana. 

That identical tobacco is imported into the United States and 
purchased here by the cigar factories and manufactured into 
clear Havana cigars. The Government has gone so far as to 
provide Government inspectors, who inspect the tobacco when 
it comes in and follow it all the way through to the manu
factured product, so that they are prepared to certify that the 
cigars contained in. these boxes are made from clear Havana 
tobacco imported into the United States. There is no chance 
therefore for any fraud or any imposition, even if there was 
any disposition on the part of the manufacturers to impose upon 
the purchaser alleged Havana cigars that are not in reality 
Havana cigars. They are made here in bond. 

The tobacco comes in bond. It is followed by the Govern
ment inspectors into the manufactured product, and then it is 
certified as having been made as represented of clear Havana 
tobacco. So we have in this country manufacturers of cigars 
who make as fine cigars as can be made in the world, out of as 
fine t.obacco ·as can be produced in the world, and sold, of 
course, largely to -the box trade; that 'is, they ·are ordinarily 
sold in boxes. 

If the provision under discussion remains in the bill, people 
who have been accustomed to buying their Havana cigars manu
factured in the United States, especially those who have a sort 
of hallucination that they can only get the choicest things to 
be had from some foreign country, will buy by the box of 25, 
50, or 100 in the competing market of Habana. There is a 
large number of Americans manufacturing Havana cigars in 
Habana. They would like to have this section repealed, be
cause they could then sblp their cigars here in packages of less 
than 3,000, but it would seriously interfere, in my judgment
and I am saying this not so much at the instance of Tampa 
manufacturers as on my own responsibility-with the box trade 
of the cigar manufacturers in the United States. People would 
order their cigars by the box from Habana, whereas now they 
can only get them by taking packages of 3,000 cigars. That 
would take away from the American manufacturer the box 
trade to a large extent. In Key West and Tampa, especially, 
there are manufacturers in Florida of the clear Havana goods 
manufactured in bond and certified by Government inspectors, 
handmade by the most skillful labor under the choicest condi
tions of manufacture. 

They are engaged in the industry and if we keep this provi
sion in the bill we are going to take that trade away from the 
American manufacturers and pass it on . to Babana. I think that 
is not right. We think we have had this statute on the books 
all these years and it has been giving satisfaction, and now, 
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very largely because Americans have gone to Habana and opened 
up factories of their own down there with local labor instead of 
employing American labor, and are manufucturing cigars 
there, they would like to have their cigars come in here and 
take this market. 

There may be other reasons for it. The parcels-post busines-s, 
the mail-order houses and people of that kind may want tv 
have this done. But I am looking at it from the standpoint of 
our manufacturers. There is one cigar-manufacturing plant in 
Tampa that pays to the Government of the United States over 
$460,000 in customs duties, in stamp taxes, income tax, and so 
forth. They pay to the Government out of their pockets $460,-
000 every year. Is it worth while to have some regard for 
that industry? One factory does that, and there are other fac
tories engaged· in the industry in Tampa as well. Anothei· fac
tory pays over $300,000, and another one over $200,000 into the 
Treasury of the United States every year. Is it worth while 
to have some regard for their interests or shall we take care 
of the manufacturer in Habana of Cuba and say that w~ are 
going to change this law which bas been in effect for over 60 
years, and that we are going to allow them to ship into th.e 
United States their manufactured products, contrary to all poli
cies which have prevailed in the past, at their ~wn will and 
in any size package they may see fit to put up? 

That is the whole story. 1 am not going to take the time to 
elaborate on it. I say it wfll take away from· the American 
manufacturers of clear Havan~ goods the box trade to a very 
large extent and pass that trade on to Habana. I do not think 
it is fair· I do not think it is just; I do not believe it is con
siderate t~eatment of Americans who have invested their money 
and property in these plants and are paying American wages 
and are paying to the United States Government these large 
amounts of revenue every year, through the customhouse and 
through the special stamp tax and otherwise. I think the 
Senate, in view of these circumstances and out of a desire to 
treat fairly American institutions and American manufacturers, 
ought to agree with me that the provision of the bill ought to 
be stricken out and the statute left as it has been for all theSe 
years. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the House bill repeals section 
2804 of the Revised Statutes, which provides that cigars may not 
be imported in packages containing less than 3,000. Incidentally, 
through a ruling of the Treasury Department, the section has 
been construed to apply to cigarettes. The Senate committee 
concur in the repeal of the section. Because of the peculiar eco
nomic conditions the provision operates as a discrimination 
against the Republic of Cuba almost exclusively, although it is 
general in its application. This restriction has for years been 
the obStacle to the conclusion of a permanent parcel-post con
vention with Cuba. The Cuban Government, pursuant to the 
option contained therein, has abrogated the temporary parcel
post agreement negotiated November 2, 1925, and the postal as 
well as the customs revenues have been seriously affected by 
this action. The exchange of parcel post between the United 
States and Cuba should be restored, and it is believed that 
rem·oval of this limitation will hasten that action. 

This is based on a statement that was prepared by the 
Treasury Department and presented to the Finance Co~ttee, 
and upon this statement, I will say to the Senate, was based 
on the action of the Finance Committee in refusing disagree
ment to the section as adopted by the House. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. W .A.TSON. Does the Senator think this practice is rea,lly 

inimical to the c4,ooar interests of Florida? Is it injurious or 
is it not? 

Mr. SMOOT. The existing law· contains the provision that 
cigars may not be imported in packages containing less than 
3,000. Three thousand cigars weigh more than the alloted 
weight which may be carried by airplane. The Cuban Govern
ment has taken the II13.tter up with the Government of the 
United States, but of course our Government can not do any
thing until the law is changed. 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly not. 
:M'r. SMOOT. It is only a question of policy. As to what the 

Senator said in relation to competition, if we agree to the pro
vision reported by the committee, I am quite sure that there 
will be no more cigars imported into the United States than 
are imported at present. Based upon the request of the Post 
Office Department and upon the statement that came to the 
committee, if this section of the Revised Statute shall be re
pealed, then we will have a parcels-post convention agreed to 

by Cuba and the United States. I do not know that I can say 
anything more about it. 

·Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I want to ask the Senator whether 
the provision in the bill is not in accord with the recommenda
tion of the Postmaster General? ~ He spoke to me about some 
provision having destroyed the parcels-post business with Cuba. 

Mr. SMOOT. This is the matter he had in mind, I suppose, 
because that has been the position taken by the Postmastel" 
General. I think it is a question for the Senate to decide 
whether it wants to repeal section 2804 of the Revised Statutes 
or not. I merely make the statement to the Senate as to what 
the effect will be because of the fact that the department called 
it to the attention of the Finance Committee and virtually made 
a statement similar to the one I have made. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I offer an amendment, which I ask the 

clerk to read, and I call the attention of the Senator from Utah 
to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The LmiSLATIVE CLERK. At the appropriate place in the bill 

it is proposed to insert, as a separate section, the following: 
The Secretary of Commerce is hereby directed to cause to be collected 

for the several customs districts statistics showing the movement of 
commerce through the ports in such districts in such manner as will 
indicate whether industries enjoying high protection under the tari.t! 
laws of the United States are utiliz.ing American vessels to the greatest 
possible extent or are preferring foreign vessels, and to submit a report 
thereon annually to Congress. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I understood the Senator 
would have Iio objection to that amendment. 

Mr. SMOOT. I wish the Sena,tor would allow it to go over 
until to-morrow. ·I thought I had a report upon it, but I have. 
not received it. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well, that will be satisfactory to me, 
but I P,ope the Senator will accept the amendment. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator can offer it when the bill reaches 
the Senate. 

·Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, some time ago I proposed an 
amendment and had it printed, which I now wish to modify. 
On page 309, after the period in line 9, the amendment pro
poses the addition of the following sentence: 

In designating the chairman, commissioners of different political 
parties shall be designated alternately. 

I wish to modify the amendment by inserting, after the word 
"chairman," the words "and the vice chairman," so that the 
amendment will read : 

In designating the chairman and the vice chairman, com.missioners of 
diJrerent political parties shall be designated alternately. 

The Senator will recall, as of course by reference it may be 
seen, that under section 330, subsection (c)-

The President shall annually designate one of the commissioners as 
chairman and one as vice chairman of the commission. 

I wish by the amendment which I have proposed to require 
that the chairman and vice chairman of the commission shall 
be designated alternately between the political parties.. 

Mr. SMOOT. Does not the wording in subsection ( t•) pro
vide for what the Senator desires? It reads : 

The President shall annually designate one of the commissioners as 
chairman and one as vice chairman of the commission. 

Mr. GEORGE: Yes. 
Mr. SMOOT. What change does the Senator want to make 

in that provision? 
Mr. GEORGE. I am proposing that the President be re

quired to alternate between the two political parties. Section 
330 as the Finance Committee has reported it and, indeed, under 
the present law, not more than three of the commissioners shall 
be members of the same political party, and in making the ap
pointment -the members of different political parties shaH be 
appointed alternately as nearly as may be practicable. 

I am proposing that in designating the chairman and vice 
chairman of the commission the appointments shall be made 
alternately between the members of the two political parties 
represented on the commission. 

M.r. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have no objection to the 
amendment being agreed to at this time. 

The VICE PRESLPENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COPELAND. I offer the amendment whitro I z:tend .for

ward to the desk. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 

offers the amendment, which will be stated. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. In paragraph 461, on page 364, after 

line 7, it is proposed to insert the following as a new section: 
(b) If articles named under Title II of this act, loaded in railroad 

freight cars and imported from a contiguous foreign country, are sub
j ected to inspectio·n as provided in this section, all expense incident to 
the movement of the car to and from the place of inspection, unloading 
and r eloading of the car, or expense othet:wise made necessary by the 
inspection, shall be paid from funds appropriated for the administra
tion of this act: Provided, That the inspection disclosed no evidence 
of an intention to evade the customs laws of the United States, or of 
a purpose to introduce articles the admission of which is punishable 
by law. 

Mr. SMOOT. If I caught correctly from the reading the 
meaning of that amendment, it would provide that the Govern
ment of the United States shall pay the cost of the inspection, 
but nearly all the cases of the character referred to by the 
Senator's amendment are cases where the parties are undertak
ing to smuggle goods into the United States, and in those cases 
they ought to pay and the Government ought to make them pay 
the expense of the inspection. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, the amendment provides 
for that. I wish to call attention to the fact that my amend
ment was introduced at the request of the New England Traffic 
League, of Bo ton, the Detroit Board of Commerce, the Ship
pers' Conference of Greater New York. the Merchants Asso
ciation of New York, and a great number of chambers of 
commerce. 

This is what is happening: Until 1928, whenever a carload of 
pulpwood or other cargo from C3?ada ~as stopped, the ~ar 
put on a siding, and held for an m~;pecbo_n, unless somethmg 
contraband was found the Government paid the expense. By 
a ruling of the customs officials in 1928 it was determined that 
the shippers should pay the cost. 

This is what happens under the present ruling: A trainload of 
pulpwood comes down from Canada, crosses over at Buffalo 
or somewhere else. If the customs officials are suspicious that 
there may be · liquor aboard, they take out of the train three 
or four cars, perhaps a half a dozen cars, and hold them upon 
the siding. They then open the cars, overhaul the contents, 
and then charge the cost against the shipper. It costs the 
shipper about $27. 

It can be seen that if there are four or five carloads held up, 
at $27 each, all the profits of the business are gone. There 
can be no doubt in the world of the right of the Government 
to make the search; nobody questions that. There is no 
doubt of the power of the Government to make the charge 
against the shipper. But it certainly is an unfair thing for 
men engaged in legitimate business to be held up in this way, 
inconvenienced, and then charged for the entire cost of the 
inspection. 

At the suggestion of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GIOORGE] 
and the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH], I added a proviso 
at the end of the amendment, that in the event any contraband 
or something which ought not to be brought into the country 
should be found in the car, then the charg.e should be made 
against the shipper. He would be liable, too, to the legal pen
alty that would follow. 

As I have said, the New England Traffic League, the Detroit 
Chamber of Commerce, and other commercial bodies have asked 
for this amendment. I am sure the Senator from Utah will be 
glad to accept the suggestion. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; Mr. President, I do not think I can do so. 
The right which the Government has is not now abused in any 
way, shape, or form. An inspection is never made unless there 
is strong suspicion of fraud, and when we take into considera
tion the countless entries of merchandise coming into the United 
States the investigations or inspections to which the Senator 
from New York has referred are so infinitesimal that they are 
hardly worthy of consideration ; but when entries come in under 
circumstances which would lead the department to believe that 
there is fraud, then an inspection is made, but not until then. 

Mr. COPELAND. The Senator knows I am not seeking to 
have the shipper under circumstances where evidence of fraud 
is discovered relieved of the expense. But suppose there is 
merely a suspicion that liquor is hidden in the car, or some 
other contraband-diamonds or something else--and on ex
amination it is found that the customs officials were wrong 
about it, why should not the Government pay the expense the 
same now as it always did up to April, 1928? 

l\Ir. S:MOOT. In other cases when the officials of the Govern
ment make an investigation on suspicion and find that there is 
no necessity of arrest, although the party himself is incon-

venienced or otherwise put to expense the Government does not 
pay it. 

Mr. COPELAND. I am going to give the figures exactly to 
show what it costs the shipper. The charge imposed by the 
Customs Service is $4.50 a car for each movement. Taking a 
car out .of a train, putting it on the siding, and moving it from 
the siding back to the train costs $4.50 for each movement, or 
$9 per car for the total movement t_o and from the place of in
spection. To this is added $1 per ton for loading and reloading 
the contents of the car. This aggregates $27 for a car. This 
is charged against an innocent shipper on the mere suspicion 
that there is contraband in the car. That is not right. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Government has very seldom been wrong; 
in nearly all the ·cases where there has been an inspection 
ordered the result has shown that the Government was right. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Sen a tor from Michigan? 
Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 

. Mr. COUZENS. If that is true, it can not cost the Govern
ment r.nuch money, can it? 

Mr. SMOOT. No. it will not cost the Government much 
money, I will admit" that; it is the principle of the thing. I do 
not think that we ought to give notice here to the Treasury 
Department that there iJ3 a sentiment in Congress that they 
have gone too far and are making too many investigations, and 
they had better let up on them. If such an intimation is given 
out, great quantities of merchandise may come in in connection 
with the importation of which there is really fraud. I do not 
think that the Government ought to let up on such investiga
tions as they have been making. As I understand, and as has 
been reported to me, there have been very few cases in the 
history of the department where the department was suspicious 
of fraud when fraud was not proven. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, this Government is not going 
to lose a penny. It is not fair to legitimate merchants and 
manufacturers to have their cars taken off on a siding, unloaded 
and reloaded,. and put back on the train at an expense of $27, 
just on the suspicion that there might be liquor or contraband 
of some sort in the cars. 

If there is found liquor, if the inspector is right and his sus
picion is well founded, all right, then the cha:ge ~ l~d against 
the shiPper. He pays, too, the penalty for his v1olation of the 
law. Certainly the innocent shipper ought not to be imposed 
upon and caused to pay these extraordinary sums merely be
cause of a suspicion in the mind of the collector. 

Mr. SMOOT. There are very few innocent shippers that have 
ever been inconvenienced under this law. I think that in not 
more than one in a hundred instances where an inspection is 
ordered is the shipper proven to be innocent. . 

Mr. COPELAND. Does the Senator believe that the New 
England Traffic League, representing the leading shippers of 
New England, the Shippers Conference of Greater New _Yor_k, 
and the Detroit Board of Commerce, as well as other bodies m 
my city and State, are made up of a lot of crooks who are trying 
to bring in liquor? They are not ; they are engaged in the 
legitimate transaction of business. It is not right for our Gov
ernment to impose upon them this unnecessary expense. 

Mr. SMOOT. Nobody who is engaged in legitimate business 
need have any fear of the Government making a charge or 
conducting an investigation. If the Senate wants to agree to 
the amendment, well and good ; let us vote on it. 

Mr. COPELAND. Certainly these men are in no fear of the 
Government, so far as going to jail is concerned, but they are 
suffering from the unjust imposition of $27 a car and are pay
ing thousands of dollars into the Treasury of the United States 
in consequence. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAWES. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 

I send to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 432 it is proposed to strike out 

lines 1 to 10, inclusive, and in lieu thereof to insert: 
SEc. 552. Importation and immediate transportation: Any merchan

dise, other than explo.\oives and merchandise the importation of which 
is prohibited, arriving at a port of entry in the United States, may, 
under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
prescribe, be transported in bond, by a bonded carrier, without entry 
or appraisement, to any other port of entry, there to be entered in 
accordance with the provisions of this act. No entry paper, manifest, 
or other similar document shall be required to be filed by the importer 
or consignee in connection with such transporta'tion. 
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1\Ir. HAWES. Mr. President, I do not desire to take the time 

of the Senate in discussing this amendment unless there is some 
objection to it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I can not accept the amendment, Mr. President. 
Mr. HAWES. Very well. 
The amendment I have proposed relates to the transportation 

of imported goods from the seaboard port to the interior port 
where the importer makes the necessary entries to release the 
goods from the Customs Service. 

Under the law as it now stands the importer is compelled 
to file at the port of arrival what is known as an immediate 
transportation entry. This entry is authorized under section 
552 of the tariff act, which authorizes the Secretary of the 
Treasury to prescribe regulations for the movement of goods 
without appraisement to the interior ports. 

The regulation promulgated under this provision reads as 
follows: 

Any merchandise other than explosives and prohibited articles im
ported at any port of entry for immediate transportation without ap
praisement to any other port of entry designated by the consignee or 
his agent, to be transported by such bonded carrier as may be designated 
by either. The entry for immediate transportation without appraise
ment should be made in accordance with the present practice. 

The act upon which this regulation is based was passed in 
1880, when there were practically no · importations to the in
terior ports of the country. Since that time, however, sblp
ments to the interior ports have increased manyfold,- but the 
law has not been changed to meet the changed conditions, with 
the result that the same practice is in use to-day, so far as 
I have been able to learn, as was adopted at that time. 

The result is that it works a hardship and injustice upon the 
importers located in the interior, and makes a discrimination 
against them in the matter of the payment of brokers' fees and 
other charges. 

Under the law and the regulations as they now exist, an 
importer having goods sent to him at St. Louis, for example, 
is compelled to file with the customs authorities in New York, 
or other seaboard port, what is called an immediate transporta
tion entry and manifest, which is nothing more than a brief 
description of the goods and a designation of the final port of 
destination and the carrier over which it shall be forwarded. 

Prior to the war, a uniform charge of something 1~ $1.40 
was made for this service by the customs broker at the port 
of arrival. Since that time, however, the charge has be€n 
gradually increasing, and the brokers are now making addi
tional charges, and padding legitimate charges, until the cost 
of the filing of this paper sometimes exceeds the value of the 
article imported. 
. It will be recalled that a year or two ago the Senate author

ized an investigation to determine the reasons for the diversion 
of commerce destined for the United States through Canadian 
ports. So fa1· as I have been able to ascertain, the matter under 
discussion was not given consideration, because the resolution 
specifically referred to railroad rates, grain-inspection regula
tions, and preferential customs regulations. 

However, the report of that investigation shows that in 1928 
$142,569,000 worth of imports to this country came through 
Canadian ports. This increase has been more or less gradual 
since 1921, according to that report. 

I have communications from a number of business houses in 
St. Louis, and from brokers there, which explain a part of this 
diversion; and I have no doubt that these represent the experi
ence of others who do business in the interior part of the 
country. When we consider that we have 250 cities which are 
designated as interior ports of entry you will appreciate the 
enormous amount of goods diverted. 

I quote first from a letter of Ely & Walker Dry Goods Co., of 
St. Louis, who do a large import business. The president of that 

" concern says : 
The evil of clearing charges at outer ports is one which bas been sad

dled upon the interior importer long enough. • • • Y:ou may not 
b~ aware of the fact that over one-half of the European import freight 
destined for interior points comes through Canada because of the 
efficient and inexpensive clearing arrangements at the ports of Montreal, 
Quebec. and St. · .Johns. 

The same citizen again writes : 
ELY & WALKER DRY GoODS Co., 
- St. Loui8, ]Ia., November 2, 19!9. 

Hon. HARRY B. HAWES, 
United States Senate, Wash4ngton, D. 'C. 

_ DEAR SENATOR HAwEs: FrGm a memorand"UJ:Q given me by our foreign 
department, I quo.te below facts which you requested in yours of 
October 30: 

The Canadian ports of Montreal, Quebec, and St . .Johns provide un· 
loading from shipside to railroad cars. The loading cost is absorbed 
by the railroad company, and the only charge to the interior importer 
is a nominal $1.50 for immediate transportation entry per shipment. 
In "other words, the clearing charge on a shipment of 50 cases to any 
of these ports would be only $1.50. 

Compare this with clearing through New York City, where a broker 
must be retained to go to the steamship dock, locate your 50 cases, 
arrange immediate transportation entry, arrange to transport by truck 
or lighter to railroad cars, and tend to the inland bill of lading issuance. 
For this service his bi11 will average about $1.25 per case, making a 
total charge on a 50-case lot of about $62.5()-.some are -more reasonable 
than others. 

Under the Canadian plan, shipment moves by rail within two days 
of steamer's dock. Under the New York City plan, it sometimes takes 
10 days, and the average would be about 5. 

These advantages of the Canadian ports have not assisted our 
American steamship lines to get import business, for if sailing time, 
sailing frequency, and rates are the same, the importer is obliged to 
consider the saving in handfulg charges and in time through the 
Canadian ports. The exception to this comparison probably would be 
the port of Baltimore, where the railroads have an unloading arrange
ment very similar to Canadian ports. However, Baltimore is not at 
present favored with frequent fast incoming sailings to compare with 
the Canadian ports. 

We trust that the above will be of assistance to you, and with our 
best wishes, 

Yours very sincerely, 
C. M. LAWSON, President. 

On November 29, 1929, the chairman of the foreign trade 
bureau of the St. Louis Chamber of Commerce wrote me, as 
follows: 

As you doubtless are aware, an increased number of shipments 
destined for inland ports of the United States are coming through the 
port of Montreal and over the Canadian railways, inasmuch as the 
Canadian Government has attacked this problem and has now arrange
ments whereby goods destined for inland ports can move with expedi
tion through the seaboard point in bond to the inland port not only 
quickly but without the numerous charges and delays which characterize 
similar shipments coming to New York but destined for inland ports. 

Wilfred Schade & Co., who are customs brokers, give the 
following information : 

At the present time, upon issuing shipping directions, we are using 
the Canadian routes on 90 per cent of shipping intrusted to us, 10 per 
cent we are using the New Orleans route, this to take advantage of the 
barge line and on glass shipments to take advantage of a special rail 
rate on this commodity that only applies in southern classification 
territory all shipments via New Orleans in which time is not an element . 

At present we are handling the largest single account on imports 
through this port, this account paying about one-fourth of the total 
duties paid. This one account paid for carriage from Montreal-St. Louis 
during the year .$15,000. Of this the United States rails were paid 
one-third. For the ocean carriage to Montreal $9,000 was paid, all of 
which went to a foreign-owned steamship line. 

If this account had been handled via New York on upward of 3,000 
cases there would have been paid for cartage in New York not less than 
$5,000; another $5,000 would have been paid for various charges such 
as messenger, forwarding, I. T. fees, all this being saved the importer 
by handling via Canada, and also there was no delay to any shipment 
in getting the merchandise away from the port of disembarkation. 

In addition to the above account, we paid for various other accounts 
an additional $10,000 for rail and ocean also via Canadian ports. 

Another letter from the foreign trade bureau of the St. Louis 
Chamber of Commerce gives the following interesting informa
tion: 

A survey made among 25 of our larger importers developed the fact 
that some of them are bringing in over 80 per cent of their imports 
through Montreal, others 25 and 50 per cent, and some others state 
that they use New York only because it is necessary in the handling 
of their particular products. 

Under the present arrangement, when a shipment arrives from any 
foreign country in the port of New York or other North Atlantic ports 
it is necessary to employ a customs broker or other agent to make the 
I. T. (immediate transportation) entry, arrange for the transfer of the 
merchandise from shipside to the railroad, etc. The charges made by 
these agents vary from a few dollars on upward, there being no standard 
fee set for this service. 

These examples explain to a large extent the diversion of 
freight bound for the United States through Canadian ports. 

In addition, the interior importers are subjected to many 
UnjUst charges for the small service of :filling out a little blank .. 

I have in my possession photostat copies of bills for this 
service which are very illuminating. 
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For instance, I have bills from a certain New York broker for 

forwarding from New York to St. Louis three packages of furs, 
which arrived on the same ship, were handled by the same 
broker, and presumably by the same truckman, although con· 
signed to different persons in St. Louis. 

The bills show a charge of $5 in each instance for the filing 
.of the immediate transportation entry; $1 for bonds in two 
of the cases, and $2 in the other ; $1.20 for storage on two 
of the packages, and $2.50 on the other. In each instance there 
was a charge of $1.35 for cartage, although these three little 
packages were hauled to the same railroad by the same truck
man, at the same time. 

In other words, upon the three packages, valued at $78 .. 20, 
$74, and $102, the handling charges made by the broker, 
aside from the cartage, were $7.20, $7.20, and $9.50, respectively. 

I have copy of a bill for forwarding of 20 cases of chemicalE 
by another New York broker, which shows a charge of $3 
for immediate transportation entry. fee and $5 for customs entry 
fee ; $11.02 for cartage, $2 for customs blanks and notary fee, 
recalls for permitE ; $2 for warehouse bond, and $26 for bill of 
lading bond. 

If these packages could move in bond to the customS house 
in St. Louis without the interference of the broker at the port 
of arrival, all these unnecessary charges could be avoided. 

Again, I have the original bills for like services performed by 
another New York broker for the forwarding of a shipment of 
books of a schoolgirl who was returning from abroad. 

I shall not insert in the record the bills; but I wish to read 
a letter from Wilfred Schade & Co., of St. Louis, which de
scribes the procedure in that case and compares it with what 
happens to a shipment when it comes through Canada : 

WILFRED ScHADE & Co., 
St. Louis, Mo., January 1, 1929. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: Procedure in force at the present time in moving 
shipments routed in bond to an interior port. 

In order that the matter of handling import shipments may be clearly 
understood by you, I am inclosing herewith two sample shipments, one 
routed via New York and one routed through Canada. 

Shipment via New York of one case books steamship ne cle France 
• • this shipment belonged to Miss Martha Pettus, a young girl 
who bad been in school in France for about a year. ln sending these 
books to St. Louis, Miss Pettus directed the forwarding agent in Paris to 
ship them to Mr. Edward K. Love, care of our office in St. Louis. I am 
giving you these details so that you wiU understand why shipment is con
signed to another than the owner. Miss Pettus advised tbe Paris for
warding agent to send the case direct to St. Louis, this under the pres
ent regulations of the immediate transportation act could not be done 
1n shipping via an American seaport, hence the shipment was relayed 
by the Paris agent to a customs broker in New York. On arrival at 
New York of this shipment, the New York agent bad to prepare the 
immediate transportation entry and a bonded manifest, the entry and 
manifest simply gives the steamer and the marks to identify the ship
ment. There is no figuring done whatsoever as to duties, if any. As 
the papers must carry some value, it is customary to place a value 
under $100 on the immediate transportation entry. After the immediate 
transportation entry and the bonded manifest are made up, the 
broker in New York lodges these papers with the collector of customs 
there. As the bonded manifest shows the routing from New York to 
destination, it is now complete to be given by the collector's office to a 
customs inspector. The inspector goes to the pier at which the 
steamer docks and bands the cartman, who is bonded to the Treasury 
Department, the manifest, and sees that the cartman gets the right 
shipment. The cartman then drays the shipment to the railroad des
ignated on the bonded manifest and gives the shipment and the mani
fest to the railroad for moving the shipment to destination. 

Now, bear this in mind : The customs broker makes up these two 
papers-the immediate transportation entry and the bonded manifest
and takes these papers over to the <;ustomhouse. For this service be 
makes certain charges. In the case of the shipment noted the 
following were made : 

Making customs entry, the I. T. entry, $3; special messenger to 
take these papers over to the customhouse--generally across the 
street, $1 ; making the bonded manifest, $1 ; cartage from steamer 
pier to railroad depot ; this cartage charge is based on a contract the 
bonded cartman has with the Treasury Department, and I understand 
that it now is 12 cents to 20 cents, depending on where the steamer 
docks, with a minimum of 50 cents per case; the custom broker raises 
this to $2. Freight carriage to New York from abroad; in but ex
ceptional instances does the custom broker charge the same amount 
the steamel.' charges, but raises these carriage charges to an amount 
that be thinks will pass muster ; in the particular case in question the 
actual charges were $7.92, this amount being raised to $11.92 or 
overage of $4, giving us a total charge for the shipment via an 
American seaport of $11; against this the broker has to pay the cart-
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man, -say, 50 cents, so that the actual cost on this shipment valued at 1 

$50 was $10.50. : 
Shipment from abroad via a Canadian port : 
The method 1n effect of moving a shipment from abroad via a 

Canadian port to an interior port in the United States is as follows : 
The Canadian Pacific or the Canadian National Railroad makes up an 
inward foreign manifest giving the details as to marks, etc., to , 
identify shipment showing routing to destination, then takes this 
inward foreign manifest to the United States consul, say, at Montreal; 
the consul gives the manifest a number and certifies to the same ; for 
this certifying the consul charges $1.50 per manifest ; this charge is 
carried forward against the shipment and is paid at destination. 
(My papers do not give you the actual freight bill to cover the ship
ment I have used as an example, but it does give you the one covering 
a shipment routed the same way and c;oming on the same steamer but 
at a later date.) l 

I think that these two samples on shipments to St. Louis will give ' 
you an idea as to why so many importers are using the Canadian route. 

While on the subject may I emphasize : Take the shipment I used as 
an example: The carriage charge from abroad to Montreal was $250; 
the freight charges Montreal to St. Lonis were $377.27; out of the latter 
amount the Wabash Railroad, an American railroad, received one-third, 
or $125.45, leaving over $500 to Canadian interests. 

Yours, etc. 
W. SCHADE. 

The purpose of this amendment is to eliminate the discrimina
tion which now exists against importers who desire to make 
their customs entries through the inland ports. It will eliminate 
the employment of a broker at the point of arrival and another 
at the port of entry. 

Its effect will be the elimination of delays at outer ports, per
mitting the goods to go forward to destination automatically. 

This will relieve the congestion at the seaboard ports ; it will 
avoid the sendirig of goods to the general order warehouse; it 
will eliminate the unnecessary expense to importers because of 
the necessity of .employing two brokers; and interior ports will 

1 
gain in collection of import duties. 

It w.Ul cause to be diverted back to United States ports mil
lions of dollars in shipments now moving by way of Canadian 
ports on Canadian vessels and on Canadian rails. 

I ask to have printed in the RECoRD, without reading, several 
others letters relating to this subject. 

There being no objection, the letterE were ordered to be 
printed in the RECoRD, as folloWE: 

WILFRJID Scn.Anm & Co., 
St. Louis, Mo., January13, 1930. 

MY DEAR SE~ATOR: Immediate transportation act of 1880. 
Illustration in regard to lack of documents at outer seaport of the 

United States. 
Within the last few days a shipment consisting of 116 bags wood 

shavings used in the lllil.Dufacture of vinegar, imported by the F. A. 
Kaufmann Manufacturing Co., of St. Louis, from Germany, expo1·ted 
via Rotterdam, Holland. This shipment came forward under bankers' 
draft, being coru;igned. to "Order," notify F. A. Kaufmann Manufac
turing Co., ·st. Louis, on a through bill of lading from Rotterdam, via 
New Orleans to St. Louis. 

As the through bill of lading was attached to a draft, to protect the 
foreign shippers, made against the importer, F. A. Kaufmann Manufac
turing Co., St. Louis, the papers had to be sent direct to a bank in St. 
Louis so that the draft could be paid, this before any papers attached to 
said draft were released by the bank in St. Louis. In ilue time the draft 
arrived with the papers, and on presentation to the importers here was 
promptly paid. However, in the meantime the vessel carrying the 
shipment arrived in New Orleans, and according to the immediate 
transportation act regulations applying to seaports in the United 
States, the papers attached to the draft had to be sent down to the 
s~aport before the shipment could be moved for transit to destihation 
shown on the through bill of lading. 

On the lOth of this month we received advices from the Mississippi 
Warrior Service, St. Louis, that the shipment bad' arrived in New Or
leans, and as they were a party to the through lading, the shipment 
could not be entered for transportation to destination, shown on the 
lading, nntll the bill of lading covering the shipment was presented to 
customs at New Orleans. See copy of wire received by the St. Louis 
office of the Mississippi Warrior Service, attached hereto. Immediately 
on receipt of this advice, and in order to prevent this shipment of 116 
bags from being placed in a warehouse at New Orleans, we transmitted 
the bill of lading to the general agent of the Mississippi Warrior Serv
ice at New Orleans. See our letter copy herewith. 

Now to sum u.p: The Treasury Department bas an arrangement in 
force via the Canadian seaports that any shipment destined for an 
interior port in the United States, that no papers need be filed with an 
entry that will allow a shipment to move from, say, Montreal, Quebec, 
Halifax, the St. Johns, to an interior port in the United States, simply 
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a description of the shipment on an inward transportation entry, duly 
certified to by the United States consul located at any of these Canadian 
ports. 

From this you will see that while a shipment though consigned to 
order may be handled via a Canadian port without papers, the same 
procedure does not apply to our own seaports, thereby giving to ship
ments via a Canadian port an advantage that is not enjoyed by our own 
ports. 

For this reason the banks are so interested in getting the immediate 
transportation act so amended that the handling of the papers at banks 
in the interior ports are not put to a disadvantage. 

Now, in this particular shipment noted in this letter, had not prompt 
attention been paid to the matter of getting certain papers down to the 
port of New Orleans, this shipment would have been placed in a general 
order warehouse-bonded-at New Orleans and the cost of putting the 
shipment into this warehouse and the storage for one month and the 
.cost of taking the same shipment out of the warehouse would have 
been assessed against the shipment. 

I am very glad to be able to send you tltis data as it is a very vital 
element, showing that something should be done to at least place the 
seaports on our own borders on a parity with Canadian ports. 

With kind regards, beg to remain. 
Yours very truly, 

Hon. H. B. HAWES, 
WasMngton, D. a. 

W. ScHADE. 

ST. Lours CHAMBElR Oll' COMMERCJI, 
St. Louis, Mo., December 20, 1929. 

Hon. HARRY B. HAWES, 
Se-nator from Missouri, Washington, D. a. 

DEAR SENATOR HAWES: With further reference to the difficulties en
countered by St. Louis importers in bringing merchandise through 
American Atlantic ports, we are pleased to attach hereto a resolution 
passed by the board of directors of the chamber of commerce commend
ing you on your work and offering their full cooperation. 

You will be interested in the information resulting from a question
naire sent out to 25 of the larger importers in the St. Louis district. 
In practically every case the replies received indicated that where 
Canada was given preference over American ports, it was due princi
pally to the excessive charges in making the immediate transportation 
entry, the delays in handling the shipments, and the heavy charges for 
cartage from the wharves to railroads. 

Some of our largest importers bring in only 15 to 25 per cent of their 
products through New York and Baltimore, and the balance of it 
through Montreal, where the only charge is $1.50 to cover the entry fee. 
For your information, we are quoting from several of the answers to the 
questionnaire received. 

One importer advises that they get deliveries from 6 to 10 days 
quicker via Montreal. The immediate transportation papers at Montreal 
cost $1.50 as against a $3 to $5 average at any of the American ports. 

Another reports bringing in only 25 per cent of the total imports 
through American ports. They have barred New York as an entry port 
entirely because of .the excessive charges. 

Still another reports that 40 per cent of their imports come via 
Montreal because of the smaller charges and better handling facilities, 
with less damage and claims. 

Another reports they use the port of New York on all imports, but 
only because it is necessary to keep a warehouse stock. If this could be 
avoided, they would bring all merchandise in by way of Montreal. 

The above will give you a. fairly complete outllne of the attitude of 
many of the St. Louis importers on the matter of routing of shipments. 
As we accumulate further data that we believe will be of value to you, 
we will take the liberty of passing it on to you. 

Yours very truly, 
w. F. GEPHART, 

(Jhairman Foreign Trade Bureau, 
Bt. Louis ahamber of aommerce. 

RESOLUTION IN REGARD TO PLACING ST. LOUIS AND OTHER INLAND PORTS 
MORE :t-<"EARLY ON A PARI'l'Y WITH ATLANTIC ENTRY PORTS., PASSED BY 
THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS OF THE ST. LOUIS CHAMBER OF COMMERCE 
Whereas the importation of commodities to St. Louis through New 

York and other Atlantic ports is subjected to delays and numerous 
charges under the present system of handling goods at these ports ; and 

Whereas an increasing volume of these goods, both in less than car
load shipments and carload lots, is moving through Canadian ports 
and over Canadian railways to inland ports of the United States, beeause 
of the greater expedition and lower charge at Canadian ports; and 

Whereas a splendid effort is being made in the Senate seeking to 
correct this situation through approp.riate legislation : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the St. Louis Chamber of Commerce approves this 
legislation, urges its passage, and liercby offers its fullest cooperation in 
the continuing effort to correct this situation until St. Louis and other 
inland ports are placed more nearly on a parity with seaboard entry 
ports. 

WILFRED ScHADE & Co., 
Bt. Louis, Mo., December 5, 19f9. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: Immediate transportation act of 1880 • • •. 
Have delayed writing you in re to the amendment to the I T act, 

as was informed that the chamber of commerce here was to have a 
meeting to discuss the matter which you have so kindly undertaken to 
sponsor. 

Last Tuesday afternoon the meeting was held in one of the com
mittee rooms at the chamber, there was only a small gathering with 
Doctor Gephart, of the First National Bank, in the chair. After dis
cussing the matter pro and con, Doctor Gephart suggested that as he 
understood the matter, the trunk-line railroads would be interested and 
be thought that a. later meeting with some of the heads of the railroads 
present might be advisable. 

He also suggested that ammunition be supplied him so that when 
putting up the matter to the railroa:ds be would be in a position to 
show them that considerable import shipments were now being shipped 
through Canadian ports to the detriment of the United States owned 
rails. It developed that Stix, Baer & Fuller were at present routing 
about 75 per cent of their import shipments via Canadian ports. 
Famous Barr about the same, our account showed about 90 per cent. 
I am inclosing a letter copy of one "ritten to Doctor Gephart. 

As I believe that anything seeable is worth more that just talking 
about, am inclosing herewith photos of accounts of recent dating, 
showing in detail what the forwarders in the East are doing to import 
shipments destined for the interior, they may be of use to you to dem
onstrate what it's all about. 

The other evening in talking with Mr. W. H. Danforth, president of 
the Ralston-Purina Co., who are importers and who understand what 
you are trying to do for the importers, he requested me to find out 
from you if you would like him to line up the Senator from Kansas, this 
Senator, Mr. Danforth tells me, goes abroad and he thinks would know 
something of the hardships that interior importers are now under; 
so, if you desire, let me know and I will pass the word on to Mr. 
Danforth to enlist his help. 

I also suggested to Doctor Gephart that the chamber of commerce 
here to take up with other chambers of commerce at the various ports 
in the interior to enlist their aid in the movement. 

Will keep you advised of the situation here from time to time, and I 
want to take this opportunity to thank you sincerely for standing back 
of this matter so strongly. 

With kind regards, beg to remain, yours very truly, 

Hon. H .. B. HAwEs, 
Washington. 

Hon. HARRY B. HAWES, 

W. SCH..U>lil. 

ST. LoUIS, Mo., October u. 1929. 

United States Senate, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR MR. HAWES : Please accept our thanks for your letter of October 

19, and the clipping from the CONGRESSIONAL RECOJU). 
We surely agree with you in everything you said in regard to the 

brokerage fees which are to be paid at the ports of debarkation of our 
merchandise. It is a useless fee and puts a burden on the importers 
W"ao happen to live in the inland cities. 

Thanking you again, we remain cordially yours, 

Hon. HARRY B. HAWES, 

STIX, BAER & FULLER Co., 
JOHN S. MEYER., 

Manager Foreign Department. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
UNITED STATES CuSTOMS SERVICE, 

St. Louis, Mo., October 29, 1929. 

United States Senatm·, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR HAWES : I am in my office to-day for the first time in 

10 days, having had a touch of the "flu," otherwise your letter of 
October 19 would have been answered more promptly. 

I appreciate immensely your bringing this matter to my attention. 
I have never understood why our importet·s in St. Louis have to pay 
brokers in New York and also St. Louis, and if I can assist you in 
any way to get an amendment which will eliminate this practice I 
will be very much pleased to do so. I will write to all the importers 
here and endeavor to get their support and .am sure they will be glad 
to give it and to write the necessary letters to their Senators and 
their Congressmen. 

If you have :my other suggestions in the matter let me have them. 
Sincerely, 

SOPHIE MCCORD. - ST. LoUis, November 19, 1929. 
Hon. HARRY B. HAWES, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
SIR: We note you have introduced a bill in tbe Senate, which would 

do away with the paying of brokerage fees at the outer port. 
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We never could see why we had to pay two brok~rage fees just 

because we happen to do business in an inland port, and sure would 
be interested in having this petty charge at the outer port done away 
With. 

Wishing yon success in having the above bill passed, we remain, 
Very truly yours, · 

RrcE STrx DRY Goons Co., 
F. J. HEITMAN, Import Department. 

ELY & W AL.KER DRY Goons Co., 
St. Louis, October .!!4, 1929. 

Ron. IIA.RRY B. HAWES, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SENATOR HAWES: We appreciate your thoughtfulness in for
warding to us with your letter of October 19 an extract from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD covering a discussion of brokerage fees in con
nection with the proposed tariff bill. 

The evil of clearing charges at outer ports is one which has been 
saddled upon the interior importer long enough, and you are to be com
mended on your efforts to simplify the handling of inbound merchandise 
to eliminate this expense. You may not be aware of the fact that over 
one-half of the European import l:reight destined for interior points 
comes through Canada because of the efficient and inexpensive clearing 
arrangements at the ports of Montreal, Quebec, and St. Johns. 

Yours very sincerely, 

Ron. HARRY B. HAWES, 
Woohington, D. 0. 

C. M. LA. WSON, President. 

ST. Lours, October Z:Z, 1929. 

MY DEAR SENATOR HAWES : I desire to acknowledge your letter of 
October 19 inclosing a printed copy of the colloquy which took place 
in the Senate a few days ago. I congratulate you on your position 
in the matter. 

It is almost unbelievable to me that any representative group of 
legislators could possibly ask the importer to pay a duty at the port 
of entry and an additional duty at the port where the package is 
received. 

I sincerely hope you will be successful in your efforts to have only 
one port of entry. 
· Very sincerely yours, 

Hon. HARRY B. HAWES, 

I. F. BOYD. 

DETROIT BoARD OF COMMERCE, 
Detroit, Mich., May 11, 1929. 

Senate Offlce Builditl(J, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAB SENATOR: We have noted with some concern that the House 

Ways and Means Committee in its report H. R. 2667, has failed to 
incorporate in its recommendations a change in section 552 of the 
tariff act, such as proposed in your bill S. 822. For your ready refer
ence there is attached a copy of the statement which we prepared and 
filed with the Committee on Ways and Means, under date of February 
22, indicating to you our interest in this phase of the administrative 
section of the act. 

Under the circumstances we would appreciate advice from yon 
whether 1it will be your purpose to follow through on this matter and 
endeavor to get the provision incorporated in the tariff legislation at 
this session. 

Yours very truly, 
L. G. MACOMBER, Director. 

IMMEDIATE TRANSPORTATION OF IMPORTED MERCHANDISE TO INTERIOR 
PORTS Oil' ENTRY 

DETROIT BOARD 01!' COMMERCE, 
Detroit, Mich., February Z2, 1929. 

To the Oommtttee on Ways ana Means of the House of Representatives: 

The Board of Commerce, after study by its foreign trade committee 
and approval by its board of directors, urges the enactment of legisla
tion to amend section 552 of the tariff act of 1922, governing the 
immediate transportation of imported merchandise from the first port 
of entry into the United States to destinations in the interior. House 
bill 5539, introduced in the House of Representatives December 5, 1927, 
by Representative DYER, and Senate bill S. 822 introduced December 
6; in the Senate by Senator HAWES, proposes legislation in accordance 
with our views. To support our position, the following reasons are 
submitted: 

The present customs requirement places at a disadvantage interior 
importers of the United States, requiring them to employ some one to 
act for them at the seaboard for the purpose of entering goods for 
immediate transportation to be finally cleared at a customs port at 
or near the location of the importer, causing expense and delay greater 
than that borne by the Importer located at the seaboard. 

That this condition on imported goods destined to a border city such 
as Detroit places American ports at a disadvantage in favor of Canadian 

ports becanse ·goods arriving from abroad through a CanaOan port and 
traveling thence by rail over Canadian rail lines, crossing the border 
at Detroit or any other point, are subject only to one entry require
ment, whereas if the same goods are imported through American sea
ports and thence by American rail lines to Detroit for the final clearance 
of customs in Detroit, two entry requirements operate in connec~ 
With the handling of the shipment. 

In the handling of similar transactions by the Canadian customs, no 
such double entry requirement is made an obligation of the owner of 
the goods. The authority under which goods arriving at a Canadian 
border point from a foreign country, destined to an interior point in 
Canada is a very simple provision under which the Customs Division, 
Department of National Revenue for Canada acts. This is embodied 
in an Order in Council dated March 19, 1883, paragraph 4 of which 
reads, as follows : 

"All goods received at frontier ports, to be forwarded under bond to 
other ports in Canada, shall be forwarded to the points of destination 
under manifest." 

Acting under this provision the Canadian customs officers at the 
border port of entry simply manifest goods destined to an interior port 
to the customs officer at the interior port, and the rail carrier is bonded 
to insure the transportation and safe delivery of the manifested goods 
to the customs officer at the interior point. 

The Canadian procedure is not only much simpler but the United 
States importer is required to assume the expense of preparing the cus
toms entry and manifest, whereas the Canadian importer is not. This 
expense does not result in revenue to the United States but accrues 
to an agency that must be employed by the owner of the goods if he 
is not in a position to perform the work himself. 

Respectfully submitted. 
L. G. MACOMBER, Director. 

PORT TRIBUTE IN NEW YORK 
The discrimination to which the Chamber of Commerce's Foreign 

Trade Bureau directed attention at its late meeting is an old one. 
Protests, though coming far apart, have been more than a few sluce 
before the war, but the handicap has not been mitigated. 

On goods shipped via New York for export, it is possible to obtain 
a through bill of lading that renders unnecessary attention to any 

. other formalities until the consignment is on shipboard. No similar 
convenient, money-saving plan prevails as to imports. A shipment 
from abroad arriving at New York must be duly entered, must have 
the services of customhouse brokers and perhaps an agent and must 
be reconsigned by raH to St. Louis, with payment of heavy fees that 
often make up a considerable- percentage of the value of small imports. 

Nothing as intricate· and costly prevails at Montreal. There, an 
import on being landed from a vessel is forwarded as a matter of 
course, by rail across the border in bond, with little of red tape or 
fees. 

The unnecessary tribute New York levies on foreign trade, espe
cially on imports, bas for years been a cause of complaint. That, as 
long as outgoing goods have a free course, impediments imposed on 
'goods coming from abroad are a minor matter, may even be a benefit 
as tending to keep money at home, has been the 'view of some, but 
is a mistaken view. Many things will be, must be, purchased abroad 
~d the principal efrect of port tolls of various kinds levied by New 
York is to add to the prices, already increased by high tariffs, which 
the interior consumer must pay. 

The task of the foreign trade bureau and Senator HAWES in labor
ing for a change will be much simplified by a plan just announced by 
Irvin T. Bush, of the great Bush Terminal Co. in New York. A sort 
of incorporation of forwarding agencies, the Bush Service Corporation, 
will make possible a through bill of lading under which a St. Louis 
shipment going abroad will be intrusted to responsible hands from the 
moment it leaves this city until it arrives at its foreign destination, 
whether a seaboard or interior town. 

This will facilitate exports and an important part of the plan is 
that it is to be a 2-way service, Mr. Bush says. The transit of imports 
will be " equally accelerated" under a bill of lading operating from the 
bonded shipment's point of origin in foreign parts to St. Louis. 

A movement for the use by interior shippers of ports other than ~ 
New York has made progress, but with the great number of vessel lines 
centering in New York and the daily arrival there of steamships, transit ; 
through that city is often more · convenient and speedier. If legal 
formalities afrord excuse for New York exactions, tbe _local foreign trade 1 
bu,reau and Mr. HAWES will engage in a worthy cause in seeking to 
abolish the tribute forever by removing all foundation for it. 

Until repeal or amendment can be brought about the Bush plan 
apparently will enable such legal requirements as exist to be complied 
with conveniently an~ at the very minimum of cost. 

Mr. HAWES. The Government does not get the benefit of 
these fees. The shipper is compelled to pay them. The broker 
is the only beneficiary; and in addition to his being the only 
beneficiary there is long delay-unnecessary delay. I can read 
the cost to the inland shipper, showing what it amounts to. I 
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have here exhibits in the form of waybills. We have tried to 
stop the practice; and now we are ask~ng for this amendment 
so that the Treasury Department and the customs officials -in 
the city of New York may have their attention attracted to this 
matter, and this practice may be abandoned. 

I have heard no complaints from New Orleans or from 
Boston or from the Pacific coast. The one place from which 
complaints come is the city of New York. It seems to me that 
where the Government of the United States creates an inland 
port, creates the office of customs commissioner, and provides 
an appraiser, the goods should move freely from their point of 
origin to their point of destination without being controlled in 
their transpOrtation by some broker in New York. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. HAWES. I yield. 
Mr. NORRIS. I do not quite understand what the Senator 

means when he says a shipment made from Europe to St. Louis 
can not leave New York, where it lands, until the consignee 
at St. Louis pays a broker in New York a commission. In 
substance that is the statement of the Senator. 

Mr. HAWES. That is correct, Mr. President. 
Mr. NORRIS. What excuse is given? What law is there, 

and what is the object in paying the commission man in New 
York n fee? 

Mr. HAWES. The excuse is that the shipment leaving a 
boat must be routed in some way to the city of St. Louis, so 
a broker is provided there to direct its passage. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator mean the goods, the mer· 
chandise? 

Mr. HAWES. The merc-handise. 
Mr. NORRIS. Who selects the broker? 
Mr. HAWES. He usually selects himself, so fur as I can 

ascertain. 
Mr. NORRIS. What authority of law is there for a man to 

do that? 
Mr. HAWES. There is no authority of law that I know of. 
Mr. NORRIS. I do not yet understand just exactly why 

such a procedure is indulged in. What is claimed on the 
other ~ide? What is the defense for the procedure? 

Mr. HAWES. That is what I should like to know from the 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 

yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. HAWES. I yield. 
Mr. SMITH. Under the law, does not the Secretary of the 

Treasury designate someone to receive these goods at the 
port of entry and see them routed or directed to their final 
port of destination? Does not the law provide for that? 

Mr. HAWES. No; it does not. This is merely a practice 
that has grown up there. Instead of the United States Govern
ment or the clerks in the customhouse forwarding this freight, 
it is necessary for the consignee in St. Louis to write to a 
brokerage firm in New York and arrange with them to make 
this transfer from the boat to a railroad or an express com
pany, and they charge a fee for it, as I have already explained, 
and stated the amount of some of the fees. 

Mr. SMITH. Let me understand. Does that mean that 
though the goods are routed from the point of origin to the 
point of destination, it is taken as though they were to arrive 
in New York, and there must be accounted for as to customs 
duties? Where are the duties collected? 

Mr. HAWES. The duties are collected in St. Louis; but a 
charge is made for the services of a broker in New York, and 
then a second brokerage is paid for in St. Louis and in all these 
inland cities. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, whom does the Senator want to 
take charge of the goods? 

Mr. HAWES. I want the Government to take charge of them. 
Mr. SMOOT. As soon as the goods are taken off the IJoat 

and landed on the pier, the steamship company that brings in 
the goods is through. It can not be held responsible. 

Mr. SMITH. Is not a Government agent supposed to take 
charge of them? 

Mr. SMOOT. Has the Government agent any right to say 
what train they shall go on? Does the Government agent say 
what transportation company shall take them from the landing 
wharf to the railroad? Who is going to do it? Who is going 
to be responsible? 

Mr. McMASTER and Mr. PHIPPS addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri 

yield ; and if so, to whom? -
Mr. FIAWES. I yield to the Sen~tor from South Dakota. 

Ml'. McMASTER. Suppose the goons were consigned fro:qt. 
Europe to St. Louis, and the purchaser in St. Louis had given 
instructions as to how they should direct the goods going down 
to New York over a certain railway system, for example, to 
St.- Louis. Then, would those goods have to be intercepted and 
attended to by a broker in New York? 

Mr. HAWES. That is my understa,nding. 
Mr. MaMASTER. I wish some one would explain the pro

cedure. 
Mr. SMOOT. I will tell the Senator just what they do. In 

a - case -like ~ that - cited- by the Senator, when those goods are 
landed on the wharf at New York, who is responsible for them?. 
The boat which brought them ovet· is not. Somebody has to 
be responsible for those goods. They have to be transferred 
from the wharf to some railroad. Who is going to do it? 

Mr. McMASTER. Then I understand that the responsibility 
of the steamship company accepting goods directed to St. Louis, 
to be transported over a certain railroad to St. Louis, ceases 
wh~n they land the goods~ 

Mr. SMOOT. Just as soon as they land at the port of New 
York, a,nd 1;1ot only that, no one is authorized, unless he is 
authorized by the consignee, to move those goods. The brokers 
are the only ones who can move them from the wharf to a 
railroad. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Missouri 
yield? 

Mr. HAWES. I yield. 
Mr. PHIPPS. We have a port of entry in the city of Denver, 

and I have had more or 'less experience with shipments there. 
\Vhen goods are bought in Europe and routed by the shipper 
through to Denver, the steamship lin-e is cautioned in advance 
that Denver is a port of entry and that that shipment is not to 
be interfered with in the city of New York. The transporta
tion agents route the shipment through to Denver, and New 
York has nothing to do with it. The transportation agents in 
New York have the documents, they have copies of the entries, 
copies of the declarations, and yet a broker interferes, and, 
without doing a hand's turn, sends in his bill for services, which 
the consignee must pay. 

Mr. SMOOT. What are those services? 
Mr. PHIPPS. The services are never rendered. There are 

no services. It is simply a graft that has grown up through 
years in New York. Those brokers are kept informed by some 
agent of the steamship companies, or perhaps by agents of the 
Government, that certain shipments are manifested on a particu
lar boat for certain destinations, and they simply dip in, get a 
copy of the manifest,- if they can, and render their bill for 
services. 

Salt Lake City may not be a port of entry, but if it is, and 
the Senator has imported articles, I know he has paid duplicate 
brokers' fees right along on everything he has imported. It is a 
bad practice, and this is the way to head it off and cure it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Who pays the transportation charges from the 
dock to the railroad? 

Mr. HAWES. The consignee. 
1\fr. PHIPPS. The consignee pays them. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. He pays them only through his broker. 
Mr. PHIPPS. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
Mr. SMOOT. How does he pay them? 
Mr. PHIPPS. He pays them to the transportation company, 

which sends him a bill. In other words, if I am buying for 
delivery in Denver, all charges are paid through. If I am buy
ing for delivery in Lon-don, I am billed by the transportation 
company for all charges, including transfer charges at New 
York City, and the brokers fee is entirely an outside matter. 
That has been my experience over and over again. I do not 
know what the Senator's may have been. 

Mr. SMOOT. I am talking about what the Government pays 
as to goods that are shipped through to St. Louis. 

Mr. PHIPPS. What the Government pays it ought to be 
recompensed for, but when a broker does nothing and sends 
you a bill he has no right to collect it. 

l\1r. Sl\IOOT. The Government to-day does not designate the 
road over which the goods are to go. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Of course not. 
Mr. SMOOT. '.rhe Government to-day does not provide for 

transportation to the railroad. 
Mr. PHIPPS. No one claims that it does. 
Mr. SMOOT. Somebody has been there to attend to it. 
1\fr. PHIPPS. The shipper has his transfer agent, who ar

ranges with the transportation company for delivery at destina
tion. Whether the charges are paid by the .consignee in advance 
or whether they are collected at destination is no matter; the 
Government has nothing to do with it. But we want to get 
rid of that practice, and the purpose of the Senator's amend-
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mentis ·to wipe ·out an abuse that has crept in through yea1·s of 
use and abuse,-and it should be stopped. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Senator
from Colorado ·who appoints this broker? 

Mr. PHIPPS. He appoints himself, as far as anyone can 
find out. I have contested their claims at times, and I have 
been told by the customs officers that the claim must be paid .. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. · President, will the Senator from Mis
souri yield? 

Mr. HAWES. I yield to the Senator from Michigan. 
Mr. dOUZENS. The Senator from Utah is very much dis

turbed about the transportation from the boat to the cars. 
The-situation is no different, and need be no different, from the 
transportation from rail to boats in domestic business. It is 
perfectly absurd to say that there is any difference between 
having goods transported on a through bill of lading from an 
ocean steamship and having goods shipped from a car coming 
in on the railroad at Detroit and transferred to the Detroit and 
Cleveland steamship line. . There iR not a bit of diff~rence in 
the world if the goods are manifested and billed properly. Just 
as the Senator from Colorado said, it is merely a graft by a set 
of brokers in New _York who collect a fee for doing something 
when they do not have to do it under any circumstances. 

_Mr. SMOOT. All I know is that the steamship compaJ:!y will 
not pay the railroad charges. The steamship company will not 
assume any responsibility for the goods after they are delivered 
on the dock at the port of entry, and somebody has to make 
anangements that they shall be transferred from the dock to 
the railroad, and he is often called a broker. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, the steamship company will 
certainly take care of the goods until it gets a signed release. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is, when they are on the dock. 
Mr. COUZENS. If somebody is not there to sign for them, 

they will see that they are delivered to the transportation com
pany. If goods are shipped from Chicago to Detroit and then 
by the D. & C. Line to Buffalo, who looks after them at 
Buffa o? Is there a middleman there to collect the brokerage · 
charge at Buffalo because a shipment is sent from Detroit to 

_New York by Buffalo? What is the difference? The only dif
ference is that we have allowed this custom to grow up ·for . 50 
years. There is absolutely no excuse for it. The situation with 
respect to international traffic can be handled as it is handled 
in the matter of interior traffic when it goes by boat and rail. 

Mr. SMOOT. Whenever goods are landed at the port of 
entry, the broker, or the transfer man, or whatever you call hi~ 
has to sign a receipt for the goods to the steamship company, 
and he does that, and the steamship company is through with 
the goods as far as the steamship company is concerned. 

I do not care, if the Senator wants his amendment put in. 
Let it go to conference. 

Ml\ HAWES. Very well. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. HAWES]. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, I call up my amendment to 

paragraph 902. 
Mr. SMOOT. That can not be done now. We are on the 

administrative features. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The vote by which the first amend

ment in that paragraph was agreed to was reconsidered so that 
the Senator from Rhode Island may offer an amendment. The 
clerk will state the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On February 21 the Senator from Rhode 
Island moved that the vote by which the amendment in para
graph 902, page 151, line 19, was agreed to should be reconsid
ered, and the motion was agreed to, the vote w~ reconsidered, 
and the Senator from Rhode Island offered as a substitute for 
the numerals "30 " the numerals "37," so that it would read: 

Cotton sewing thread, 37 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, I would like to perfect my 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has that privilege. 
Mr. HEBERT. I offer the amendment in the form in which 

I send it to the desk. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. This is a substitute for the sec· 

tion? 
Mr. HEBERT. Yes. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In lieu of the House text and the com· 

mittee amendments on page 151, lines 19 to 23, both inclusive, 
the Senator from Rhode Island proposes the following in para
graph 902: 

PAR. 902. Cotton sewing thread, one-half of 1 cent per hundred 
yards; crochet, darning, embroidery, and knitting cottons, put up for 

handwork, iii lengths not exceeding 840 yards, one-half of 1 cent -per 
hundred yards : Pr01Jitled, That none of the foregoing shall -pay a less 
rate of duty than 20 nor more than 35 per cent ad valorem. In no case 
shall the duty be assessed on a less number of yards than is marked 
on the goods as imported. 

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. Presidept, what- has just been read .is 
the _existing law affecting this particular item ; in other words, 
the law of 1922. 

It will be observed that while the duty provided in this 
amendment is somewhat more specific, yet it is lower than that 
which I proposed in my original an1endment. 

At the time we had this amendment up for discussion before 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GEORGE] desired to give it his 
attention, and for that reason it was passed over temporarily, 
I may say that I have since conferred with the Senator from 
Georgia, and it is my understanding that the amendment as 
now presented is satisfactory to him. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I have no objection to the. 
amendment. Taking the whole paragraph together, the duties 
are a . little less than the rates of· duty provided· for in the 
amendments as the Senate agreed upon them. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is a further reduction. 
Mr. SMOOT. It is just a slight reduction. I suppose th~ 

duties on certain items falling within the paragraph are better 
arranged. 

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

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT . . Mr. President, I send to the desk the following 

perfecting amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDE.r..TT. The Secretary will report the 

amendment. · 
The CHIEF -cLERK. On page 441, line 9, to strike out " loss, 

theft, injury," and insert in lieu thereof " injury." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. The next clarifying amendment to be called to 

my attention by the Treasury Department is on page 485, line 
11, to strike out" 1929 ". and insert in lieu thereof "1930." 

The amendment was agreed to. , 
Mr. SMOOT. It will be 1930 before the bill passes, so that 

we had better make it u tariff act of 1930." 
Mr. NORRIS. We may have to change that again. . 
Mr. SMOOT. On page 441, line 11, I move to strike out all 

after the word "importation," through the word "customs " in 
line 14. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
·Mr. SMOOT. -There is one other amendment to be made in 

two places, simply to insert a hyphen. It makes a difference, 
however. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 167, line 14, strike out "plain 

woven " and insert " plain-woven." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. NORRIS. What is the difference? 
Mr. SMOOT. As it was, we had the words "plain woven," 

and the amendment is to put a hyphen between those words. 
Mr. NORRIS. Was there a comma between them? 
Mr. SMOOT. No; there was no comma. 
The next amendment_ I propose is on line 19, page 206, where 

we have the words "fish scale," to insert a hyphen between the 
words " fish " and " scale." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill iS still in Committee of 

the Whole and open to amendment. . 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, on page 129, line 20, I move to 

strike out " 1 " and insert " 3." 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend

ment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 129, line 20, to strike out " ~ 

cent" and insert "3 cents," so as to read: 
( 4) herring and mackerel, whether or not boned, in bulk or in imme

diate containers weighing with their contents more than 15 pounds each. 
.3 cents per pound net weight. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is that in order at this time? 
Mr. JONES. I think so. The Chair said the bill .was stiU 

as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I supposed we were taking 

the bill up schedule by schedule. I have noj: any file -on the 
fish schedule with me, or the file on any other of the schedules. 

Mr. JONES. I am perfectly willing to let it go in that way. 
Mr. W ALS.H of Massachusetts. I wish the Senator would do 

so. There is information which I have on the subject which is 
not available now. 

Mr. JONES. Ve~y well. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator withdraw the 

amendment for the time being? 
Mr. JONES. I am glad to do so. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The biH is still as in Committee of 

the Whole and open to amendment. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, to-day the 

Senate adopted an amendment putting a substantial duty on 
' long-staple cot ton. I want to ask unanimous consent to offer, 
when the bill is in the Senate, such compensatory duties as may 
be found to be necessary in view of the action on that matter. 

· I simply want to reserve the right to do so. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent is not required. 

The Senator can offer the amendment in the Senate without 
obtaining unanimous consent for that purpose. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It is new subject matter, and 
I think unanimous consent would be required. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not when the bill is in the Senate. 
Mr. SMOOT. I have already prepared an amendment pro

viding an ad valorem equivalent, and I will submit it to the 
Senator in the morning. 
· Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I shall be very glad if the 

Senator will do so. 
Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, can the Senator indicate what 

would be the additional compensatory duty? 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes; I can figure it out to 0.01 of a cent. 
Mr. Sl\flTH. Has the Senator that rate now? 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes. 
Mr. SMITH. About how much will it be? 
Mr. SMOOT. It will increase it about 10 cents a pound. 
Mr. SMITH. Let nie get that clear now. I have asked the 

Senator whl!t will be the additional duty in the form of compen
satory duty required on cotton goods made from long-staple 
cotton under the imposition of the 7 cents per pound duty on 
long-staple cotton adopted by the Senate to-day. 

Mr. SMOOT. The actual figure is 9.98 cents per pound; in 
other words, 10 cents a pound. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is that on yarns or cloth? 
1\Ir. SMOOT. It is on all there is in the paragraph. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. We will have to increase the 

duties· on all commodities 10 cents? . 
Mr. SMOOT. I can read the amendment to the Senator. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I wish the Senator would 

do so. 
Mr. SMOOT. It reads as follows: 
PAR. 924. All the articles enumerated or described in this sche!lule 

shall be subject to an additional duty of 10 cents per pound on the cot
ton contained therein having a staple of 1I,8 inches or more in length. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. At the proper time the Sena
tor will present that amendment? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes. That is the only way to cover the sitUa
tion as I see it. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, is the Senator going to take that 
up now? If so, we ought to have the Senator from California 
(Mr. SHORTRIDGE] here. 

Mr. SMOOT. ' I am not going to take it up now. 
Mr. DILL. He contended to-day that it was entirely un

necessary to have compensatory duties. 
Mr. SMOOT. I think that is a mistake. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, of course the Senators who 

obtained the adoption of the amendment, by their very forceful 
argument convinced a majority of the Senate that a compensa
tory duty would not be necessary. The Senate was convinced 
of that, I presume, when it voted upon the amendment. I take 
it that the Senators who advocated the amendment and con
vinced the Senate that no compensatory duties would be neces
sary will certainly be ready to convince the Senate by the same 
kind of logic that the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Utah is entirely unnecessary and that we will therefore 
be called upon by the same Senators to vote down this amend
ment; otherwise it would put them in the attitude here of 
obtaining something by misrepresentation. If it is discovered 
that the compensatory duties are necessary and that those Sen
ators were wrong in their argument, of course they will say 
so and ask for a reconsideration of the vote by which the other 
amendment was agreed to, and then ask the Senate to vote 
it down. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, · from whom 
did the Sen~tor from Utah get his information as to the ad 
valorem rate? 

.i\fr. SMOOT. From the Tariff Commission. 
Mr. W ALSII of Massachusetts. They said that the compen- · 

satory rate stated by the Senator would have to be levied in 
order to recompense the manufacturers of cotton goods who 
import? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; 9.98 cents. 

Mr. WHEELER. Does the Senator contend that the figures on 
cotton manufactured goods show the .difference in the cost of 
production here and --abroad? 

Mr. SMOOT. I have the report of the Tariff Commission on 
nearly all the art icles. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, as I understand the Sena~ 
tor, even the Senator himself only proposes a compensatory duty 
on cotton, not all cotton, but on cotton of 1~ inches or more 
in length. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is all, 1 ~ inches or more in length. All 
cotton that is in the goods that is less than that in length does 
not carry any compensatory duty at all. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I should like to in
quire of the Senator whether practically it is possible to de
termine in any fabric the amount of long-staple cotton as dis~ 
tinguished from the ordinary standard grade? 

Mr. SMOOT. Of course it is, in a piece of cloth. It is very 
easily determined. 

Mr. SMITH. I doubt it. 
Mr. SMOOT. I have not any doubt of it. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. It would seem to me that it is a 

very doubtful question. 
Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no; it can be done. It would have to be 

done even if we had a compensatory duty on each particular 
product named in all the paragraphs of the schedule. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But there is levied a specific duty 
or an ad valorem duty upon cotton goods, no matter whether 
the staple is long or short. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. That is true, and therefore these fall in every 
paragraph in which the goods fall. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I understood the Senator to say 
that under the bill as it now stands it becomes necessary to 
distinguish between the long-staple cotton in the goods and the 
ordinary grade of cotton in the goods. 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; and th~t can be distinguished very easily. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yield 

to the Senator from Mississippi? 
Mr. SMOOT. I yield. 
Mr. HARRISON. There is no question as to this bill, so far 

as cotton sewing thread is concerned of long fibers, caiTying an 
approximate increase of 5 per cent ad valorem upon the present 
rate of duty? 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true. 
Mr. HARRISON. Is it not true also, so far as cotton yarns 

are concerned of the greater lengths, the finer ·grades, the ad 
valorem increase is 12¥.1 per cent in some instances? 

Mr. SMOOT. In some of them there is no increase whatever 
over the present law. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator will confer with his experts 
on cotton, he will ascertain that on the finer fabrics in the long 
yarns and on cotton cloths the rate goes as high as 12¥.1 per 
cent over the present law. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have a full list here of all the grades of yarns 
and the yarns within the cloth. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Utah this question? If it be true as the Senator from Missis
sippi has indicated, and granting for the sake of argument that 
these increases have been put in the present law, nevertheless, 
they were based upon free cotton? 

Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
l\1r. SMITH. Now when we add 7 cents a pound on the-little 

handful of 362,000 bales which we import, then on all the cotton 
goods we will have a protective duty of an additional 10 cents a 
pound based on the added cost of the raw material? 

Mr. SMOOT. Goods into which the long-staple cotton enters. 
Mr. SMITH. I am not taking for granted that the Senator · 

can do what he said he can do as to differentiating between 
l-inch and 1~-inch cotton. I have never seen it done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still ·as in Committee of 
the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senate placed ammonium 
sulphate on the free list last Friday night. I send to the desk 
the following amendment and ask its adoption. It is striking 
out ammonium sulphate as found in paragraph 7. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 5, line 5, strike out "ammonium 

sulphate, one-fourth of 1 cent per pound." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
·M:r. JONES. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 

[Mr. WALSH] would like to have passed over until to-morrow 
the amendment which I proposed a short time since. If I 
can offer it when the bill gets into the . Senate I am perfectly 
willing to have that done. 

Tlle VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator may offer it when 
the bill is in the Senate. 
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Mr. COUZENS. !lr. President, I send to the desk an amend

ment. I was first informed I must wait until the bill got 
into the Senate before I could offer it, but I am now informed 
that it can be taken up at this time. 

Mr. SUIMONS. Mr. President, I wish to submit a par
liamentary inquiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Where a vote has been taken as in Commit

tee of the Whole, will it be necessary to reserve another vote 
upon the matter in the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the amendment was agreed to, 
it will be neces ary. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But if the amendment was not agreed to? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. A separate vote need not be re

served if the amendment was not agreed to. The amendment 
may be renewed in the Senate if it was not agreed to as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then I desire now to reserve the right to 
offer again the amendment which I offered to-day to put certain 
paper upon the free list. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not necessary to do so where 
the amendment was offered and rejected. The Senator is at 
liberty to offer the amendment again when the bill is in the 
Senate and he does not have to reserve the right. 

1\Ir. SIMMONS. That is the parliamentary inquiry I wished 
to make. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. CouzENs] be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 120, line 22, after the word 
" valorem," insert a comma and the words " wood moldings and 
carvings to be used in architectural and furniture decoration, 
40 per cent ad valorem." 

·Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, this is an amendment to para
graph 411, to include these articles under the rate_of 40 per cent 
ad valorem, which is the rate that was agreed to in the para· 
graph covering the other articles mentioned there. It appears 
that the woodworkers or carvers are not protected in these 
architectural designs for moldings. The amendment is for the 
benefit of the woodworkers who are suffering from importa
tions of these articles from other countries. The designs are 
used in the furniture business and should carry the same rate as 
furniture. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What is the present rate ot 
duty? 

Mr. COUZENS. Forty per cent. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator seeks to fix the 

rate at what tigure? 
Mr. COUZENS. At 40 per cent. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What rate did the House fix? 
Mr. COUZENS. At 40 per cent. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. At what figure did the Sen. 

ate Finance Committee leave it? 
Mr. COUZENS. At 40 per cent. My amendment does not pro

pose any change in rate. It is merely to include certain articles 
in the rate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, I send to the desk an amend

ment which I ask to have read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the amendment be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 201, line 2, after "thousand," 

insert " ; tubes wholly or in chief value of paper, commonly 
used for holding yarn or thread, if parallel, 5 cents per pound 
and 25 per cent ad valorem ; if tapered, 10 cents per pound and 
35 per cent ad valorem." 

Mr. METC4-LF. Mr. President, there is a continuous grow
ing importation of these goods, which compete very much with 
our local products, so much so that it is very difficult for the 
manufacturers in this country to compete with them at all. I 
am unable to state the amount now imported, as the products 
are not in a separate item. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, :tnay we have the amendment 
read again? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read again 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk again read Mr. METoALF's amendment. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena

tor from Rhode Island what is the present duty on these 
products? 

Mr. METCALF. The duty on the tapered, in paragraph 1413, 
is 35 per cent ad valorem. · 

Mr. GEORGE. I do nQt think the Senator ought to ask the 
Senate to make these increases in duty without furnishing any 
informa.tio~ as to what the increases amount to and what the 
imports are_, but mer~ upon, vagu~ ge~eralities. 

Mr. METCALF. I will say to the Senator it is now impossible 
to get the figures as to exports, as they have not as yet been 
separated. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the present rate which the Senator 
wishes to increase? 

Mr. METCALF. It is 35 per cent. . 
Mr. GEORGE. How much does the Senator wish to increase 

it? 
Mr. METCALF. I wish to change it so that the items will 

be separated, providing on the tapered tubes a duty of 10 cents 
per pound and 35 per cent ad valorem, and on the parallel 5 
cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem. The increase is 
10 cents a pound on the tapered and 5 cents on the parallel. 

Mr. COUZENS. If the Senator will yield, let me inquire 
what is the total ad valorem rate? 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, 10 cents per pound does not 
mean very much unless the Senator gives us the ad valorem 
equivalent. 

Mr. SMOOT. I think I can give the figures to the Senator. 
Mr. METCALF. Very well. 
Mr. SMOOT. As nearly as I have figured it out, the total 

rate would be about 45 per cent ad valorem. 
Mr. METCALF. It is merely a slight increase. 
Mr. NORRIS. Does the Senator mean that both the specific 

and ad valorem rates amount to 45 per cent? 
Mr. METCALF. Both rates together amount to about 45 

per cent. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I should like to know 

on just what basis the Senator from Utah figures that out? 
Mr. SMOOT. They are worth about 15 cents a pOund. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. From 15 cents to 30 cents. 
Mr. SMOOT. I am speaking now of the first bracket in 

which a duty is proposed of 5 cents a pound and 25 per cent 
ad valorem. On the tapered tubes the duty proposed is 10 
cents per pound and 35 per cent ad valorem. · 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What is the ad valorem equivalent of 
that? 

Mr. SMOOT. According to the price--
Mr. NORRIS. What is the valu~15 cents a pound? 
Mr. SMOOT. The article in the first bracket has a value 

of--
Mr. NORRIS. Of 15 cents. If we increase the duty by 

10 cents a pound--
Mr. SMOOT. No; it is the article in the second bracket upon 

which it is proposed to levy a duty of 10 cents a pound. 
Mr. NORRIS. What is the value of the article in the first 

bracket? 
Mr. SMOOT. The duty on that, in addition to the ad valorem, 

is 5 cents a pound. 
Mr. NORRIS. It is now proposed to increase it to 10 cents 

a pound? 
Mr. SMOOT. No; there are two items in the paragraph. 

On the parallel tubes the specific duty proposed is 5 cents a 
pound, and on the tapered tubes it is 10 cents a pound. 

Mr. NORRIS. Take the first one. On the value of the item 
in the first bracket what is the ad valorem? 

Mr. SMOOT. The ad valorem would be between 45 and 50 per 
cent. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is just the increase, but in order to get 
the total duty there would have to be added to that the 25 per 
cent ad valorem duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. No; I am referring to both duties-the com
pound duty. 

Mr. NORRIS. Let us see as to that. If the value is 5 cents 
a pound-is that right? 

Mr. SMOOT. The amendment reads: 
Tubes, wholly or in chief value of paper, commonly used for holding 

yarn or thread, if parallel, 5 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad 
valorem. 

Of course, they may run from 5 to 7 cents a pound ; but if 
we take 7 cents a pound--

Mr. NORRIS. Suppose the specific duty is 5 cents a pound 
and the value runs from 5 cents t~ 7 cents, that would be 5 
cents on an article worth from 5 to 7 cents, which would be a 
very high duty. 

Mr. METCALF. The only increase is the specific rate of 5 
cents a pound. The whole duty would only be about 40 or 45 
per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. NORIUS. The Senator proposes to add to the present 
duty a specific rate of 5 cents a pound. . 

Mr. SMOOT. In addition to the 25 per cent ad valorem that 
is on the first bracket. 

Mr. NORRIS. It is 25 per cent ad . valorem under e:rlsting 
law, is it not? 

Mr. SJJIOOT. It is 35 under existing law. 

I 
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Mr. NORRIS. The ad valorem rate has been lowered? 
Mr. SMOOT. Yes. I think the equivalent ad valorem will 

run about 47 per cent. 
Mr. METCALF. The increase is very slight. 
Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I understood that these articles 

have a value of 7 cents a · pound. 
Mr. SMOOT. The value runs all the way from 15 cents a 

pound to 22 cents a pound, we will say an average of 20 cents 
a pound. and 5 cents a pound on that would be 25 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES. That is true; on a value of 20 cents a pound, 5 
cents would be one-fourth of that or 25 per cent. 

Mr. SMOOT. Then, in addition, there is a rate of 35 per cent 
ad valorem. 

Mr. JONES. The Senator does not know on just what value 
that is based? 

Mr. SMOOT. It mnst be based on a value of about 22 cents. 
Mr. NORRIS. That would make the rate 50 per cent. 
Mr. SMOOT. No; it would not make it that much. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not think the Senate ought 

to adopt a rate like this with no more information in regard 
to it. I really think the Senator from Rhode Island ought tem
porarily to withdraw the amendment. As a matter of fact, if 
these articles are now made dutiable under his amendment at 
5 cents apiece and 25 per cent ad valorem, we will have a rate 
of duty not far from 68% per cent ad valorem, and we will 
have practically the same rate on the tubes tapered, without any 
showing as to the cost of producing or as to imports or any real 
intelligible showing as to the actual increase in the rate of 
duty. I do not think the Senator ought to ask the Senate to 
vote on this amendment at this time. 

Mr. METCALF. Very well, I will let it go over and ask that 
it may be considered later. 

Mr . . GEORGE. I hope the Senator will let it go over 
temporarily. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I desire to draw the atten
tion of the Senator from Utah to paragraph 922. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is
land withdraw his amendment for the present? 

Mr. METCALF. I withdraw it for the present. 
Mr. HEFLIN. If the Senator will permit me for just a 

moment--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 

yield to the Senator from Alabama? 
Mr. COUZENS. Yes. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 

Rhode Island that he can offer his amendment when the bill 
goes into the Senate, just as I am going to do in the case of 
another amendment because of the parliamentary situation 
which exists. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, on page 160, paragraph 922, 
there seems to be a confusion with respect to the rags used for 
paper-making purposes and those used for wiping purposes. In 
a statement on the floor of the Senate on November 19, the 
Senator described these rags in a manner which seems to have 
been misunderstood or to have been inaccurate. I have taken 
it up with the Senator, and I understood he was going to pro
pose an amendment. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator, I have taken up the 
question -involved with the department, and they are trying to 
draft a provision that will differentiate between wiping rags 
and rags used for paper making. I am told that it is one of 
the most difficult tasks that has ever been presented to the 
Treasury Department to designate the two classes of rags so 
that they may be differentiated. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 
l\lr. WATSON. Did we not have this question up l>efore the 

committee, and was it not referred to the experts, and is not 
this just what they worked out? 

Mr. SMOOT. No. 
Mr. WATSON. That is the way I remember it. 
Mr. COUZENS. It was not worked out at all. 
Mr. WATSON. At least they pretended to work it out. 
Mr. COUZENS. What I want to ask the Senator is, does 

he propose to offer an amendment at some time; because I want 
this matter clarified before we get through? 

Mr. SMOOT. As soon as the bill gets into the Senate and 
the wording is submitted to me, I am going to offer an amend
ment which I hope \\ill cle11r up the matter in such a way 
that there will be no question about it, if it is possible to do 
so ; but I do not th.ink that wording can be provided that will 
clarify the provision so that there will be absolutely no ques-

tion about it. However, we are going to see if we can not 
make it better than the provision in -the present law and better 
than the provision in the pending bill. 

Mr. COUZENS. I want to say to the Senator unless he does 
propose an amendment to segregate the rags that appear in 
paragraph 922 and those on the free list in paragraph 1751, I 
am going to propose to strike out paragraph 922 entirely, which 
will eliminate the 3 cents duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will s11y to the Senator, I am just advised 
that the proposed wording was mailed to me this afternoon, 
and will reach me to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COUZENS. And the Senator will see that the amend
ment is offered? 

Mr. SMOOT. If it is at my office to-morrow morning-and 
I have no doubt that it will be-l will then bring it over here. 

Mr. COUZENS. And the Senator will see that at some time 
the amendment is offered so that it will not be forgotten? 

Mr. SMOOT. Yes; and I will also submit it to the Senator. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate 

as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, some time ago I presented an 

amendment to section 906 in the form of a proviso. For the 
time being I will not press that amendment, unless the Senator 
from Utah is willing to accept it and let it go to conference. I 
really think it ought to be accepted and go to conference, in view 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
T HOMAS] to the wool schedule, because there is a confusion now 
that ought to be clarified, and if this amendment were accepted, 
it seems to me, the whole matter then would be in conference 
and clarification of the language could be effected. The Senator 
will recall that my proviso was, in substance, this: Following 
section 906, which makes cotton cloth containing any part of 
wool dutiable at 60 per cent ad valorem, the proviso is that if 
the cloth contains not more than 15 per cent of wool and is of a 
value of not more than 25 cents a pound, which would exclude 
all but the very cheapest grade of lining cloth, then it shall be 
dutiable not at the ad valorem rate of 60 per cent but the cotton 
rate of 40 per cent. I think the Senator ought to accept the 
amendment, and when he gets the bill into conference he will 
find it helpful to enable the conferees to clarify the language. 
It will not interfere with any other provisions of the bill. 

Mr. Sl\lOOT. We can not very well get through with amend
ments to the bill to-night. 

Mr. GEORGE. Oh, no. 
Mr. SMOOT. We can not get the bill into the Senate to

night. 
Mr. GEORGE. I thought we might get it into the Senate to

night. 
Mr. SMOOT. There are a number of Senators who have 

asked me to let it go over until to-morrow, on account of one 
or two amendments which they desire to offer, and if there is 
not any other amendment to be offered to-night, I would rather 
take a recess now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Georgia will be printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, when we voted on the tariff 
on cement in schedule 2 we struck out the words " or cement 
clinker." In the amendment which the Senator offered to the 
free list, to comply with that, I think he left out the words "or 
cement clinker." I wonder if he ought not to correct that now, 
so that when the bill gets into the Senate the amendment will be 
complete? -

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the clerk to read the amendment as 
it was adopted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Upon what page is the amendment? 
Mr. BARKLEY. On page 252, in the amendment which has 

been inserted at line 21, after the word " cement," wherever it 
appears in that paragraph I was going to suggest that the 
words "or cement clinker" be inserted. 

Mr. SMOOT. That ought to have been done. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator send his amend-

ment to the desk? -
Mr. BARKLEY. It is an amendment to an amendment 

which has been agreed to by the Senate. When it was inseited 
in the free list I did not have the language, but it will Qe suffi
cient if after the word " cement" in the amendment wherever it 
appears the words " or cement clinker " be inserted. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is right. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment offered by the Senator from Kentucky. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator send his amend

ment to the desk? 
Mr. BARKLEY. This is an amendment to the amendment 

agreed to by the Senate when it inserted cement in the free 
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list. I have not the language; but it will be sufficient if, after Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President. let me say, briefiy, that I think 
the word " cement" ip that amendment, wherever it appears, it is quite apparent that the object of this amendment is to 
the words " or cement clinker" are inserted. preserve competition and prevent monopoly, agreements, and so 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment forth, on the part of the manufacturers or the distributors of 
offered by the Senator from Kentucky. any of the articles that nre given protection under the bill. In 

The amendment was agreed to. other words, one of the objects of the bill is to sustain and im-
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate prove the condition of the manufacturers and distributors of 

as in Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. goods ; and another one ought to be-this amendment specifically 
1\fr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I give notice that I reserve the states that it is one of the objects of this legislation-to keep 

right, when the bill comes into the Senate, to offer an amend· up competition. 
ment with regard to jute. It is well known that sometimes, behind the high tariff wall, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is not necessary. The Senator monopoly forms, agreements are made, competition is killed, 
has that right. competition is dead, and the consumers are required to pay an 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have an amendment which exorbitant and unreasonable price for the goods. 
has been printed and on the desk for quite a long time. I had I do not know that this has been attempted before. I am 
it printed early, because it was a new provision of a tariff bill, not sure that in every case the language is what it ought to 
and I wanted as many Senators as possible to read it and see be. I am simply trying, as I believe every Senator is anxious 
it and think about it. to do, to preserve competition and to prevent monopoly. 

I should prefer not to debate the amendment to-night. I It is true that we have other laws and other tribunals. We 
think probably it will lead to considerable debate; but I am have the antitrust laws. We have the Federal Trade Qommis
perfectly willing that it should be offered and be pending, and J sion, whose duty it is to look into these things. None of them, 
I will make just a few remarks in explanation of it, so that however, has any power to suspend a duty that makes a tariff 
Senators can in the meantime think about it, and debate it in wall so high that behind it these things can occur. This 
the morning, if that is agreeable to the Senator from Utah. amendment does not repeal any antitrust law or any law giving 

Mr. SMOOT. Does the Senator from Nebraska desire to to the Federal Trade Commission the power that it possesses 
speak on it to-night? with reference to unfair competition, and so forth; but it adds 

1\fr. NORRIS. Just briefly. I do not want to do that if other another remedy. 
Senators have other amendments they want to dispose of to- If the Court of Customs finds that behind the tariff wall a 
night. monopoly has grown up, that an illegal agreement has been 

Mr. SMOOT. I know of two amendments that are ready to be made, and thus competition has been killed, the court simply 
' taken up to-night. reports that fact to the President of the United States. Then 

Mr. NORRIS. Then I send to the desk the amendment, which the President issues a proclamation suspending the duties that 
I offer. have enabled this bad condition to exist; and until competition 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. is reestablished, and this court so certifies, these duties are 
The CHIEF CLERK. The Senator from Nebraska offers the fol- abolished. When a condition of competition is again brought 

lowing amendment: about, another proclamation is issued that permits the rates of , 
At the end of the bill insert the following: duty provided in the bill to become effective. 
(1) That in effectuating the purpose of this act to encourage domestic Senators will remember that in one of the administrative . 

industries, etc., by the imposition of duties upon imports :trom other provisions of this bill we have provided for a people's counsel . . 
countries, it is also the purpose to protect domestic purchasers and Heretofore there has not been any one, as those of us thought . 
consumers against the exaction of excessive or artifi~ial prices in who were in favor of a people's counsel, to appear in behalf of 
respect to any and all the articles, commodities, and things subject to the people before the Tariff Commission. We have now put 
such duties by the maintenance o! full conditions of unrestrained competi- into this bill an amendment which provides for such a counsel, 
tion among domestic producers and distributors. That in order to assure whose duty it shall be to protect the consumers of the country 
the maintenance of such conditions of competition any citizen of the before the Tariff Commission, so that they will always be 
United States or the people's counsel established in this act shall be represented in that tribunal by an attorney. This amendment 
entitled to file a complaint in the Court of Customs alleging that such gives to that counsel in particular, and incidentally to any 
conditions of competition do not prevail with respect to the production, citizen of the United States, the right to make a complaint, 
distribution, or sale o! any such dutiable article or commodity · and verified on oath, setting before the Court of Customs the 
setting forth the facts and circumstances supporting the allegations in fact that competition has ceased by virtue of illegal agree
such complaint, which shall be verified by the oath of the complainant ments or combinations or monopolies formed on account of the 
or others. tariff levied on some specific article. 

(2) Upon the filing of such complaint the said Court of Customs shall As far as I am able to see, I can find no objection to the 
have jurisdiction to hear and determine the truth and merit of such proposal. It seems to me that it fills out a link here that ought 
complaint and shall immediately cause public notice to be given by to be filled out; that there ought to be some way tha,t would 
publication in the Treasury Decisions o! the Department of the Treasury give relief against a tariff that has enabled a monopoly to be 
and the Commerce Reports of the Department of commerce to all persons formed by eliminating the very cause of the monopoly-some
and corporations or associations concerned in the domestic production, thing that now under our law can not be done. 
distribution, or sale of such article that it will hold a hearing on the Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
questions of fact and law contained in such complaint upon a day to The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
be named therein when relevant testimony and argument may be offered yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
to determine whether such full conditions of domestic competition pre- Mr. NORRIS. I do. 
vail and to what extent if any price-fixing agreements or practices, or Mr. WALSH of 1\Iassachusetts. The Senator is seeking tf) 
production-limiting agreements or practices obtain in the production, prevent exorbitant prices being charged to American purchasers 
distribution, or sale of such article or commodity-and following such of foreign goods. Is that correct? 
testimony and hearing the said court shall report its findings to the · Mr. NORRIS. Yes; that is one of the principal objects of 
President. the amendment. Of course it must appear that those unrea-

(3) That upon the receipt of such findings if it be shown thereby sonable prices come about from the elimination of competition. 
that the full conditions of competition contemplated by this act do nut 1\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator seeks to set 
prevail with respect to the dutiable article, commodity, or thing de- up some governmental machinery that w ill tend to control the 
scribed in such complaint then it shall be the duty of the President levying of exorbitant charges upon Americans who purchase 
within one month to issue a proclamation suspending the imposition imported goods? 
and collection o! the duty or duties levied in this act upon such article, 1\fr. NORRIS. Yes. 
commodity, or thing and dee'laring such duty or duties inoperative until Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I hope the Senator will .press 
and unless it shall be established before such court, and such court shall his amendment. 
make findings to the effect, that the full conditions of competition afore- Mr. HEBERT. 1\fr. President, will the Senator yield? 
said do prevail and shall report such findings to the Presi9ent who shall The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FESs in the chair). Does 
then proclaim a cessation of the suspension of such duty or duties. · the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from Rhode 

( 4) The said court shall be governed by the preponderance of the evi- Island? 
dence in making its findings and shall have power to make reasonable Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 
rules and regulations to govern its procedure in such cases: Promaea, Mr. HEBERT. I did not so understand the amendment of 
That nothing herein and no proceeding brought hereunder shall be held the Senator as it was read. I was about to propound a question 
to weaken or otherwise adversely affect the Jaws of the United States as to whether his amendment should not fnclude a provision to 
applicable to conspiracies in restraint o! trade or the enforcement reach the importers who charge what have been represented here 
tbereo!. as unconscionable prices for goods imported. 
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Mr. NORRIS. I will say to the Senator that I have an 

amendment of that kind. 
Mr. HEBERT. Precisely. The amendment which has just 

been read, as I understand, does not cover that subject. 
Mr. NORRIS. Not directly. The way I think it would bring 

about the effect suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts is 
that it would prevent combination and monopoly by virtue of a 
par ticular tariff on a particular article; and if the competition 
were restored it would logically follow, I think, that exorbitant 
prices could not be charged, so that it would have that effect-

Mr. HEBERT. 1\fr. President, will the Senator yield further? 
.Mr. NORRIS. I yield further; yes. 
Mr. HEBERT. As I listened to the reading of the amend

ment, it seemed to me that it affected domestic articles rather 
than imported articles, and, in fact, did not reach imported 
articles. 

Mr. NORRIS. It does affect domestic articles. 
Mr. HEBERT. And it does not reach imported articles? 
Mr. NORRIS. It reaches any kind of an article. If the 

tariff is so high, for instance, that it results in an embargo up 
to a certain point, so high that it would keep out all imported 
articles, let us say, unless the price charged here was away 
above a reasonable one, and behind that protective wall a 
monopoly by virtue of an illegal agreement between the manu
facturers of the domestic articles would raise the price, then 
the law would become operative upon the showing of those facts 
and an adjudication to that effect by this court. 

Mr. -HEBERT. Against the domestic producers? 
Mr. NORRIS. Against the tariff. In other words, the judg

ment would be that the President should issue his proclamation 
to remove the tariff. 

Mr. HEBERT. Which would affect domestic manufacturers 
and producers? 

Mr. NORRIS. Which would affect domestic manufacturers 
and producers ; and it would continue to be removed until com
petition had been restored. 

Mr. HEBERT. And, in effect, would permit the importation 
of goods free of duty? 

Mr. NORRIS. It would; the object of that being to bring 
about competition. That importation of foreign goods free of 
duty would continue, then, until the same court found that com
petition had been restored. 

Mr. KEAN and Mr. SWANSON addressed the Ohair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braska yield ; and if so, to whom? 
Mr. NORRIS. I yield first to the Senator from New Jersey. 
Mr. KEAN. I should like to ask whether the Senator thinks 

it fair that the President should take off this duty and give the 
trade to a monopoly abroad? 

Suppose there is a monopoly in both countries; does the 
Senator think it would be fair to throw American labor out of 
a job in order to aid a foreign monopoly? 

Mr. NORRIS. The effect of the amendment would be tem
porary if these illegal agreements were made to accomplish 
that very thing. It would only last, however, as long as those 
illegal agreements lasted. In other words, here are some 
American manufacturers behind a tariff wall th.at is built so 
high that it enables them to form a monopoly by an illegal 
agreement and charge an exorbitant price to the consumers. 
The object is to break down that monopoly, and it is broken 
down by virtue of taking a way the tariff pl·otection under 
which it was built up. It stays down until competition is 
restored. 

If the American manufacturers do not want to have foreign 
competitio~ all they have to do is to refuse to enter into illegal 
agreements and price-fixing arrangements with others who are 
engaged in the same business. It is in their hands ; it is under 
their control. 

Mr. KEAN. Suppose the tariff is so low on those goods that 
they come in, and that then the foreigners charge an enormous 
price, make an unconscionable profit, as in the cases which we 
have had exhibited here during the tariff debate? 

Ml'. NORRIS. If the tariff is low, combination is not going 
to be made. They can not make an illegal agreement that will 
raise a price very high unless they have a high tariff wall 
through which they can make the agreement. 

On the other hand, does the Senator object to saying to the 
American manufacturer, " Here is a tariff to protect you. With
in the limits of this duty we are going to protect you from 
foreign importations; but if you make an agreement between 
:yourselves, an illegal agreement, by which you fix the price, by 
which you kill competition, then we are going to take down that 
tariff wall, and we are going to keep it down as long as you are 
guilty of that kind of illegal conduct." 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
1\Ir. NORRIS. I yield. 
1\Ir. SWANSON. I want to make a suggestion to the Senator 

from Nebraska. His amendment to the flexible provision of the 
tariff bill is wise, it has my complete and full approval, and, 
as I understand the amendment, the Tariff Commission is 
directed to investigate with regard to all the rates. 

Mr. NORRIS. The investigation is to be made by the Court 
of Customs Appeals. 

Mr. SWANSON. The Senator's amendment is to the flexible 
provision of the tariff. They are to report to Congress, and 
Congress will determine what rates shall be fixed. As I under
stand this amendment, the Customs Court is to determine 
whether there is a monopoly or not. It is tried before the Cus
toms Court, and when the Customs Court finds that fact, the 
protection is withdrawn from that article. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 
Mr. SWANSON. It is put on the free list. 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 
Mr. SWANSON. We will not have a vote to-night, and I 

would like to have the Senator consider if it would not be 
wiser for him to pursue this course in his amendment, which is 
wise, and which ought to be enacted into law under certain 
conditions, namely, to direct the Tariff Commission to ascer
tain the facts covered by his amendment and let them report 
to Congress. I believe we would get speedy action. Action 
would be left to Congress. I believe that would be more effec
tive and more in accord with the other provisions contained in 
this tariff bill and adopted by the Senate in connection with 
the flexible provision. 

It seems to me the better course to pursue would be to have 
the Tariff Commission ascertain whether such conditions as 
those at which the Senator aims existed in connection with 
the customs duties. After they ascertain those facts, they can 
report to Congress, and Congress might think the duties ought 
to be reduced, or that the article ought to be on the free list. 
Why is it not wiser to leave it to Congress than to the court? 
I would like to have the Senator between now and to-morrow, 
when this provision will come up, consider whether that is not 
the most effective way to accomplish what he desires, rather 
than try to reach the relief through the Customs Court. My 
experience is that courts take years and years to decide mat
ters. 

I would like to have the Senator consider that thought, and 
see if that is not the most effective way to accomplish what he 
desires. I do not want to argue the matter to-night. I am 
"simply making the suggestion to him. . 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, of course the Senator's sugges
tion may be a wise one; in fact, I wanted to bring out criticisms 
and suggestions, and to have Senators think about it, because I 
realize we are taking a new step when we legislate -on the 
rna tter at all. 

At first blush, however, I doubt the wisdom of providing that 
the report shall be made to Congress. It may be better, instead 
of having a trial before the court, to have the investigations 
made by the Tariff Commission; but my idea was that it would 
go into a tribunal which would treat it like any other lawsuit, 
and we would get an adjudication, without any possibility of 
any party matters or partisanship or different theories of tariff 
being taken into consideration. I do not believe it would be 
wise, as I look at it now, for them to report to Congress, because 
that would result in too much delay. 

Mr. SWANSON.· If the Senator will permit me, the same 
complaint was made against a revision of the tariff under the 
flexible provision, but the Senator very wisely and ably elimi
nated that complaint by providing that the commission should 
report a specific rate, and then, when that rate was r eported 
to Congress, it should not be amended by including other rates. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 
Mr. SWANSON. It seemed to me when I heard the Sena

tor's splendid speech and the discussion, that that method would 
be effective, that it would be prompt, and would get rid of the 
evil complained of and proven ; and it appears to me that the 
same principle, if applied to these conditions, 'would be more 
effective. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator may be l'ight. of course. 
Mr. SWANSON. I would. like to have the Senator think of 

it. I know' it is necessary to have a specific statute defining 
what monopoly is, defining the conditions which will sustain a 
charge of monopoly, because a court simply interpret~ the law; 
Congress can not delegate its power of making the law ; it must 
make it specific. Unless we had a law guiding the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, they could not fix rates. 

I believe if the Senator would take his amendment and modify 
it and make it a part of the flexible provision which the Senate 
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bas passed, and leave as he bas it that splendid amendment, 
the flexible provision, which impressed me very profoundly 
when I heard it discussed, he would make it possible to get 
rid of all delay ; I believe be would solve the problem through 
a provision wise, quick, prompt, and effective. 

I have not thought of the matter except in a desultory way 
to~night, but I would like to have the Senator consider the 
proposition to offer his amendment to the flexible provision of 
the tariff, and have the law operate that way instead of leaving 
the matter to the Customs Court. I am satisfied that he would 
find it more effective than if he shol)].d leave it to the court. 

LEGISLATIVE SITUATION IN CONGRESS 

1\Ir. WHEELER. Mr. President, I ask leave to have pub
lished in the REcoRD an article from the Sacramento (Calif.) 
Bee of Tuesday, February 25, 1930, entitled " Hoover to Blame 
for the Legislative Jam." 

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

[From the Sacramento (Calif.) Bee ot Tuesday, February 25, 1930] 
HOOVER TO BLA..ME FOR THE LEGif?LATIVE JAM 

President Hoover has been holding a number of consultations with 
regular Republican leaders with respect to the legislative situation 1n 
Congress. 

These have been getting considerable space in the newspapers. And 
the purpose of them seeiDS to be. if possible, to convince the country 
that the progressive Republicans and the Democrats, who control the 
Senate, to the embarrassment and chagrin of the Republican regulars, 
are doing a very ill service in not forthwith and without debate accept
ing the rates fixed in the House tariff bill. 

This _same sort of dishonest propaganda was attempted last fall dur
ing the stock-market collapse when a New York banker made the 
ridiculous statement that if the Senate had passed the tariff bill the 
collapse would not have occurred. 

If the present situation is not to the liking of President Hoover, he 
has only himself to blame. 

Neither in his campaign speeches nor in the Republican platform was 
there any pledge that a general revision of the tariff was to be under
taken by his administration. 

There was no general demand that it should receive the attention 
of the special session of Congress except that some further protection 
should be extended to certain restricted agricultural products. 

But the President not only permitted, but he encouraged the Republi
can machine in the House to reopen the whole subject. And when 
that machine prepared and put through a bill which contained more 
indefensible increases, more bounties to the great trusts and syndicates, 
and more shameful raids on the pocketbooks of the American consumer 
than-any previous tariff bill in American history he lifted not so much 
as a single whisper or a little finger in protest. 

The Republican progressives in the Senate refused to swallow this 
outrageous holdup of the American citizenry. 

And, with the aid of the Democrats, they have rewritten the bill 
1n the interests of the farmer and the citizenry generally. 

Its rates remain sensibly protective. 
But they no longer smack of brigandage. 
Mr. Mellon and his Aluminum Trust and many other like greedy 

grabbers of tariff favors have had their noses peeled and their eyes 
more or less blackened ; but the public generally 1s not weeping any 
tears for them, even although the White House itself has been made 
unhappy thereby. 

Instead, therefore, of deserving censures tbe Republican progressives 
merit the warmest praise. 

They have saved their party, too, from the stigma of betraying the 
people once more into the hands of their exploiters. 

DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE JAMES ANTHONY HUGHES 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaf
fee, one of its clerks, communicated to the Senate the intelligence 
of the death of Hon. JAMES ANTHoNY HUGHES, late a Repre
sentative from the State of West Virginia, and transmitted the 
resolutions of the House thereon. 

1\fr. GOFF. Mr. President, I ask that the resolutions of the 
House be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FESs in the chair). The 
Chair lays before the Senate resolutions of the House of Rep
resentatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions, as follows : 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRES.ICNTATIVES, 

March s, 1.930. 
Resolved, That the IIouse has heard with profound sorrow of the 

death of Hon. JAMEs ANTHONY HUGHES, a Representative from the 
State of West Virginia. 

Resolved, Tbat a committee of 15 Members of the House, with such 
Members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the 
funeral. 

EesoZved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the H~se be authorized and 
-directed to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the 
provisions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in con
nection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect, this House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. GOFF. 1\lr. President, words mean so little in the hour 
of sorrow-and all because they are so inadequate--and yet in 
the stress and pathos of life, when the heart is bruised and the 
soul is crushed, and the hand reaches out into the hush and the 
shadow, the fact that friends and colleagues feel and sympa
thize, because they, too, have suffered, will be a consolation and 
a comfort to the family of Mr. HUGHES. Many Members of the 
Senate served for years with the deceased in the House of Rep
resenta_tives. They know that he was always a man of charm 
and courage, and that be will be remembered always for his 
splendid fortitude and his unselfish, manly character. There
fore, Mr. President, I offer the following resolutions, and re
quest that they be read by the clerk and considered by the 
Senate. 

The resolutions (S. Res. 223) were read, considered by unani· 
mous consent, and unanimously agreed to, as follows : 

Resolved_. That the Senate has heard with profound sorrow the an
nouncement of the death of Hon. JAMES ANTHONY HUGHES, late a Rep-
resentative from the State of West Virginia. · 

Resolved, That a committee of six Senators be appointed by the Vice 
President to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of 
Representatives to attend the funeral of the deceased Representative. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the 
House of Representatives and transmit a copy thereof to the family of 
the deceased. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the de
ceased Representative the Senate do now take a recess until 11 o'clock 
a. m. t<>-morrow. 

Thereupon the Senate (at 10 o'clock p. m.) took a recess until 
to-morrow, Tuesday, March 4, 1930, at 11 o'clock a.m. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MoNDAY, March 3, 1930 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

God be merciful unto us and bless us; and cause His face to 
shine upon us, that Thy way may be known upon the earth, 
Thy saving grace among all nations. Let the people praise 
Thee, 0 God ; let all the people praise Thee. 0 let the nations 
be glad and sing for joy; for Thou shalt judge the people 
righteously and govern the nations upon earth. Let the people 
praise Thee, 0 God ; let all the people praise Thee. Then shall 
the earth · yield her increase ; and God, even our own God, shall 
bless us. God shall bless us ; and all the ends of the earth 
shall fear Him. Again, our Heavenly Father, our flag is at 
half-mast. Again the shadows of death have fallen across our 
pathway. Graciously remember those who are in mourning, 
and may they hear the voice coming down through the skies 
saying, " Learn of me; for I am meek and lowly in heart; and 
ye shall find rest unto your souls." Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday 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 a bill of the following 
title, in which the concurrence of the House is requested: 

S. 3193. An act to authorize the State Roads Commission of 
Maryland to construct a highway bridge across the Nanticoke 
River at Vienna in Dorchester County to a point in Wicomico 
County. 

SPECI..AL ORDERS FOR TO-MORROW 
Mr. TILSON. 1\fr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 

special orders made for to-morrow go over until Thursday and 
be in order on that day. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani
mous consent that the special orders for to-morrow be in order 
on Thursday next. Is there objection? 

Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, is the gentle
man going to substitute some day for this? 

Mr. TILSON. I am trying to clear to-morrow for to-day's 
business. 



4658 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MAROH 3 
Mr. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, What order 

will the address of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Smo
VIOH] take? Are the addresses of to-mdrrow to follow his 
address on Thursday? 

Mr. TILSON. I will incorporate in my request that the 
special orders for to-morrow be in order on Thursday to follow 
the address of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SmoVIOH]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Connecticut? 

There was no objection. 
POSTPONEMENT OF BUSINESS -T(}-DAY UNTIL To-MORROW 

Mr. TILSON. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the business in order to-day be in order to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the busfness for to-day be in order to
morrow. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF BEMARKS 

Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD and incorporate 
therein resolutions and declarations of policy on the flood con
trol conference recently held in McCook, Nebr. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Reserving the right to object, who are 
these resolutions by? 

1\Ir. GARBER of Oklahoma. Resolutions from the Nine 
States Conference held at McCook, Nebr. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Well, MI". Speaker, there is a place in the 
REcoHn for such resolutions, and I object. 

LEAVE TO .ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

address the House for 15 minutes after the disposition of busi
ness on the Speaker's table on next Friday on the question of 
the tobacco tax. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentuck"Y? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that I may be permitted to address the House on next Friday 
for 45 minutes, following the remarks of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, on the question of the congestion in the Federal 
courts because of prohibition. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from West Virginia? 

There w~ no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD on the subject of veterans' 
relief. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Mississippi? 

There wns no objection. 
Mr. R.ANKIN. Mr. Speaker, in connection with my request, 

I have I'eceived a great many commrmications, appeals, and 
petitions from ex-service men, and I ask unanimous consent to 
quote from those communications. I do not want to burden the 
RECORD, but I ask unanimous consent that I may insert those 
quotations. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Reserving the right to object, I think the 
gentleman should stafe how much material he proposes to insert. 

Mr. R.ANKIN. I would like to insert the names of the vet
erans, the widows, and the other people who have appealed 
to me. 

Mr. SNELL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. RANKIN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that I may quote from those petitions in leaving off the names. 
Mr. UNDERHILL. We all recognize the interest the gentle

man has in veterans' legislation. If we inserted in the RECORD 
all of our letters, telegrams, and extraneous matter of that 
sort, we would fill tlle RECORD up, and I feel obliged to object. 

l\1-r. G.ARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. Yes. 
Mr. GARNER. I do not know that I am in sympathy with 

the particular thing that the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
R A K IN] is doing, but if the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
look at the RECOBD of last Friday, he will see that 10 pages 
were used by a Member of another body to insert statements 
from newspapers and everything else. It seems that no Member 
of this body can have the opportunity to present his views in 
the way in which he wants to, but that in another body a 
Member may encumber the RECORD with anywhere from 10 to 
100 pages of extraneous matter, without any objection from 
anyone. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. And may I say that it is an outrage upon 
the public and the taxpayers of this country to do so? 

Mr. GARNER. And some one ought to take the responsibil
ity of trying to keep out such extraneous matter in another 
body. The Joint Committee on Printing has that power. 

Mr. UNDERfiLL. And they ought to exercise it. 
Mr. GARNER. It looks as if the gentleman ought to bring 

pressure to bear upon the members of his own party. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, while I would prefer to put in 

the names of these disabled men, their mothers, and so forth, if 
the gentleman from Massachusetts objects to it, of course, I 
shall have to withhold those names, but in quoting from these 
communications all I expect to do is to quote sufficient to show 
the trend, and all of the quotations that I shall make will prob
ably not cover one page of the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Mississippi? 
There was no objection. 

VETE&ANB' BELIEF 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, under the leave just granted me 
to extend my remarks in the RECoRD on the subject of soldiers' 

relief and to quote from letters, appeals, and petitions sent me, 
imploring Congress to do justice to ouP uncompensated disabled 
veterans of the World War, I desire to first call the attention 
of the House to the parliamentary situation. 

Early in the session I introduced my bill, H. R. 7825, to ex
tend the presumptive period for tubercular veterans and those 
suffering from other chronic constitutional diseases to January 
1, 1930. To my surprise, opposition to this measure developed 
in the committee. We called for ~ hearing. It was $ranted, 
but instead of calling witnesses in favor of the bill they called 
the witnesses opposing it, and when the time came to hear those 
favoring the measure the administration's forces on the com
mittee sidetracked my bill and took up what is known as the 
Johnson bill, which has been reported and numbered 10381. 

Had it not been for our fight on the Rankin bill -(H. R. 7825), 
even the Johnson bill would never have been reported, and I 
seriously doubt if it would ever have been taken up in the com
mittee. The Johnson bill brings the· presumptive period for 
diseases other than tuberculosis up to January 1, 1925, but does 
not extend the presumptive period for tuberculosis. 

We are not opposing the main provisions of that bill. It is 
good as far !J.S it goes, but it does not go far enough. 

Therefore we have a petition on the Speaker's desk which 
Members are signing to bring the Rankin bill out of the com
mittee in order that it may be considered by the House. Tbat 
bill meets with the approval of the veterans throughout the 
country. It also meets with the approval of the .American 
people. 

If any of you doubt that, get a copy of it and send it home 
and ask any civic organization to take it up and discuss it, and 
nine times out of ten you will receive a reply giving it hearty 
support. 

It has been intimated that the service organizations are not 
behind it. That is a mistake. The Disabled .American Veter
ans, which is an organization composed exclusively of disabled 
veterans of the World War, are 100 per cent for it. Their rep
resentative, Hon. Thomas Kirby, who has labored for the dis
abl€d ex-service men day in and day out ever since I have been 
a Member of Congress, has given the measure his whole-hearted 
support from the very beginning. .A short time ago Bon. Wil
liam J. Murphy, national commander of the Disabled .American 
Veterans, came to Washington and gave it his unqualified 
indorsement. He had just gone the rounds of the veterans' hos
pitals of the country and knew the conditions fir t hand. He 
not only indorsed this measure then, but everywhere he has been 
since he left Washington he has raised his voice in support of it. 

It has been intimated that the American Legion is against the 
bill. That is not true. There may be a few leaders temporarily 
in power who have withheld their indorsement, but the rank and 
file of the American Legion from one end of the country to the 
other are whole-heartedly behind it, as I will show before I con
clude these remarks. While some of the would-be leaders are 
talking about taxing the profits of the next war, the rank and 
file believe, as I do, that we should tax some of the profits of 
the last war, if necessary, in order to get money to care for 
our uncompensated disabled veterans of that conflict who are 
now disabled and whose wives and children are in want. 

Rumors have been circulated around the Capitol that this 
bill would cost hundreds of millions of dollars annually. How 
absurd! 

According to the testimony of the Director of the Veterans' 
Bureau, it would not cost more than $44,000,000 for the :first 
year, and I seriously doubt if it would cost that amount. But 
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even if it does, this Congress has just given back to the large 
income taxpayers of the country one hundred and ninety millions 
of dollars on their taxes for last year, and the President indi
cated in his message to Congress, if I remember correctly, that 
he hoped to make a similar reduction every year from now on. 

Hundreds of millions of dollars have already been appro
priated by the present Congress that could have been better 
applied to compensating our disabled veterans. Nothing would 
do more, in my opinion, to insure the future peace of mankind, 
than to let those who have made money out of the war, coining 
their millions out of the blood and tears of the suffering men, 
women, and children of the world, understand that those profits 
in the future are going to be taxed to take care of the disable_d 
victims of the conflict. I for one am ready now to tax the 
profits of the last war in order to get money to take care of 
those who offered their lives in the defense of their country and 
who are now unable to defend themselves. 

Of course, I know that these men can be hospitalized under 
the present law if there is room in the hospitals for them, but 
in the first place there is not room for all of them. Besides, they 
can not a:fford to leave their wives and children without the 
necessities of life. 

It is estimated that these uncompensated disabled veterans 
are dying at the rate of 50 a day. We began hearings on the 
Rankin bill, I believe, on the 22d of January, 40 days ago. 
Since that time approximately 2,000 of these unfortunate boys 
have passed away, if the estimate to which I have referred is 
anything like correct. 

Of course, when one dies we erect a monument to his memory, 
and if there is an outfit convenient we give him a military 
funeral-fire a few rifies over his remains, frighten his children, 
and remind his wife of the ingratitude of republics. 

Under the Johnson bill we would also give a fiag with which 
to drape his coffi:p.. _ · · · · 

Why the necessity for this legislation? Because many thou
sands of our worthiest soldiers who tried to carry on after the 
war closed, and who finally broke down, find that they were too 
late in making their application. 

.I will just cite a few of the hundreds of cases that are on 
my table now. 

I have in my hand a letter from a soldier boy in Pennsyl
vania, which was sent to me by an officer of the American 
Legion of that State. . 

By the way, while I am on that subject, I desire to say that 
the American Legion of the State of Pennsylvania has indorsed 
this Rankin bill. 

But the letter to which I refer is from a poor boy who has 
been denied compensation on the ground that his disability, 
that of a nervous breakdown, was not service connected. In 
reply to that he says: 

I laid in the mud in the German prison camp, not e-ren a board 
to lay on, and the food, if you would like to call it that, was of mid
dlings and rotten cabbage and nettles and weeds, .and maggots crawling 
around your wounds, and the stink was worse than on the battle field. 
Then my condition ain't due to service. I could write a book on it. 

He seems to have recovered from his wounds, but the hor
rible experience through which he passed gradually wore his 
nerves, until to-day he is a total wreck ; but he is denied com
pensation on the ground that his disability is not service .con
nected. Of course, his service record does not show treatment, 
for he was in a German prison at the time. 

I have here a letter from a disabled veteran from the State 
of Florida, who tells me that he is 41 years old, married, and 
wholly dependent upon his daughter for support. 

In other words-

He says--
I exist by the grace ot charity. 

He enlisted on April 7, 1917, the day after the war was de
clared, and was honorably discharged on October 19, 1919. He 
was a member of the crew on active duty and a survivor of the 
ill-fated U. S. S. San Diego-armored cruiser-

Sunk by mine off the coast of Fire Island July 19, 1918. 

In speaking of his experience lie says : 

I received no physlcal injuries other than shock and exposure, as we 
were in the water for three and one-hal! hours. 

He came home and attempted to carry on until 1925, when he 
suffered a breakdown and became partially paralyzed. He is 
now a hopeless invalid, and the bureau informs him that he is 
shut out because of the limitation of the law. 

I have before me the case and picture of a young man in a 
wheel chair. He writes me from Chicago, Ill., and I presume he 
is a citizen of that State. He asks me to show this pictur~ to 

Congressmen and ask them if they would like to see a son of 
theirs in that condition, and as he expressed it-

Not getting any compensation for the hell and fighting that I had to go 
through ; also having a service-connected case, but having the grit and 
will power to stick it out and keep on going. 

He tells me that he had developed trench feet and abdominal 
adhesions, but yet he did not complain except to first aid only, 
and then went back to the line again and joined his outfit. 
With that same patriotic determination he seems to have at
tempted to overcome his disabilities after the. war closed to 
keep from calling on his Government for assistance. When he 
finally broke down and was compelled to do so, he found that he 
had passed the time limit of 1925 and was told that he was too 
late. . . 

I have also before me a letter from California from a man 
who tells me that he is now 53 years old. He is a hopeless 
invalid, lying in a veterans' hospital without compensation, and 
thus separated from his family because of his inability to exist 
without the assistance of the Government. He is told that his 
clafm came too late, or that his breakdown came too late. 

Here is one of the disabled veterans from the State of Georgia 
suffering from tuberculosis, who tells me that he tried to carry 
on until after 1925 when he broke down and was compelled to 
go to the hospital and was toLd then that his application came 
too late. 

I know some will say that he might have offered proof to 
show that he had this disability before the close of 1925, but 
the Veterans' Bureau has refused to accept even the evidence 
of physicians unless they were backed up by a clinical exami
nation. 

Here is a case, Mr. Speaker, of a poor tuberculosis victim in 
Fort Harrison, Mont. He enlisted in the United States Army 
in August, 1913, and served on the Mexican border five months 
prior to our entry io the. World War. He then went overseas 
and served 18 months, sailing for France in October, 1917. 
Nine months of that time he spent in the trenches in all en
gagements in which his division participated. After the armis
tice he served on the Rhine. He was cited for bravery in 
action by both the French and American Armies for carrying 
a message under shell fire during which time he was under gas 
five hours. He was decorated With the distinguished-service 
c.ross and was awarded the croix de guerre. He returned to 
the United States and was discharged in May, 1919. He is a 
married man with a wife and a small child. He- broke down 
with tuberculosis after the time limit of 1925 expired and is 
now told that he can not receive a dollar of compensation, 
because he can not prove that his disability is t~ervice con-
nected. · 

I could pile these cases so high that it would take a volume, 
almost, of the CONGRESSION.AL RECORD to contain them all, but I 
am only citing a few that come under my personal observation 
at this moment in order that the Members of the House and 
those who read this RECORD may know that we who are waging 
this fight are engaged in a worthy cause. 

With thousands of similar cases before the eyes of the coun
try, some in practically every community in the United States, is 
it any wonder that the American people, and especially the ex
service men, are behind this bill that would take care of these 
uncompensated disabled men? 

I have here a petition which seems to be about 20 or 25 feet 
long appealing to Congress to pass this bill. This petition comes 
from Outwood, Ky., and at first glance I see on it names of men 
from Pennsylvania, Mississippi, Maryland, Ohio, Alabama, In
diana, and I am sure if I went on down the list I would find 
men from every State in the Union. That is but one of the 
many petitions. 

I see here a petition containing about 400 names, all from 
one district in New Jersey. Their petition states that-

Most earnestly request and urge your support of Rankin bill, H. R. 
7825. 

Here are 72 othel" petitions to Congress in favor of this bill. 
I wish I could read them into the RECORD with the thousands of 
names they contain. These are all in addition to the ones 
mentioned in my previous remarks and the ones inserted in 
the RECORD some time ago. They not only cover every State 
but they cover every congressional district. Many of them con
tain this expression, "A feeble effort reaching out from a sick 
bed." Many of them have this inscription: 

Leave your frolic for a moment. Or rather, as you hear the martial 
air of the band, the blare of the bugle, the lilt of the song, the gay 
serenade of the singer, may those melodies commingle with these other 
lesser noises, the moan of the disabled, the cough of the tubercular, 
the groan of the utterly spent, of the men who are sick unto death. 
May these far l~s harmonious sounds rise in a mighty voice to speak 
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for us ; and may it, through you, thunder our cry on the ears of the 
Nation, that those living may still live on, that the dying may be 
brought back to life. 

I find several petitions here signed by war mothers alone 
appealing to Congress to pass this legislation before any more 
of these disabled ooys go uncompensated to their graves. They 
have not forgotten those trying days of the World War when 
they were called upon to give their most precious earthly pos
sessions to their country, and now when these boys are dis
abled and in need of help they can not understand why their 
Government is reluctant to respond to their needs. 

I have in my hand a telegram signed by the Uncompensated 
Disabled Veterans of the World War at Fort Bayard, N. Mex., 
in which they say: 

We, the Uncompensated Disabled Veterans of the World War, have 
for the past several years pleaded with you for greatly needed relief 
through just and undiscriminating legislation. The Rankin bill now 
before the Veterans' Committee is the only constructive measure under 
contemplation. We most respectfully request your whole-hearted sup
port of this bill • • •. To you this may be merely a question of 
dollars and cents ; to us it is a matter of life and death • • •. 

This is typical of the messages pouring in from every section 
of the country. It would be impossible for me to even mention 
the thousands of letters, telegrams, and so forth, that have come 
to me appealing for this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not a gesture. This is not even what 
might be termed a wave of popular feeling; but it is a rising tide 
of public sentiment which Congress can not afford to ignore. 

I trust that every Member of the House will sign the petition 
now on the Speaker's desk to bring this measure to the floor of 
the House, for if we can ever get a vote of the membership of 
this body it will pass by an overwhelming majority. ' 

These disabled boys did their duty when their country called 
for their service ; let us in turn perform our duty toward them 
now . . 

ELECTION TO COMMITTEES 

1\fr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk the following 
resolution, which I ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House Resolution 175 

Resolved, That CHARLES FINLEY, of Kentucky, be, and he is hereby, 
elected a member of the following standing committees of the House, 
to-wit: Elections No. 3; Mines and Mining. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE JAMES A. HUGHES 

Mr. BACHMANN. Mr. Sl)('aker, it is with deep regret that 
I inform the House of the death of our friend and colleague, 
Hon. JAMES A. HuGHES, Member of Congress from the fourth 
congressional district of the State of West Virginia, who passed 
away yesterday. I send to the Clerk's desk the following 

·resolution and ask for i~ immediate adoption. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia offers 

a resolution, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

Honse Resolution 176 

Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the 
death of Bon. JAMES ANTHONY HUGHES, a Representative from the 
State of West Virginia. 

Resolved, That a committee of 15 Members of the House, with such 
1\feml>ers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the 
funeral. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant at Arms of the Honse be authorized and 
directed to take such steps as may be necessary for carrying out the 
provisions of these resolutions, and that the necessary expenses in 
connection therewith be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate 
and transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu
tion. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints the following com

mittee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Hon. HENRY ALLEN COOPER, of Wisconsin; Hon. GILBERT N. HAUGEN, 

of Iowa; Bon. WILLIAM H. STAFFORD, of Wisconsin; Bon. J,UIES P. 
GLYNN, of Connecticut; Bon. B. CARROLL REECE, of Tennessee; Hon. 
CARL G .. BACHMANN, of West Virginia ; Bon. FRANK L. BOWMAN, of 
West Virginia ; Bon. THOMAs A. JENKINS, of Ohio; Bon. KATHERINE G. 
LANGLEY, of Kentucky; Bon. JOHN M. WOLVERTON, of West Virginia; 

Bon. ELVA R. KENDALL, of Kentucky; Bon. HUGH ·I, SHOTT, of West 
Virginia; Hon. JOHN J. McSwAIN, of South Carolina; Bon. LISTER 
HILL, of Alabama; Bon. JoE L. SMITH, of West Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will continue' the reading of the 
resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolv ed, That, as a further mark of respect, this House do now 

adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso
lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT 

Accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.), in accord
ance with the resolution heretofore agreed to, the House ad
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 4, 1930, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee hearings scheduled for Tuesday, March 4, 1930, as re
ported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees: 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

(1.30 p. m.) 
Navy Department appropriation bill. 

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To permit the admission as nonquota immigrants of certain 

alien wives and children of United States citizens (H. R. 2404). 
To admit to the United States Chinese wives of certain Ameri

can citizens (H. R. 5654). 
COMMI'ITEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

(10 a.m.) 
Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 

States (H. J. Res. 114, H. J. Res. 11, H. J. Res. 38). 
Proposing an amendment to the eighteenth amendment of the 

Constitution (H. J. Res. 99). 
Proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United 

States providing for a referendum on the eighteenth amendment 
thereof (H. J. Res. 219). 

Proposing an amendment to the eighteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States (H. J. Res. 246). 

OOMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURR-ENCY 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To consider branch, chain, and group banking as provided in 

Hoose Resolution 141. 
COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS 

( 10.30 a. m.) 
To amend a joint resolution entitled "Joint resolution giving 

to discharged soldiers, sailors, and marines a preferred right to 
homestead entry," approved February 14, 1920, as amended 
January 21, 1922 (H. J. Res. 181). 

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS 

(10 a.m.) 
To consider proposed legislation concerning Muscle Shoals. 

COMMITTEE ·oN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To prevent professional prize fighting and to authorize ama

teur boxing in the District of Columbia (H. R. 9182). 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
354. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting 

Secretary of the Navy, transmitting draft of a bill for the relief 
of Frank M. Grover was taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

REPORT.S OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. WASON: .Joint Committee on the Disposition of Useless 

Executive Papers. A report on the disposition of useless papers 
in the United States Fuel Administration (Rept. No. 808). 
Ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
l\Ir. HALE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 348. A bill 

to place Norman A. Ross on the retired list of the Navy; with 
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amendment (Rept. No. 809). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. WOODRUFF: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 752. 
A bill for the relief of Wesley B. Johnson; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 810). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
816. A bill for the relief of Lieut. Commander Cornelius 
Dugan (retired); without amendment (Rept. No. 811). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. DRANE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 851. A 
bill for the relief of Richard Kirchhoff ; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 812). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. WOODRUFF: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 1155. 
A bill for the relief of /Eugene A. Dubrule; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 813). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. HALE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 2335. A -bill 
p'l'oviding for the promotion of Chief Boatswain Edward 
Sweeney, United States Navy, retired, to the rank of lieutenant 
on the retired list of the Navy; with amendment (Rept. No. 
814). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WOODRUFF: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 2626. 
A bill for the relief of George Joseph Boyd ell ; with amendment 
( Rept. No. 815). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
2793. A bill granting six months' pay to Lucy B. Knox; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 816). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. VINSON of Georgia: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
2951. A bill granting six months' pay to Frank J. Hale; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 817). RefelTed to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. SANDERS of Texas: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 
2984. A bill granting six months' pay to Mary A. Bourgeois; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 818). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

Mr. HALE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 3175. A 
bill to authorize Lieut. Commander James C. Monfort, of the 
United States Navy, to accept a decoration conferred upon him 
by the Government of Italy; without amendment (Rept. No. 
819). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. COYLE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 5213. A 
bill for the relief of Grant R. Kelsey, alias Vincent J. Moran; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 820). Refe:rred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 5824. 
A bill for the relief of George Campbell Armstrong ; with amend
ment (Rept. No. 821). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. COYLE: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 6693. A 
bill for the relief of Stephen W. Douglass, chief pharmacist, 
United States Navy, retired; without amendment (Rept. No. 
822). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

from the consideration of the following bills, which were re
ferred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 7103) granting a pension to Maggie Clark; Com
mittee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10399) granting a pension to Maria E. Browne ; 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. ARENTZ: A bill (H. R. 10449) to authorize the erec

tion of a Veterans' Bureau hospital in the State of Nevada, and 
to authorize the appropriation therefor; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10450) to authorize the 
taking over -and paying compensation for the Thayer West 
Point Hotel building located and situated on the grounds of the 
West Point Military Academy, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 10451) to amend section 
4(a) of the immigration act of 1924 as amended by Public 
Resolution No. 61, Seventieth Congress; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Natur~lization. 

By Mr. SIROVICH: A bill (H. R. 10452) to create in the 
Treasury Department a bureau of narcotics, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HOWARD: A resolution (H. Res. 177) for the con
sideration of Senate Joint Resolution 3 proposing an amend· 
ment to the Constitution of the United States fixing the com- · 
mencement of the terms of President and Vice President and 
Members of Congress and fixing the time of the assembling of 
Congress; to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. CHASE: A bill (H. R. 10453) granting an increase 

of pension to Harriet Roach; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNBAR: A bill (H. R. 10454) granting an increase 
of pension to Isaac A. Chandler; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10455) granting a pension to James · M. 
Sanders; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 10456) granting a 
pension to Vidella Zehring; to the Collliil.!ttee on Invalid 
Pensions. ~ 

By Mr. HOWARD: A bill (H. R. 10457) to investigate the 
claims of and to enroll certain persons, if entitled, with the 
Omaha Tribe of Indians; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 10458) granting 
a pension to George W. Bryant; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FRANK M. RAMEY: A bill (H. R. 10459) granting 
a pension to Sarah Jane White; to the Committee on· Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SHORT of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10460) granting 
a pension to Fannie McKinzie; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows : 
5236. By Mr. BOHN: Petition of citizens of Grand Marais, 

Alger County, Mich., in favor of speedy consideration and 
passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

5237. By Mr. BRUNNER: Petition of the Women's Republican 
Club of Astoria, indorsing the La Follette-O'Connell Saturday 
half-holiday measure and urging Congress for early and favor
able enactment of same; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

5238. Also, -petition of Sons of the Revolution in the State of 
New York, heartily indorsing the principle of military training 
in Reserve Officers' Training Corps and citizens' military train
ing camps and in high schools with Government aid; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

5239. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Iowa: Petition of 71 citizens 
of Sioux City, Woodbury County, Iowa, urging the speedy con
sideration 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. 

5240. By Mr. CHALMERS: Statement from P. W. James, 
Toledo, Ohio, relative to independent domestic business; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5241. By Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON: Petition of citizens of 
Hudson, S. Dak., asking passage of Senate bill 476 and House 
bill 2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5242. By Mr. DEROUEN: Petition of citizens of Beauregard 
Parish, La., asking that Congress endeavor to secure speedy 
consideration and passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 
2562; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5243. By Mr. DOWELL: Petition of citizens of Polk County, 
Iowa, regarding increased pensions for veterans of the Spanish
American War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5244. By Mr. DUNBAR: Petition of Edward G. Goodbub and 
many prominent citizens of New Albany, Ind., urging speedy 
consideration and passage of Senate bill 476 and House bill 
2562 ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5245. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition signed by various 
residents of Bronx County, New York City, N. Y., urging the 
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. 

5246. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of citizens of 
Kay County, Ponca City, Okla., urging passage of House .bill 
2562 providing for increased rates of pension to men who 
served in Spanish War; to the Committee on Pensions. 
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. .5247. Also, petition of William Kurtz Post, No. 976, Ameri
.can Legion, United States Veterans' Bureau Hospital, Castle 
Point, N. Y., urging support of Rankin bill, H. R. 7825; to 

. the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 
5248. Also, petition of C. E. Taylor, of Taylor Pharmacy, 

Ponca City, Okla., in regard to the Capper-Kelly bill; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

5249. Also, petition of board of directors, Chamber of Com
merce, of Lawton, Okla., urging support of legislation embody
ing recommendations of interdepartment board for increases in 
compensation paid officers and men, both active and retired, of 
the Army, Navy, · Marine Corps, Coast Guard, Public Health. 
and Geodetic Survey ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

5250. Also, petition of citizens of Ponca City, Okla., urging 
support of House bill 9233 ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5251. By 1\Ir. HALL of illinois: Petition of G. H. Copeland 
- and 16 other residents of Stanford, McLean County, Ill., advo

cating an increase of pension to veterans of the Spanish-Ameri
cap War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5252. By Mr. HESS : Petition of various citizens of Cin
cinnati, Ohio, urging the passage of House bill 8976; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

5253. By Mr. HULL of Wisconsin: Memorial of the Common 
Council of the City of Green Bay, Wis., memorializing Congress 
of the United States to enact House Joint Resolution 167 di
recting the President of the United States to proclaim October 
11 of each year as General Pulaski memonal day; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

5254. Also, petition of Wisconsin Vocation Guidance Asso
ciation favoring House bill 7138 and Senate bill 3340; to the 
Committee on Education. 

5255. Also, petition of the international council representing 
the membership of the Amalgamated Lithographers of America, 
urging Congress for the passage of House bill 2562 and Senat~ 
bill 476 granting an increase of pension to Spanish-American 
War veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5256. By Mr. IRWIN: Petition of John W. Kelly and other cit
izens of East St. Louis, ill., urging the enactment of Senate bill 
476 and House bill 2562 in the Seventy-first Congress; to the 
Committee on Pensions. . 

5257. By Mr: JOHNSON of Texas: Petition of Thomas Mc
Sweeney, commander Herbert F. Watson Chapter, D. A. V. W. 
W.; Chester Borden, commander Avery W. Putnam Post, A. L.; 
and Louis Richards, chairman Uncompensated Veterans' com
mittee, of Rutland Heights, Mass., indorsing Rankin bill, H. R. 
7825; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

5258. Also, · petition of R. F. Keefe, commander Disabled 
American Veterans, . and Edward Saunders, president Uncom

- pensated Veterans, Sunmount, N. Y., indorsing Rankin bill; to 
the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

5259. Also, petition of Hinds Welch, American Legion; Fred
. erick Villio, Veterans of Foreign Wars; Albert Moriarty, Dis

abled American Veterans; and James Foy, Uncompensated Dis
abled Veterans, of Fort Bayard, N. Mex., indorsing Rankin bill; 

· to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 
· 5260. Also, petition of 600 inmates of veterans' hospital at 

Oteen, N. C., indorsing Rankin bill, H. R. 7825; to the Com
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

5261. By Mr. JOHNSTON of Missouri: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Salem, Dent County, Mo., praying for the passage 

: of legislation granting increased pensions to Spanish War vet
erans;· to the Committee on Pensions. 

5262. By Mr. KEARNS: Petition of Preston Swiney and 54 
' other residents of Scioto County in the sixth congressional dis
trict of Ohio, requesting an early consideration of House bill 
2562 to increase the rates of pension for Spanish War veterans; 
to the Committee on Pensions. · 

5263. By 1\Ir. LANKFORD of Georgia: Petition of 100 citi
zens of Adell and Cook County, urging early enactment of legis
lation to increase pensions paid to Spanish War veterans and 
widows of veterans; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5264. By 1\Ir. LINDSAY: Petition of Local 251, National 
Federation of Post Office Clerks, Brooklyn, N. Y., with a mem
bership of 900, urging support of the new Lehlbach retirement 
bill for postal employees ; to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

5265. Also, petition of Navy Yard Retirement Association, 
New York, urging support of the Dale-Lehlbach retirement bill; 
to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

5266. By l\1r. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the 
Ladies · Auxiliary to the Coachmen's Union League Society 

· (Inc.), of New York City, favoring the passage of the La Fol
lette-O'Connell bill, H. R. 167, for Saturday half holidays for 
postal employees; to the Committee on the Post Office and 

· Post Roads. · 
5267. Also, petition of Herbert F. Watson Chapter No. 12, 

Disabled American Veterans of the World War, United States 

Veterans' Hospital No. 89, Rutla:pd Heights, Mass., favoring the 
passage of the Rankin bill; to the Committee on World War 
Veterans' Legislation. 

5268. By Mr. SPEAKS: Petition signed by 89 citizens of Co
lumbus, Ohio, urging favorable action _ on Sepate bill 476 and 
House bill 2562 proposing increased pension rates for veterans 
of the Spanish War; to the Committee on Pensions. 

5269. Also, petition signed by 85 ·citizens of Columbus, urging 
favorable a~tion on Senate bill 476 and House bill 2562; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

5270. By Mr. THATCHER: Petition signed by S. E. Nichols 
and others, Of the fifth Kentucky district, in support of the bill 
to increase Spanish War veterans' pensions; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

· 5271. By Mr: WHITLEY: Petition of citizens of Rochester, 
N. Y., urging passage of legislation to provide increased pen
sions for· veterans of the Spanish-American War; to the Com
mittee on Pensions. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, March 4, 1930 

(Legislative day of Monday, January 6, 1930) 

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

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen Frazier Keyes Shortridge 
Ashurst George La Follette Simmons 
Baird Glass McCulloch Smith 
Barkley Glenn McKellar Smoot 
Bingham Goff McMaster Steck 
Black Goldsborough McNary Steiwer 
Blaine Gould Metcalf Stephens 
Borah Greene Moses Sullivan 
Bratton Grundy Norbeck Swanson 
Brock Hale Norris Thomas, Idaho 
Brookhart Harris Nye Thomas, Okla. 
Broussard Harrison Oddie Townsend 
Cappet· Hastings Overman Trammell 
earaway Hatfield Patterson Tydings 
Connally Hawes P..hipps Vandenberg 
Copeland Hayden Pine Wagner 
Couzens Hebert Pittman Walcott · 
Cutting Heflin Ransdell Walsh, :M:ass. 
Dale Howell Robinson, Ind. Walsh, Mont. 
Dill Johnson Robsion, Ky. Waterman 
Fess Jones Schall Watson 
Fletcher Kean Sheppard Wheeler 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The· junior Senator from South Carolina 
[Mr. BLEAsE] is unavoidably detained on imperative business. 
This announcement may stand for the day. 

The junior Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] is necessarily 
detained from the Senate by illness. I will let this announce
ment stand for the day. 

I also desire to announce the necessary absence of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoBINSON] and the Senator from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. RI!.ED], who are delegates from the United States to 
the London Naval Conference. · . 

Mr. SCHALL. My colleague [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is unavoidably 
. absent. I ask that this· announcement may stand for the day. 

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

COMMITrEE TO ATI'END FUNERAL OF THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE 
HUGHES 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pursuant to Senate Resolution· 223, 
as the committee on the part of the Senate to join the com
mittee on the part of the House of Representatives to attend 
the funeral of the late Representative JAMES ANTHONY HUGHES, 
of West Virginia, the Chair appoints the senior Senator from 
West Virginia [l\lr: GoFF], the junior Senator from West Vir
ginia [Mr. HATFIELD], the Senator from Indiana [Mr. WATSON], 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARR.IsoN], the Senator from 
Kentucky [1\Ir. BABKLEY], and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FESS]. 

CR.ITICISM OF CONDITIONS IN NEW YORK 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Mos:Ji:lS], the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. PI'ITMAN], and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
FRAziER] a committee authorized by the motion of the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] to consider and report to the 
Senate on the point made by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
CoPELAND] ·on the question as to whether or not the letter in
serted in the CoNGRESSIONAL R.ooo&o by unanimous consent by 
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