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quota restriction; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- with the records of the Alien Property Custodian, and it was 
ralization. signed by the Vice President. 

617. By Mr. BOYLAN: Protest of the Friedlaender Co., New 
York, against increased duties on lighting fixtures and lamps; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

618. Also, protest of the Gould Coupler Co., New York City, 
against ~ncreased duty on manganese ore; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

619. Also, communication from Stalker Manufacturing Co., 
New York City, protesting against increased duty on saddles; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

620. Also, communication from N. L. Lederer, New York 
City, protesting against increased duty on glue~ and gelatins; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

621. Also, communicatio.n from Hutcheson & Co.. (Inc.), pro
testing against increased duty on fresh tomatoes, pineapples, 
alligator pears, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

622. Also, protest of Hormiguero Central Corporation, New 
York, against increased duty on sugar; to· the Committee on 
Ways and Means. · 

623. Also, protest of the New York Lumber Trade Associa· 
tion against increased duty on Canadian birch and maple lum
ber and on Canadian cedar lumber and shingles ; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

624. By Mr. CELLER: Petition of the United Swiss Societies 
of Greater New York, opposing any change in the present quota 
in immigration restriction; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

625. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of the National Association 
of Railroad and Utilities Commissioners, stating that they are 
unalterably opposed to any enlargement of Federal authority 
by the creation of new agencies or the enlargement of the au-· 
thority of present agencies whereby the regulatory author
ity of the State commissions would be interfered with in a field 
where they are now adequately functioning; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

626. Also, petition of the United Swiss Societies of Greater 
New York, requesting that the immigration restriction should be 
kept at the present quota limitations or even increased beyond 
that, and that the United States Congress and the President of 
the United States should be urged to change and modify proposed 
quota restrictions, thereby increasing the quota to permit at 
least as many immigrants from Switzerland as are permitted 
under the present quota restriction; to the Committee on Immi
gration and Naturalization. 

627. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma : Petition of Cecil Munn, 
president Enid Terminal Elevator Co., Enid, Okla., indorsing 
Bouse bill 17165, to create a department of education; to the 
Committee on Education. · 

628. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of the Na
tional Association of Railroad and Utilities · Commissioners, 
opposing any enlargement of Federal authority by the creation 
of new agencies or the enlargement of the authority of present 
agencies whereby the regulatory authority of the State com
missioners would be interfered with in a field where they are 
now adequately functioning; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

629. Also, petition of the United Swiss Societies of Greater 
New York, with reference to the national-origins plan; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

SENATE 
FRIDAY, June _7, 19f.9 

(Legislative day of Tuesday, June 4, 1929) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, Qn the expiration of 
the recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message 
from the House of Rep:~;esentatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Haltigan, 
one of its c>lerks, announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 312) to provide for the fifteenth and subsequent decennial 
censuses and to provide for apportionment of Representatives 
in C()lllgress, with amendments, in which it requested the con
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his 

signature to the enrolled bill (B. R. 3083) to amend. subsection 
(a) of section 26 of the trading with the enemy act, as amended 
by the settlement of war claims _act of 1928, so as to authorize 
the allocation of the unf!}located interest fund in accordance 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. WATSON. 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 George McKellar 
Ashurst Gillett McMaster 
Bingham Glass McNary 
Blcase Glenn Metcalf 
Borah Goff Moses 
Bratton Goldsborough Norbeck 
Brookhart Greene Norris 
Broussard Hartis Nye 
Burton Harrison Oddie 
Capper Hastings Overman 
Caraway Hatfield Patterson 
Connally Hawes Phipps 
Copeland Hebert Pine 
Couzens Heflin Pittman 
Cutting Howell Ransdell 
Dale Johnson Reed 
Deneen Jones Robinson, Ark. 
Dill Kean Sackett 
Edge Keyes Schall 
Fletcher King Sheppard 
Frazier La Follette Shortridge 

Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Tyson 
vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

Mr. BURTON. I desire to announce that my colleague the 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. FEss] is absent on account of 
illness. 

Mr. SCHALL. I wish to announce that my colleague the 
senior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is ill. · 

Mr. HEFLIN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
BLAcK] is detained from the Senate by illness. 

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

CHANGE IN DATE OF INAUGURATION 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Ohair lays before the Senate 

the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 3) proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States, fixing the commencement 
of the terms of President and Vice President and Members of 
Cong1:ess, and fixing the time of the assembling of Congress. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the joint resolution, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary with amendments which 
were agr:eed to May 6, 1929. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut [:Mr. 
BINGHAM] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BINGHAM. :Mr. President, under the unanimous-con
sent agreement entered into day before yesterday, at the sug
gestion of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS], the unfin
ished business has been temporarily laid aside, and there has 
been taken from the calendar and laid before the Senate the ' 
joint resolution, known as the Norris amendment to the Con
stitution, providing for a change in the time of the meeting 
of Congress and the time of the inauguration of the President 
of the United States. . 

This amendment has been debated in recent years, chiefly on 
the floor of the House during the last session. Since I have 
been a Member of the Senate it came up early in the Sixty
ninth Congress, was reported out of committee among the very 
first measures to be considered, was placed early on the calendar 
and with less than an hour's debate the proposed amendment 
to the Constitution was adopted so far as the Senate could do 
so. In the Seventieth Congress a similar procedure was fol
lowed without any hearings being held by the committee ; again, 
early in the session, before the new Members of the Senate 
were ~ntirely familiar with the situation, it was once more 
made the business of the Senate, and with less than an hour's 
debate was passed by a very large majority. It now comes 
before us under similar circumstances, early in the session of 
the Seventy-first Congress, and we are informed that there is 
no great necessity for debating it, the reasons having all been 
given previously. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, the last time it was 
really debated on the floor of the Senate was in 1\Iarch, 1924, 
more than five years ago, and since then the complexion of 
the Senate has changed, so that 45 Senators who were here at 
that time are now no longer in the Senate; in other words, 45 
Members of this body to-day have really never listened to a 
debate on the subject, unless we · call a " debate" the few 
minutes given to it in the early days of the Sixty-ninth and 
Seventieth Congresses, when it was "debated" for perhaps 
three-quarters of an hour o.r less. 

I know that those who have already recorded themselves as 
being in favor of the joint resolution are ·not likely to change. 
their votes: We, all of us, hate to be accused of inconsistency~. 
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When any one of us has had occasion in the past to take a dif

ferent attitude on a public question from that which was pr~ 
viously announced it has always been a source of embarrass
ment. It has ·frequently been held against us by our enemies 
or those desirous of confusing us that we have changed our 
views. As a ·matter of fact, several Senators have changed 
their views on the amendment from time to time, two or three 
of those first voting against it having been converted to vote 
in favor of it, and two or three of those voting for it having 
been converted to vote against it. In the last Congress, in 
March, 1928, Mr. President, it was made the regular order of 
business in the House of Representatives which had not pre-
viously voted upon this proposed amendment, although it had 
been passed by the Senate on several occasions. A debate last
ing three days was held. The debate was considered of suffi
cient importance to be printed as a special House document 
(No. 331, 70th Cong., 1st sess.), in which the proceedings and 
the debate occupy some 87 pages, taken from the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

The House of Representati>es, after a three days' debate, re
fused to give the necessary two-thirds vote. Two hundred and 
nine Members voted for the joint resolution and 133 voted 
against it. Of the 133 who voted against it. 24 are no longer 
Members of the House of Representatives. I suppose the ad
vocates of this measure would be inclined to say that one of 
the reasons why they were not returned was that they ven
tured to vote against the joint resolution proposing the con
stitutional amendment; but, as a matter of fact, Mr. President, 
of the 209 who voted for the measure 36 were not returned ; so 
if there is anything in that argument more of those who voted 
for the joint resolution were not returned than of those who 
voted against it. 

Of the present Members of the House of Representatives 
only 173 are actually recorded as favoring the proposed amend
ment, and it is very doubtful whether the pending joint reso
lution can now pass the House of Representatives, because 
obviously almost one-third of the present .Members of the House 
are opposed to it. Fewer than half of the Members of the 
House actually voted for it the last time it came before Con
gress. 

Consequently, Mr. President, it seems to me a little 
strange that those in favor of the joint resolution, instead of 
again attempting to secure an amendment to the Constitu
tion, should not have introduced a bill providing for the change 
by law. The Constitution gives to Congress the power to 
change the date of the meeting of Congress. According to the 
Constitution, Congress meets on the first Monday in December 
unless that date is changed by a vote of the Congress. 

It is obvious that the proponents of the change have a ma
joritY'-who would vote with them here in the Senate, and it is 
quite likely they could secure a majority vote in the other 
House, if the last vote on the joint resolution proposing the 
submission of the amendment is any criterion as to what the 
Hou e would do. 

It has been stated, however, on the floor of the Senate by 
the distinguished Senator from Nebraska [1\lr. NoRRis], the 
author of this proposed amendment to the Constitution, that it 
is doubtful whether such an act changing the time of the meet
ing of Congress would be constitutional. The reason he gives 
for that contention is that the Constitution, according to the 
Senator from Nebraska, provides for a 2-year term for Mem
bers of the House of Representatives, for a 6-year term for 
Members of the Senate, and a 4-year term for President, and 
that, therefore, any act of Congress changing the date of meet
ing of Congress would change the length of those terms and 
therefore would be unconstitutional. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecti

cut yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. NORRIS. The Senator is mistaken when he states that 

I argued that the changing by Congress of the date of meeting 
of Congres would be unconstitutional. I have never made 
that kind of argument. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, Mr. President; the Senator from Ne
braska misunderstood me. According to the CoNGREBSION AL 
RECORD, the Senator from Nebraska said the other day that 
anything which would ~hange the length of the term of Mem
bers of the House of Representatives would be unconstitutional. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; but that is entirely different from what 
the Senator just stated as being my position. I agree to that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is what I endeavored to say. I am 
sorry I did not make myself entirely plain. Anything, however, 
that proposes to change the term of MemberS of the House of 
Representatives by shortening it or, I presume, by lengthening 

it, would be unconstitutional. I assume the Senator from 
Nebraska so holds. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecti

cut yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I yield. 
Mr. BLEASE. I should like to ask the Senator from Con

necticut whether or not he thinks that what the Senator from 
Nebraska is attempting to accomplish can be accomplished by 
act of Congress? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think so, and I shall take a few moments 
in endeavoring to show that. Furthermore, I s-hould like to 
show why the argument of the Senator from Nebraska in re
gard to the length of the term of Senators and Members of the 
House of Repre entatives is not tenable. 

In the first place, there is nothing in the Constitution of the 
United States which provides that the term of a Member of the 
Hou~e shall be two years. In the second place, there is nothing 
in the Constitution which provides that the term of a Senator 
shall be si:x: years. In the third place, there is something in 
the Constitution which provides that the term of the President 
shall be four years. Where the Constitution refers to the 
election of Members of the House it provides that they shall be 
elected every second year ; where it refers to the election of 
Members of the Senate it provides that they shall be elected 
for six years. It does not, however, say that they shall be 
elected for a term of six years; but where the Constitution re
fers to the President, it provides, in so many words, that he 
shall be elected for a term of four years. It is therefore obvi
ous, Mr. President, that, in view of the fact that the Constitu
tion specifically · provides that the date when Congress shall be 
convened may be changed by Congress, it was not in the minds 
of the fathers when they wrote the Constitution that that 
provision should not be carried out, due to the fact that Mem
bers of the House have a certain definite term of two years and 
the Members of the Senate a certain definite term of six years. 
Had they so intended, the words "term of" would have been 
used in each of those cases, as they were used in the case of 
the President, and no provision would have been made for 
changing it after it had once become established. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 

yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. JONES. Will the Senator yield to have a conference 

committee appointed? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I hope, Mr. President, any such action will 

not be taken out of my time or out of the time allowed to the 
discussion of this subject. 

Mr. NORRIS. It will either come out of the Senator's time 
or the time of somebody else. 

Mr. · BINGHAM. I did not ask that it be taken out of my 
time. I did not want it to come out of the time allotted to this 
subject, which is one hour. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has half of the time, and the 
1·emainder of the time is divided amongst all of us. If it shall 
not come out of the Senator's time, it will · out of somebody 
else's time. 

l\Ir. BLEASE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 

yield further to the Senator from South Carolina?. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. BLEASE. I merely wish to say that I think the Senator 

from Connecticut is absolutely correct in his view, and I have 
beard a great many others who have studied this question 
very thoroughly say that they thought what the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS] is attempting to accomplish could be 
accomplished by act of Congress. 

1\Ir. BINGHAM. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. President, no serious effort to accomplish this change by 

resolution was made for a long time, although in 1808 a reso
lution was presented providing that the Congress should sit but 
for one year and that the term should expire on the first Tues· 
day in April. In 1840 a resolution declaring December 1 as the 
commencement of the term of Members was proposed. From 
1889, however, until 1928, 93 attempts have been made to 
change the beginning and euding of the terms of Congress. 
Obviously there is not time at my disposal to describe those 
attempts further than to say that a considerable number of 
them h:td to do with an effort to change the Constitution. 

Mr. President, a great many efforts to change the Constitu
tion have been made from time to time; they run up into the 
hundreds. Except for the first 10 amendments, which were 
adopted almost at the time the Constitution was adopted, only 
9 of them have been successful. Of those nine, I know that 
many Senators who come from south of Mason and Dixon's 



2488 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE JUNE 7 
line feel that at least two were inadvisable and were adopted 
under the excitement following the Civil War and might to 
advantage have been worded differently, Of the others, the 
people of my State, by not accepting them, have shown that 
they did not believe the amendments were wise; in fact, the 
people of Connecticut are rather proud of the fact that Con
necticut was one of the two States which did not accept the 
eighteenth amendment, believing that it had no place in the 
Constitution, and was one of the three States which did not 
accept the amendment giving to Congress the power to lay and 
collect taxes without apportionment among the several States 
of the Union. 

Be that as it may, however, Mr. President, we are actually 
asked to propose to the people of the United States, through 
their State legislatures, a change in the Constitution which 
virtually is merely a mechanical change in the operation of the 
Congress, a change in the date of its meeting. The people of 
the United States are not greatly interested in this subject. 
rrhose of them who have thought about it know that the Con
stitution provides that the Congress might make a change 
itself if, in its wisdom, it should decide to do so. 

Furthermore, they know that one of the principal reasons for 
this change is held to be the prevention of :filibusters in the 
short session. Mr. President, filibusters in the short session 
have frequently prevented the passage of legislation, but I think 
it is generally agreed that more good than harm has resulted 
by the use of filibusters for that purpose. Whenever, however, 
a majority of the Senate, in its wisdom, decides that the fili
buster hall no longer prevail, and that the will of the majority 
shall prevail, at any time it is perfectly possible for a majority 
of the Members of this body, by a change in its rules, to intro
duce majority cloture ; and when majority cloture shall be in
troduced there will be an end of all filibustering, as everybody 
knows ; so that it is not necessary for an amendment to the 
Constitution to be adopted in order to secure majority cloture 
and an end of filibustering. 

Furthermore, everyone knows that when both Houses of Con
gress decide, by a majority vote, to change the date on which 
the Congress assembles, it can be done. It is provided for in 
the Constitution. On the other hand, Mr. President, the ar
rangement under which we have been operating is distinctly to 
our advantage. 

The argument has been auvanced, both in the House of Rep
resentatives and on the floor of the Senate, that one of the 
strong reasons for changing it was to give an opportunity for 
us to become more like foreign nations in our parliamentary 
procedure. It is said that we are the only country in the world 
which follows the extraordinary practice of not having the 
Congress actually forced to assemble until 13 months after the 
date of the election. The cases of France, England, Germany, 
Poland, Austria, Hungary, Australia, Argentina, Brazil~ and 
many other countries have been cited in the debates in the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. President, perhaps I may be pardoned for thinking that 
there is nothing :i,n their legislative history to lead us to be
lieve that they have passed any better laws than we have. No 
one will pretend that they are enjoying any greater prosperity 
than we are ; no one can believe that their people are enjoying 
a1;1y more happiness or any more peace than the United States 
bas enjoyed during the past 122 years when we have been fol
lowing the existing practice. Furthermore, the fact that they 
do not provide for this practice in their constitutions would 
seem to me, Mr. President, with all respect, to be an argument 
why they should adopt our system rather than why we should 
adopt their system. What greater advantages have they to 
offer, as a result of having followed a different system, which 
should per~uade us to change ours? None have been mentioned 
here, so far as I know. 

Mr. President, it has been suggested that we ought not to 
let the "lame ducks" have a chance to say what shall be the 
law of the country. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Nebraska to the Constitution bas been frequently re
ferred to as the " lame duck " amendment. A wag in the House 
at one time said it was better to have laws passed by "lame 
ducks" than by "unhatched eggs." Of course, that is neither 
an argument one way nor the other. 

Mr. President, who are the "lame ducks" who have taken 
part in legislation in the House after they have been either 
defeated at the polls or not elected to a new term? In the 
d.ebate in the House Mr. t NDERHILL g.ave a list of some of the 
more distinguished of them. They included some of the most 
distinguished Members of this body, including the Senator 
from Kentucky [Ml·. BARKLEY], the Senator from Arizona 
(Mr. HAYDEN], the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THOMAS], 
the Senator from .Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS], the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT], former Senator New, and former 

Senator John W. Weeks. They included also Mr. Everett 
Sanders, " Uncle Joe " Cannon, William McKinley ; and, to 
come down to very recent times, Ogden Mills. No one will 
pretend, Mr. President, that the country suffered from having 
them serve as legislators while they were "lame ducks." As 
a matter of fact, they did their duty just as well during the 
last session when they were in the House as before. It is 
quite obvious that some others might be more inclined to vote 
according as their own judgments dictated and less inclined 
to vote according to the popular will of the moment by reason 
of the fact that they could act entirely independently, and 
that, no matter how they voted or spoke, the result would be 
the same for them at the end of the session. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, the reason for our pres
ent system is that this Government is not a pure democracy; 
but it is a Republic based on a representative system of gov
ernment. The countries of the world have been more and more 
tending to become pure democracies. This amendment is a 
distinct effort on the part of those who favor that system to 
enable this country to come nearer to being a pure democracy. 

It bas been stated over and over again that the reason for 
this amendment was to permit the people to have a more direct 
influence on legislation, in order that as soon as they elected a 
Member of Congress he might carry out their wishes. 

Mr. President, I know that that is a very popular theory ; 
but I venture to assert that the success of this Government 
during the past century and a quarter has been due in large 
measure to the fact that we are not a pure democracy; that 
our ancestors, having seen the obstacles · to the success of pure 
dem()(!racy as laid down by such writers as Aristotle and others 
from time immemorial, did not adopt that system of govern
ment, but did adopt the representative system of government. 

In a representative system the people of a community elect or 
select those men whom they know and believe to be representa
tive citizens, whom they can trust to spend time in studying the 
new laws proposed, in studying the old laws now in existence, 
in studying the operation of their government, and in acting 
upon those studies. Our theory of government is not that a 
Senator or a Representative is elected directly to go to the 
Congress and carry out the direction of people back borne who 
have no time to study the great mass of laws that are presented. 
We are not here simply as the mouthpiece of the electorate, to 
carry out their wishes wiUy-nilly. According to the theory on 
which this Qoy-ernment was founded, we are here to exercise 
our own judgment, and, after careful study, vote as we believe 
to be right. We are selected because the people at home believe 
that we are capable of exercising good judgment under the cir
cumstances, and, having carefully studied the laws which are 
proposed for passage, to use the best of our judgment in adopt
ing them. 

That may sound strange to some ears. It may sound like a 
very old-fashioned theory, but it is the theory on which this 
Government has been run, and it has been successful ; and I 
believe it to be one of the reasons why our form of government
a government of the people, by the people, and for the people
bas been more successful than any other popular government the 
world bas ever seen. 

Hundreds of years ago Aristotle pointed out the dangers that 
came when the people directed the government; when pure 
democracy, swept off its feet by the eloquence of some dema
gogue or some popular orator, would adopt a measure which the 
wiser heads knew was not for the interest of the country. Con
sequently, Mr. President, this very thing in the Constitution, our 
very practice, has led to a situation making it easier for us to 
carry out a representative system of government. 

The advantages of the present system are many. 
In the first place, it bas been stated that a MeiQber of Con

gress has to wait 13 months after election before he can take his 
seat. That is not true, · Mr. President. The Members of the 
present Congress did not wait 13 months. Whenever the Presi
dent of the United States decides that it is time for an extra 
session, that the public exigency demands it, the Congress may 
be called in session four months after it is elected. The change 
now proposed in the Constitution would only reduce that four 
months to two months. On the other hand, whenever the Presi
dent finds that there is no great exigency, no great necessity for 
an extra session, the CoD.co-ress does not meet until 13 months 
after it is elected. Wbat happens, Mr.. President? What are 
the advantages of that long wait? 

In the first place, as regards the President of the United 
States, be has just gone through a great election. Under our 
system, he is tired out with the job that he has undertaken of 
traveling up and down the country, of making an intensive 
campaign. He needs some time ·for xest and recuperation. 
Furthermore, he has to pick out his executives, his aide , his 
Cabinet; he. has to interview hund.l·eds of people who are inter-
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ested in jobs for themselves or for their constituents or for 
their friends. I am sure that no ·p1·esident of the · United 
States and no secretary to any President would tell us that the 
four months' period that now elapses between election day 
and the 4th of March is any too long for the President to 
adjust himself to the new conditions which confront him. 

In the second place, under our present> system the President 
selects his Cabinet; and the Cabinet o:ffi.ce:rs have from the 
4th of March until the first Monday in December to acquaint 
themselves with the business of government, to learn what is 
in their departments, and to make inspections. For instance, 
if Secretary of War, he has time to inspect Army posts and 
learn the needs of the Army; if Sect·etary of the Navy, to go on 
an inspection trip of the different fleets and navy yards, and 
thoroughly learn the business of his department ; if Secretary 
of the Interior, to travel widely over those parts of the country 
which come more directly under him, public lands, and so 
forth, possibly the Territories, and learn his job. As a result, 
Mr. President, when the Congress finally meets in DecemlJer, 
and we have appropriation bills presented to us, those appro
priation bills come from an administration that has learned 
its jolJ. 

Of course, in the British system the government comes right 
• into power. Why does that work in England? The reason 

is that the Premier in England, corresponding to the Presi
dent here, and the members of the cabinet, are practically all 
trained in Parliament-people who have been in direct touch 
with the Government for years and years. They are not, as 
with us, persons like President Wilson, who had scarcely- been 
in 'Vashington for years, or like many members of many Cabi
nets, who are brought in from private life and have never had 
anything to do with the executive departments or the legisla
tivE:' department. 
- Our present system gives the President and his Cabinet 
adequate tim:e to learn their job; and when they· come before 
the committees of Congress; instead of having to rely upon 
the wisdom of a bureau chief, upon the· direction of assistants 
in the departments who tell them what to do and how to do it 
and when to do it, they have a chance ·to make up their own 
minds; and that is one reason why we have benefited from this 
system. Whenever an exigency ·occurs, it is perfectly possible· 
to bring the new Congress into existence within four months 
after the election ; but, under normal conditions, there is an 
opportunity for the President to get in shape for his job and 
to learn his job, for the Cabinet to learn their job and to pre
pare their budget more effectively, and, in the third place, for 
Members of Congress themselves who come to it new to learn 
their jobs and to come into Congress better qualified. 

Actually, Mr. President, even when an extra session bas not 
been called, the Members of Congress take their places in their 
offices on the 4th of March, and are there during the next nine 
months, able to attend to the business with the departments 
that their constituents desire to have them take up. They learn 
about the Federal Government before it iB their duty actually 
to pass upon laws. It has been the history of many extra ses
sions that the legislative business bas not gone so well as it 
has in a regular session. 

May I ask bow much more time I have? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Three minutes. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Finally, Mr. President, there is the ques~ 

tion of the choice of President-perhaps one of the most impor
tant of all questions. In order that I may get that argument 
into the three minutes at my disposal I should like to read the 
words of the great Bourke Cockran, spoken in the House of 
Representatives on January 10, 1893, when a similar amendment 
was proposed, in which be said : 

The superiority of the Constitution as it stands as against the Consti· 
tution as it would be under the operation of this amendment is that 
the Congress which under the existing Constitution must pass upon all 
questions relating to a presidential succession bas been chosen two years 
before the question can arise. It bas organiz~ by the election of a 
Speaker. Nobody can dispute its authority. No question of unfairness 
in its organization can be raised two years after the election of the 
Congress. It has already received the sanction of the loyalty of the 
people of the entire country. Its statutes have been recognized. That is 
the body which ought properly to pass upon all questions arising out 
of the presidential election. My friend from Texas would substitute 
for that well-settled and undisputed authority a body chosen in the 
very contest out of which has arisen the dispute with regard to the 
presidential succession. 

Mr. CRAIN. A Congress chosen by the people. 
Mr. CoCKRAN. Chosen by the people, but chosen in the very contest 

out of which the presidential dispute arises. The circumstances attend
ing the presidential election would be the circumstances attending the 
election ot Members of Congress. The questions upon which the validity 

of the election of presidential electors would be disputed would furnish 
grounds for disputing the election of Members of the House of Repre
sentatives. And when the debate came before the people of the coun
try they would find themselves confronted not alone with the question 
of a disputed presidential succession but, moreover, with the question 
of a disputed congressional succession. That dispute would be injected 
into the emergency by a force which no power could withstand, because 
of the great question which the Congress would be called upon to 
decide. 

And later in the same debate be cogently said: 
By this proposition you substitute the unsettled for the settled; you 

substitute for the body which has received the unquestioned loyalty and 
assent of all the people of the country a body whose very existence and 
complexion would be the subject of dispute. Instead of having a well
ordered, well-regulated method, which has settled more than one question 
of presidential succession ; which has given to this country from the 
day of its foundation a long line of rulers whose authority was never 
questioned by any department of the Government, you are going to 
open wide a breach in the constitutional system through which disputes 
of every character may enter-disputes which may cast a doubt for 
years upon the title of a President, and which may even array the 
people of the country into hostile camps warring against each other to 
settle by arms a question which there will be no tribunal to settle by 
peaceful methods. 

• • • • • • 
The important question here, the one that underlies the entire debntCt, 

is the propriety of submitting disputed presidential succession to a Con· 
gress that has received the assent and support of the whole people for 
a period long anterior to a presidential election or to a Congress chosen 
at the very election whose validity may be questioned. 

-Now I desire to say to gentlemen on the other side of this que.stion 
that in the history of the decay of republican- institutions, we find many 
instances of disputed elections, of struggles that involve the perpetuity 
of representative government, arising from just such provisions as this 
amendment seeks to incorporate into the Constitution. The whole ten
dency of the fabric of g{)vernment devised by our fathers has been a 
system of divided responsibilities, of · djvided powers-, of divided oppor
tunities for the exercise of ·popular power. 

The scheme has resolutely set its !ace against staking the stability 
of any more than a portion of the Government upon any one election. 
Look over the. history of republican forms of government· that have per
ished in the struggles that have arisen through disputed elections, and 
in every one of them you will find that tbe cardinal error that brought 
about disaster was the insertion in the constitutional scheme of provi· 
sions for elections involving the errtire· structure of government in ·one 
exercise· of popular sovereignty. 

The VICE PRESIDENT: The time of the Senator from 
Connecticut has expired. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. BINGHAM] starts out by the assertion that Congress has 
the power to shorten the terms of President, Senators~ and 
Members of the House of Representatives by an act of Con
gress ; and without quoting, except in one instance, the Consti
tution itself, he satisfies himself with that statement. 

Let me read what the Constitution says about the term of the 
President of the United States. 

Article II, section 1, of the Constitution reads as follows : 
The exective power shall be vested in a President of the United 

States of America. He shall hold his office during the term of four 
years, and, together with the Vice President, chosen for the same term, 
be elected as follows : 

Now, let us see what it says about Senators. 
Amendment XVII to the Constitution of the United States, 

providing for the election of Senators by a direct vote of the 
people, in part reads as follows : 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators 
from each State, elected by the people thereof, tor six years. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nebraska 

yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 
Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator will notice, right there, that it 

does not say " for a term of six years." 
Mr. NORRIS. Of course it says "six years"; but even if 

the Senator were right, what is be going to say about the pro
vision that I read in regard to the President, where it does 
say that he shall hold his office for a " term of four years "? 
And in order to inaugurate the President in January, and have 
the terms of Senators and Members of the House begin in 
January, we must, therefore, shorte.n their terms of office by a 
couple of months. It will therefore require a constitutional 
amendment. It seems to me that an eighth-grade student could 
understand that. It is too plain for anybody to be mistaken 
about it. 
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It was argued at length also, and is in the records of th'e 

Senate, and if he will look at the first report of the Judiciary 
Committee on this subject, or the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, where it was first referred-! have forgotten which 
one it is-the Senator wm find an extended argument on the 
question. There can be no longer any doubt in anybody's mind 
about it. 

Of course, we can, by statute, change the time of the meet
ing of Congress, but we can not fix that time prior to the 4th of 
March without the result that the old Congress, many Members 
of which may have been defeated and will be holding over after 
election, will be the Congress that wlll enact the laws. So that 
if by leg:\slative act we changed the time of meeting to the 4th 
of March, or any time previous to that, we would not be able 
to have the new Congress in operation, because under existing 
conditions the terms of office of the Members begin on the 4th 
day of March. 

I want to refer to what the Senator said about "lame ducks." 
I realize that that term is often abused. I 9:m not casting any 
insinuation, and this amendment does not cast any insinuation. 
against any man who has been defeated for reelection. But 
nobody has ever applied the term " lame duck,'' so f9:r as I am 
aware, to anyone who was not defeated, and none of those 
whose names the Senator has read would be "lame ducks" 
under that kind of an interpretation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes. 
Mr. BINGHAM. In order to correct the record, I am sure 

the Senator, who was, I think, here at the time, will remember 
that Uncle .Toe Cannon was defeated and was a "lame duck" 
in that sense, and his was one of the names I read. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; he was at one time; he was defeated. 
The Senator referred to Senator GILLEIT, a Member of this body, 
He was not defeated. The Senator referred to other men who 
came from the House of Representatives. That applies to me, 
I may say; I was one of those. Nobody ever thought of such a 
thing as applying the term to that class. 

It does not follow that because a man is defeated he has been 
dishonored or that any aspersion is cast upon his character or his 
ability or his patriotism. But since I have been a Member of 
this body disgraceful things have occurred. In a short session, 
after Members have been defeated for reelection, we have seen 
them subserviently coming to the patronage trough and imbibing 
of the patronage which the President of the United States was 
giving to them. We know of many instances where during the 
entire session they were as subservient to the wish of the Presi
dent of the United States as a slave is to his master. We have 
seen the Congress adjourn, and we have §een those who have 
followed their masters get the fat jobs when the people at home 
had taken their positions as Representatives or Senators away 
from them. They were legislating after they had been defeated. 
Good or bad, wise or foolish, no man ought to be permitted to con
tinue to legislate for 120,000,000 people after he has been defeated 
at the polls. He may even be right in the long run; that makes 
no difference ; but under present conditions we have an election 
in November and we have a meeting of Congress in December. 
It is the old Congress, not the new Congress, and they legislate. 

The Senator referred to the election of a President by the 
House of Representatives. Again there is an argument which 
no man can refute why this amendment should be agreed to. 
Suppose the election of the President is thrown into the House 
of Representatives and the election of the Vice President is 
thrown into the Senate. What House and what Senate is it 
that elect? It is the old ones. In the House it might be pos
sible for every single one of the Members to have been defeated 
at the same presidential election taking place in November, and 
yet they would be the ones who would elect a President to serve 
over the United States for four years. 

Mr. President, there is not a civilized nation on earth, not one, 
that has such an antiquated method of providing for its legis
lative body. There is not a State in the Union, Connecticut not 
excepted, that has such an outworn method. In the State of 
Connecticut they elect the legislature in November and the mem
bers go into office in .January. They elect a governor in Novem
ber and he goes into office in .January. The old legislature never 
has another session after the election. If this amendment shall 
be agreed to and shall become a part of the Constitution, that 
is the system that will be applied to the Federal Government. 

Mr. President, in the few minutes which I want to take, I 
desire to speak of another thing which was mentioned in the 
debate yesterday, I think, in regard to the filibuster. It has 
been said, and it was said to-day, I think, by the Senator from 
Connecticut, that a filibuster is often a good thing. It is some
times a good thing because there are serving in the Senate and 
sometimes in the House Members who have been defeated to~ 

reelection, and who are carrying out the will and command and 
the wish of somebody else; it may be the President; it may be a 
political boss somewhere. That has often occurred; we have 
seen it time and again. At some sessions there is none of it, 
and sometimes there is a great deal of it. 

A filibuster comes at the end of the short ~sion, when Con
gress must adjourn at noon on the 4th day of March, when 
everybody knows that everything unfinished at that time will 
be dead in· a legislative sense. Hence a few men, if they under
take it a sufficient length of time before the 4th of March can 
cripple the legislative business of the country. We have se'en it 
happen in almost every short session, where we are in session 
two or three nights, and if it is Sunday, all day on Sunday, until 
noon of the 4th of March, with a few men filibustering. 

I have taken part in some of those filibusters. A filibuster 
has come about often because the President of the United States, 
with the assistance of men who have been defeated for reelec
tion, was trying to put something through Congress. In the 
instance I am about to cite I am not referring to the arguments 
for the legislation involved either pro or con, because it was a 
two-sided question, but in a short session which occurred while 
President Harding was President of the United States there was 
a noted illustration of what takes place by the use of the so
called "lame ducks" carrying out the President's policy. There • 
was a certain bill which did not pass the House of Representa
tives in the long session, and everybody knew it could not have 
passed, but in the short session ft passed. Everybody knew it 
could not have passed the Senate before election, but they had 
the votes here to pass it during the short session. Many men 
honestly and conscientiously were for the bill, it is true ; the 
votes were somewhat evenly divided, but with the addition of 
those.who had been defeated for reelection, its passage was made 
certain. A filibuster was engaged in in order to prevent its pas
sage, and we defeated the bill by that filibuster. In the Con
gress which followed, when the new men had come into office, 
that bill was not even suggested by the President, and it was 
never heard of during that Congress. 

Mr. President, when that session of Congress was over, we 
saw those men getting jobs better than those the people had 
taken away from them, one here and one there, some here and 
some there. The natural conclusion was drawn-the country has 
drawn it-that it was in recompense for the faithfulness with 
which they tried to help carry out a program which would never 
have been attempted if it had not been in a short session of 
Congress, with enough defeated Members there holding the bal
ance of power. 

It does not mean that every defeated Member is susceptible 
of that kind of influence. I am not charging that, and I am 
not giving any names, but Senators who have been here for a 
long time know that such things often happen, and the country 
knows it. The contrary is likewise often true. Men who have 
been defeated stand as firmly for the things they believe in after 
election as they did before, and it is no discredit to them to 
have been defeated. 

Mr. President, this amendment only puts the United States 
on a basis, as far as its Federal Congress is concerned, with 
the best thought of the civilized age in which we live. There 
has never been a single argument produced against this amend
ment which, to my way of thinking, has any weight whatever. 
Why is it that there is any opposition to it? I am not charging 
any wrong motive, or anything of that kind, but I will state 
who gets the benefit of the present condition. It is the political 
machine, the political bosses. Whenever we get into a jam in 
the short session of Congress, who has the advantage? It is 
the machine that is in control. They can see to it that this 
comes up and that is held back, and the result is that those who 
are controlling political machines are the ones in that kind of 
a contest who always have the advantage. As far as I know, 
that is the only argument against this amendment. 

Mr. President, there are still a few minutes left, but per
haps some other Senators want to say just a word, and I will 
yield the floor, although I have not finished. I ask unanimous 
consent to insert, at the conclusion of my remarks, the report 
of the committee on the joint resolution. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The report, submitted by Mr. NoRRIS from the Committee on 

the Judiciary, April 22, 1929, is as follows: 
The Committee on the Judiciary, having had under consideration 

the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 3) proposing an amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States fixing the commencement of the terms 
of President and Vice . President and Members of Congress and fixing 
the time of the assembling of Congress, report the same to the Senate 
with the recommendation that the same be amended as follows: 

On page 2, line S, strike out the word " 2d " and insert in lleu 
thereof the word " 15th." Line 5, strike out the word " 15th " and 
insert in lieu thereof the word " 2d." Line 18, strike out the words 
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" where the Vice President has not been chosen " and insert in lieu 
thereof the words "of the failure to choose the Vice President." Line 
20, after the word " shall," where it first appears in said line, insert 
the word " then." 

As thus amended, the resolution is in exactly the same form as it 
passed the Senate in the Seventieth Congress a~d practically ~e same 
form as the Senate has passed this resolution m four precedmg Con
gresses. There is practically unanimous sentiment of . the country in 
favor of this amendment. No logical objection has ever been made to 
the constitutional changes suggested 1md its pass~ge again by the 
Senate will only be a response to a patriotic sentiment country wide 
for the proposed constitutional change. We append extracts from the 
report made in th~ Seventieth Congress, which explain in detail just 
what would be accomplished by the adoption of the proposed amend-
ment. 

It passed the Senate the first time on February 13, 1923. On the 
22d day of February, 1923, it received a favorable report from the 
House committee and was placed on the House Calendar. No action 
was taken by the ~ouse, and it died on the 4th day of March, 1923, 
because of the adjournment of Congress. It passed the Senate the 
second time on the 14th day of March, 1924, and on the 15th day of 
April 1924 it was favorably reported by the House committee. It 
rematned o~ the calendar of the House, without any action being taken 
thereon, from the 15th of April, 1924, until the expiration of the Sixty
eighth Congress on the 4th day of March, 1925. It again passed the 
Senate, in the Sixty-ninth Congress, on February 15, 1926. It was 
again favorably reported by the House committee, on the 24th day of 
February, 1926, and remained on the House Calendar, without any 
action thereon, from said date until the expiration of the Sixty-ninth 
Congress on the 4th day of March, 1927. In the Seventieth Congress 
the resolution passed the Senate on January 4, 1928, was referred to 
the House Judiciary Committee, from which it received a favorable 
report, and on March 9, 1928, the Ho.use acted, and, w~?ile it received a 
large majority of those voting, it failed to receive the two-thirds 
majority required by the Constitution. 

The resolution proposes to amend the Constitution of the United 
States by fixing the beginning of the terms of President and Vice 
President at noon on the 15th day of January, and the terms of Sena
tors and Representatives at noon on the 2d day of January following 
theh· election in the preceding November. Under existing conditions a 
new C~ngress does not actually convene in regular session until a year 
and one month after its Members have been elected. When our Consti
tution was adopted there was some reason for such a long intervention 
of time between the election and the actual commencement of work by 
the new Congress. We had neither railroads nor telegraphic communi
cation connecting the various States and communities of the country. 
Under present conditions, however, the result of elections is known all 
over the country within a few hours after the ·polls close, and the 
Capital City is within a few days' travel of the remotest portions of the 
country. 

Originally, Senators were elected by the legislatures, and as a rule 
the legislatures of the various States did not convene until after the 
beginning of the new year, and it was difficult and sometimes impos
sible for Senators to be elected until February or March. Since the 
adoption of the seventeenth amendment to the Constitution~ however, 
Senators have been elected by the .people at the same election at which 
Members of the House are elected. There is no reason, therefore, why 
the Congress elected in November should not be sworn in and actually 
enter upon the duties of office at least as soon as the beginning of the 
new year following their election. 

The only direct opportunity that the citizens of the country have 
to express their ideas and their wishes in regard to national legislation 
is the expression of .their will through the election of their representa
tives at the general election in November. During the campaign that 
precedes this election the great questions demanding attention at the 
hands of the new Congress are discussed at length before the people 
and throughout the country, and it is only fair to presume that the 
Members of Congress chosen at that election fairly represent the ideas 
of a majority of the people of the country as to what legislation is 
desirable. In a Government "by the people" the wishes of a majority 
should be crystallized into legislation as soon as possible after these 
wishes have been made known. These mandates should be obeyed 
within a reasonable time. 

Under existing conditione, however, more than a year elapses 
before the will of the people expressed at the election can be put into 
statutory law. This condition of affairs is not only unfair to the citi
zenship at large, who have expressed their will as to what legislation 
they desire, but it is likewise unfair to their servants whom they bave 
elected to carry out this will. It is true that it is within the power 
of the President to call an extraordinary session of Congress at an 
earlier date tban the one provided by law, but the new Congress can 
not be called into extraordinary session until after the 4th of March, 
which would not give the new Congress very much time for the con
sideration of important national questions before the summer heat in 
the Capital City makes even existence difficult and good work almost 

impossible. It is conceded by all that the best time for Iegislatureg 
to do good work is during the winter months. Practically all the 
States of the Union recognize this fact and provide for the m~ting of 
their legislatures near the 1st of January. Moreover, the wishes of the 
country having been expressed at an election should not be dependent 
for their carrying out upon the will of the President alone. Provision 
should be made by law so that the hew Congress could begin the per
formance of its important duties as soon after election as possible and 
under conditions that are most favorable for good work. Under ex
isting conditions a Member of the House of Representatives does not 
get started in his work until the time has arrived for renominations 
in his district. He has accomplished nothing and has not bad an 
opportunity to accomplish anything, because Congress bas not been in 
session. He had made no record upon which to go before ·his people 
for election. It is unfair both to him and to the people of his district. 
In case of a contest over a seat in the House of Representatives, 
history has shown that the term of office has practically expired before 
the House is able to settle the question as to who is entitled to the 
contested seat. During all this time the occupant of the seat has been 
drawing the salary, and if it is decided in the end that the occupant 
was wrongfully seated; then the entire salary must again be paid to the 
person who has been unjustly deprived of his seat. Double pay fs 
therefore drawn from the Treasury of the United States and the peoptf 
of the district have not been represented by the Member whom tbeg 
selected for that purpose. No reason has been given why a new Con
gress elected at a general election to translate into law the wishes of 
the people should not be installed into office practically as soon as the 
results of the election can be determined. 

Another effect of the amendment would be to abolish the so-called 
short session of Congress. If the terms of Members of Congress 
begin and end in January instead of on the 4th of March, as hereto
fore, and Congress convenes in January, there would be no such 
thing as a short session of Congress. Every other year, under our 
Constitution, the teriD.B of Members of the House and one-third of 
the Members of the Senate expire on the 4th day of March. The 
session begins on the first Monday in December, and because of the 
expiration of such terms it necessarily follows that the session must 
end not later than the 4th of March. Experience has shown that 
this brings about ·a very undesirable legislative condition. It is a 
physical impossibility during such a short session for Congress to give 
attention to much general legislation for the reason that it requires 
practically all of the time to dispose of the regular appropriation 
bills. The result is a congested calendar both in the House and the 
Senate. It is known ·in advance that Congress can give attention to 
but a very small portion of the bills reported from the committees. 
The result is a congested condition that brings about either no legisla
tion or illy considered legislation. In the closing days of such a ses
sion bad laws get through and good laws are defeated on account of 
this condition and the want of time to give proper consideration to 
anything, and the result is dissatisfaction not only on the part of 
Members of Congress but on the part of the people generally. Jokers 
sometimes get on the statutes because Members do not have an oppor
tunity, for want of time, to give the.m proper consideration. Mis
takes of a serious nature creep into all kinds of statutes which often 
nullify the real intent of the lawmakers, and the result is disap
pointment throughout the country, Such a congested condition in the 
National Legislature can not bring about good results. However dili
gent and industrious Members of Congress may be, it is a physical 
impossibility for them to do good work. Moreover, it enables a few 
Members of Congress to arbitrarily prevent the passage of laws simply 
by the consumption of time. In every way it brings about an unde
sirable legislative condition, and it · is not surprising that results 
are so often disappointing. 

There is another very important reason why this change should be 
made. Under the Constitution as it now stands, if it should happen 
that in the general election in November in presidential years no 
candidate for President had received a majority of all the electoral 
votes, the election of a President would then be thrown into the 
House of Representatives and the membership of that House of Rep
resentatives called upon to elect a President would be the old Con
gress and not the new one just elected by the people. It might 
easily happen that the Members of the House of Representatives, 
upon whom involved the solemn duty of electing a Chief Magistrate 
for four years, had themselves been repudiated at the election that 
had just occurred, and the country would be confronted with the 
fact that a repudiated House, defeated by the people themselves at 
the general election, would still have the power to elect a President 
who would be in control of the country for the next four years. It is 
quite apparent that such a power ought not to exist and that the 
people, having expressed themselves at the ballot box, should, through 
the Representatives then selected, be able to select the President for 
the ensuing term. If the amendment we have proposed is adopted 
and becomes a part of the Constitution, such a condition could not 
happen, and in such a case the new House of Representatives, fresh 
from the people, would be the one upon which would devolve the power 
to select the new President. 
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Section 3 of the proposed amendment gives Congress the power to 
provide by law who shall act as President in a. case where the elec
tion of a President has been thrown into the House of Representa
tives and the House has failed to elect a President and the Senate 
has likewise failed to elect a Vice President. The importance of this 
can be understood when we realize that under the present Constitu-

'tion if the election of President and Vice President should be thrown 
Into Congress on account of a failure of the Electoral College to elect, 
and that the House should fail within the time specified in the Con
stitution to elect a President, and the Senate should likewise fail 
during such time to elect a Vice President, the country would be left 
entirely without a Chief Magistrate and without any means of select
Ing one. This condition bas, it is true, never happened in the his
tory of the country, and while it may never happen it does seem 

' ve.ry important that some constitutional provision be enacted by which 
this most dangerous emergency mey be avoided. The present Con
stitution gives power to Congress to provide who shall act as Presi
dent when there Is a. vacancy both in the President's office and the 
Vice President's office caused by death, removal, or resignation, but 
there is no provision in the present Constitution that gives to Congress 
or any other authority the power to select an acting President in 
cases where the election has been thrown into the House · of Repre
sentatives and where the House of Representatives bas failed to elect a 
President and the Senate bas likewise failed to elect a Vice President. 

' It such ;. contingency should occur, and it is liable to occur after any 
I presidential election, the country would find itself in a condition 
. where it would be impossible for a Chief Magistrate to be selected. The 
' committee has corrected this defect by giving to Congress in section 3 
' of the proposed amendment the authority to select the acting President 
1 in such an emergency. 

The question is sometimes asked, Why is an amendment to the Con
' ltitution necessary to bring about this desirable change? The Constltu-
11 tion does not provide the date when the terms of Senators and Repre-
sentatives shall begin. It does fix the term of Senators at six years 

1 and of Members of the House of Representatives at two years. The 
j commencement of the term ot the first President and Vice President 
rand of Senators and Representatives composing the First Congress was 

1 
fixed by an act of Congress adopted September 13, 1788, and that act 
provided "that the first Wednesday in March next be the time for 

' commencing proceedings under the Constitution." It happened that 
l the first Wednesday in March was the 4th day of March, and hence 
: the terms of the President and Vice President and Members of Con
' gress begin on the 4th day of March. Since the Constitution provides 
'"that the terms of Senators shull be six years and the term of Members 
' of the House of Representatives two years, it follows that this change 
can not be made without changing the terms of office of Senators and 

•Representatives, which would in eft'ect be a change of the Constitution. 
"By another act-the act of March 1, 1792-Congress provided that the 
terms of President and Vice President should commence on the 4th day 
of March after their election. It seems clear, therefore, that an amend
ment to the Constitution is necessary to give relief from existing con
\iitions. 

/ The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution is as in Commit-
· tee of the Whole and open to amendment. If there be no further 
amendment to be offered, the joint resolution will be reported to 
the Senate. 

: The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
1 and the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint r~solution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading and was read the third time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the jo~nt 
I resolution pass? 
1 Mr. NORRIS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

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

Mr. HEFLIN (when Mr. BLAcK's name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. BLAcK] is absent on account of illness. If he 
were present, he would vote "yea." 

, Mr. LA FOLLETTE (when Mr. BLAINE's name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. BLAINE] is unavoidably absent from the Sen
ate. If he were present, he would vot~ "yea." 

Mr. BURTON (when Mr. FEss's name was called). My 
colleague [Mr. FEss] is absent on account of illness. If he 

· were present, he would vote " yea." 
Mr. ASHURST (when Mr. HAYDEN's name was called). My 

colleague [Mr. HAYDEN] is unavoidably absent from the Cham
ber. If present, he would vote "yea." 

Mr. 'WATSON (when the name of Mr. RoBINSON of Indiana 
was called). My colleague [Mr. RoBINSON] is absent on an 
important engagement. It he were present, he would vote 
"yea." 

Mr. SCHALL (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD'S name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is detained from the Senate by 
illness. 

Mr. OVERMAN (when :Mr. SrnM:oNs's name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. SIMMONS] is unavoidably absent. If pres
ent, he would vote "yea." 

Mr. HARRISON (when Mr. STEPHENs's name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. STEPHENS] is unavoidably detained on ac
'count of illness in his family. He has a general pair with the 
junior Senator from Indiana [Mr. RoBINSON]. 

Mr. WHEELER (when the name of Mr. WALSH of Montana 
was called). My colleague [Mr. W .ALSH] is unavoidably ab
sent. If be were. present, he would vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. OVERMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). 

Has the Mmior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. W .AB.REN] voted? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That Senator has not voted. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I have a general pair with the senior 

Senator from Wyoming, and not knowing how he would vote 
I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McMASTER. I desire to announce that the senior Sena
tor from South Dakota [Mr. NoRBECK] is unavoidably absent. 
If present, he would vote" yea." · 

Mr. BURTON (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. SIMMONS], who, if he were present, would vote "yea." 
Therefore I will allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. JONES. The senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] 
is necessarily absent on account of illness. If present, he 
would vote "yea." Also the junior Senator from Maine [Mr. 
GoULD] is absent on account of illness in his family. If he 
were present and permitted to vote, he would vote " yea." 

Mr. SHEPPARD. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. PITrMAN] 
is necessarily absent on official business. If present, he would 
vote "yea." 

I also desire to announce that the Senator from Wyoming 
[Mr. KENDRICK] is necessarily absent from the city. 

The result was announced-yeas 64, nays 9, as follows: 
YEAS-64 

Allen Edge Keyes 
Ashurst Fletcher La Follette 
Barkley Frazier McKellar 
Borah George McMaster 
Bratton Gillett McNary 
Brookhart Glenn Moses 
Broussard Goff Norris 
Burton Goldsborough Nye 
Capper Harris Oddie 
Caraway Harrison Phipps 
Connally Hatfield Pine 
Copeland Hawes Ram1dell 
Couzens He:tlin Reed 
Cutting Howell Robinson, Ark. 
Deneen Johnson Sackett 
Dlll Jones Schall 

NAYS-9 
Bingham Greene King 
Blease Hastings Metcalf 
Dale 

NOT VOTING-22 
Black Hayden Pittman 
Blaine Hebert Robinson, Ind. 
Fess Kean Shipstead 
Glass Kendrick Simmons 
Gould Norbeck Smoot 
Hale Overman Stephens 

Sheppard 
Shortridge 
Smith 
Steck 
Steiwer 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Tys{)n 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson 
Wbeeler 

Patterson 
Waterman 

Townsend 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mont. 
Warren. 

So the joint resolution was passed. two-thirds of the Senators 
present voting in the affirmative. 

The joint resolution as passed by the Senate is as follows: 
ResoZt;ed by the Senate ana House of Representatives of the United 

Btat;es of America in Congress assembled (two-thtit'ds of each House 
conCJ.wring therein), That the following amendment of the Constitution 
be, and hereby is, proposed to the States, to become valid as a part of 
said Constitution when ratified by the legislatures o! the several States 
as provided by the C{)nstitution : 

.. ARTICLE-

"SECTION 1. The terms of the President and Vice President shall 
end at noon on the 15th day of January, and the terms of Senators 
and Representatives at noon on the 2d day of January, of the years 
in which such terms would have ended if this article had not been 
ratified; and the terms of their successors shall then begin. 

" Smc. 2. The Congress shall assemble at least once in every year, 
and such meeting shall begin at noon on the 2d day of January, unless 
they shall by law appoint a di.trcrent day. 

"SEc, 3. If the House of Representatives has not chosen a President, 
whenever the right of choice devolves upon them, before the time fixed 
for the beginning of his term, then the Vice President shall act as 
President, as in the case of the death {)r other constitutional dis
ability of the President. The Congress shall by law pr"ovide for the 
case o! the failure to choose the Vice President before the time fixed 
'tor the beginning of his term, declaring what officer shall then act us 
·President, and such otrlcer shall act accordingly until the House of 
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Representatives chooses a rresident or until the Senate chooses a Vice 
President. 

" SEC. 4. This amendment shall take efl'ect on the 15th day of 
October after its ratification." 

Mr. GLASS subsequently said: Mr. President, I merely want 
to state that due to the fact that the. bells .are out of order, that 
I had to respond to a telephone call a moment ago during the 
recording of the vote which was taken on the joint resolution 
of the Senator from Nebraska, and t_hat I encountered an ele
vator man more intent upon accommodating the crowd than 
accommodating and responding to the signal of a Senator, I 
1·eached the Chamber after the vote was announced. Therefore I 
take this occasion to have the RECORD show that had I been 
present I would have voted for the joint resolution of the Senator 
from Nebraska. 

DECENNIAL CENSUS AND APPORITONMENT OF REPRESENTATIVES 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend
ments of the House of Representatiyes to the bill (S. 312) to 
provide for the fifteenth and subsequent decennial censuses and 
to provide for apportionment of Representatives in Congress, 
which were, on page 1, line 4, to strike out " radio sets " ; on page 
1, line 5, to strike out " 1929 " and insert " 1930 " ; on page 2, to 
strike out line 6 and down to and including the word " act " in 
line 7 and insert" 1st day of January in the year 1930 and every 
tenth year thereafter"; on page 2, line 12, to strike out "12 
months" and insert " six months from the beginning of the 
enumeration " ; on page 3, line 5, to strike out all after the word 
" him " down to and including the word " service" in line 7 ; on 
page 3, line 12, to strike out all after the word " transfer '' down 
to and including the word " positions " in line 20 ; on page 3, 
line 22, to strike out all after the word "rules" down to and 
including the word "women" in line 25; on page 4, line 7, to 
strike out all after the word "made" down to and including the 
word " engaged " in line 12 and insert " without reference to 
the civil service or the classification acts, but preference shall be 
given to disabled veterans of wars in which the United States 
has been engaged and wiYes of disabled soldiers, sailors, and 
marines who themselves are not qualified, but whose wives are 
qualified for appointment"; on page 4, to strike out all after the 
word "census," in line 21, down to and including the word 
" them " hi line 24 and insert " and, when so· employed, shall not 
be subject to the provisions of section 1765 of the Revised Stat
utes or to the act of May 10, 1916, and August 29, 1916 (39 Stat. 
p. 120, sec. 6, and p. 582, sec. 6; title 5, sees. 58 and 59, U.S. C.)"; 
on page 5, line 19, to strike out all after the word " distribution " 
down to and including the word "sets" in line 20; on page 7, 
line 3, to strike out the word "November" and insert "May"; 
on page 10, line 20, after "$1,000," insert "or be imprisoned for 
not exceeding one year, or both " ; on page 14, line 3, to strike 
out" 1934" and insert "1935"; on page 14, line 10, to strike out 
" November " and insert " January " ; on page 15, line 9, to strike 
out " atistical " and insert " statistical " ; on page 16, to strike 
out lines 21 to 25, inclusive, and all of page 17 and lines 1 to 9, 
inclusive, on page 18 and insert: 

SEC. 22. (a) On the first day, or within one week thereafter, of the 
second regular session of the Seventy-first Congre s, and of each fifth 
Congress thereafter, the President shall transmit to the Congress a 
statement showing the whole number of _persons in each State, excluding 
Indians not taxed, as ascertained under the fifteenth and each subsequent 
decennial census of the population, and the number of Representatives 
to which each State would be entitled under an apportionment of the 
then existing number of Representatives made in each of the following 
manners: 

(1) By apportioning the then existing number of Representatives 
among the several States according to the respective numbers of the 
several States as ascertained under such census, by the method used in 
the last preceding apportionment, no State to receive less than one 
Member; 

(2) By apportioning the then existing number of Representatives 
among the several States according to the respective numbers of the 
several States as ascertained under such census, by the method known 
as the method of major fractions, no State to receive less than one 
Member; and 

(3) By · apportioning the then existing number of Representatives 
among the several States according to the respective numbers. of the 
several States as ascertained under such census, by the method known 
as the method of equal proportions, no State to receive less than one 
Member. 

(b) If the Congress to which the statement required by subdivision 
(a) of this section is transmitted, fails to enact a law apportioning 
Representatives among the several States, then each State shall be 
entitled, in the second succeedirl.g Congress and in each Congress there
after until the taking effect of a reapportionment under this act or sub
sequent statute, to the . number of Representatives shown in the state-

ment based upon the method used in the last preceding apportionment. 
It shall be the duty of the Clerk of the last House of Representatives 
forthwith to send to the executive of each State a certificate of the 
number of Representatives to which such State is entitled under this 
section. In case of a vacancy in the office of Clerk, or of his absence or 
inability to discharge this duty, then such duty shall devolve upon the 
officer, who, under section 32 or 33 of the Revised Statutes, is charged 
with the preparation of the roll of Representatives elect. 

(c) This section shall have no force and efl'ect in respect of the 
apportionment to be made under any decennial census unless the state
ment required by subdivision (a) of this section in respect of such 
census is transmitted to the Congress within the time prescribed in 
subdivision (a). 

Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate diSB;gree to the amend
ments of the House, ask for a conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two House.s, and that the Chair appoint the con
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed 
~ir. JoNES, Mr. JOHNSON, Mr. VANDEI'i.BER.G, Mr. FLETcHER, and 
Mr. SHEPPARD conferees on the part of the Senate. 

On motion of Mr. JoNEs, and by unanimous consent, it was 
Ordered, That the bill (S. 312) to provide for the fifteenth and sub

sequent decennial censuses and to provide for apportionment of Repre
sentatives in Congress, be printed showing the amendments of the 
House of Representatives numbered. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

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

By Mr. COPELAND: 
A bill (S. 1440) for the relief of the owners of the coal hulk 

Callixene,· to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HARRIS : 
A bill (S. 1441) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Fred W. Boschen; 

to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. HATFIELD: 
A bill (S. 1442) granting a p·ension to Hannah C. Oliver; 

and 
A bill (S. 1443) granting a pension to ffiysses G. Snodgrass; 

to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SHEPPARD: 
A bill (S. 1444) for the conservation of rainfall in the United 

States; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
A bill (S. 1445) including dependent sisters within classes of 

persons entitled to automatic insurance under the war risk 
insurance act; to the Committee on Finance. 

A bill (S. 1446) to amend section 213, act of March 4, 1909 
(Criminal Code, title 18, sec. 336, U. S. C.), affixing penalties 
for use of mails in connection with fraudulent devices and lot
tery paraphernalia ; to the Committee on Post Offices and Post -
Roads. 

By Mr. REED: 
A bill (S. 1447) for the relief of Pasquale Iannacone; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. METCALF: 
A bill ( S. 1448) granting a pension to Mabel M. Bessette Hen

derson (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By Mr. McKELLAR: 
A bill ( S. 1449) to repeal section 8 of the District of Colum

bia appropriation act, approved March 4, 1913, as amended, 
creating the Public Utilities Commission .of the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

A bill (S. 1450) to amend the act entitled "An act for the 
control of floods of the Mississippi River and its tributaries, 
and for other purposes," approved 1\Iay 15, 1928, in respect of · 
lands .overflowed or damaged by reason of the construction of 
levees ; to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ASHURST (for Mr. HAYDEN) : 
A bill (S. 1451) granting a pension to Carrie Henger; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. GOFF: 
A bill (S. 1452) to authorize the State of West Virginia to 

acquire a bridge over tile Kanawha River at Cabin Creek in 
said State and to acquire the right to construct a bridge over 
said river at or near St. Albans in said State; to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. JONES : 
A bill ( 3. 1453) to extend the times for commencing and com

pleting the construction of certain bridges, and for other pur
poses ; to t!le Committee on Commerce. 

By -Mr. PHIPPS: 
A bill ( S. 1454)- to -provide for the better definition and ex- · 

tension of the purpose and duties of the Bureau of Education, 
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and for other purposes; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. BROOKHART (for Mr. METCAI.F) : 
A bill (S. 1455) to amend the immigration act of 1924 in re

spect of quota preferences; to the Committee on Immigration. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

On motion of Mr. BRA'ITON, the Committee on Pensions was 
aischarged from the further consideration of the bill ( s. 1329) 
granting a pension to Joseph H. Greer, and it was referred to 
tbe Committee on Finance. 
AMENDMENT TO TARIFF BILir-MANGANESE ORE OR CONCENTRATES 

Mr. ODDIE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to House bill 2667, the · tariff revision bill, which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed. 

PROPOSED STATUES ON .ARLINGTON MEMORIAL BRIDGE 

Mr. OVERMAN. .Mr. President, I submit a r eS()lution and 
ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

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

The Chief Clerk read the resolution ( S. Res. 85) as follows: 
Resolved, That the Arlington Memorial Bridge Commission be, and it 

is hereby, directed to take into consideration in the completion of the 
Memorial Bridge the -plactng at the north end of the bridge a heroic 
figure of IDysses S. Grant, facing south, and at the south end of the 
bridge a heroic figure of Robert E. Lee, facing north, and in the center 
two figures of women, clasping hands representing the North and South, 
to perpetuate the memorable saying of General Grant, "Let us clasp 
hands across the bloody chasm " ; and any such other figures as the 
commission may recommend ; and to report its findings and recommen
dations on the practicability of erecting said statues on the bridge, 
together with the eosts of the erection of such figures and the appro
priation which will be necessary; and such other recommendations as 
1n its judgment may be proper in carrying into effect this patriotic 
sentiment; all of which shall be reported to Congress at the next session. 

"As we are united in life, and they united in death, let one monu
ment perpetuate their deeds, and one people, forgetful of all asperities, 
forever hold in grateful remembrance all the stories of that terrible 
conflict." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Carolina asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of the resolution. Is there objection? 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, this is not a joint resolution? 
Mr. OVERMAN. No; it is a Senate resolution. 
Mr. JONES. I do not believe the Senate itself can direct 

what the resolution directs. I think it ought to go to a 
committee. 

Mr. OVERMAN. It is merely a suggestion to the Memorial 
Bridge Commission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is a direction 
to the commission to take into consideration the placing of 
certain statues on the bridge? 

Mr. JONES. I am inclined to think the resolution should go 
over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over. 
ADMIRAL THOMAS P. MAGRUDER 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the other day I interrogated the 
chainnan of the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. HALE] with 
reference to Admiral Magruder and the reasons for his being 
relieved of duty and the reasons for the department failing to 
reassign him to duty. I offer a r~olulion at this time dealing 
with the que::;tion, and ask that it be referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be 
· received ,and so referred. 

The resolution (S. Res. 86) was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, as follows: 

Whereas there appeared in the Saturday Evening Post of September 
24, 1927, an article entitled "The Navy and Economy," by Rear 
Admiral T. P. Magruder, which discussed the administration of the 
Department of the Navy; and 

Whereas, on October 3, 1927, the Secretary of the Navy addressed 
a communication to .Admiral Magruder, who was then commandant of 
the fourth naval district, with headquarters at Philadelphia, request
ing him to submit to the department further information relative to 
certain statements contained in said article; and 

Whereas, after an interchange of correspondence between the then 
Secretary of the Navy and .Admiral Magruder, the former issued an 
order dated October 29, 1927, relieving .Admiral Magruder from his 

· command of the fourth naval district, effective November 5, 1927 ; and 
Whereas there appeared in the Washington Evening Star of Oc

tober 27, 1927, an article relative to .Admiral Magruder being reUeved 
; cf his command, which quoted the Secretary of the Navy as saying, 

" The order to Admiral Magruder In not punitive; it is adminis
trative " ; and 

Whereas Admiral Magruder has not, since being relieved of his 
command of the fourth naval district, been reassigned to active duty 
by the Department of the Navy, and it is currently reported that 
such nonassignment- is the result of the publication of the article 
referred to ; and 

Whereas Admiral Magruder is at present on the active list of 
officers of the Department of the Navy, drawing the full pay and 
allowances of a rear admiral in the United States Navy, and is by 
reason of his ability and experience qualified for further service as 
a naval officer: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or any duly author
ized subcommittee thereof, is hereby authorized and directed to make 
an investigation as to the cause of Admiral Magruder being relieved 
of his command of the fourth naval district, and the reason why 
he has not been assigned to any duty whatever since being relieved 
of such command ; and whether U is the purpose of the Secretary 
of the Navy to not further assign Admiral Magruder to any com:.. 
mand, position, or service in the Navy, and whether the . relieving 
of .Admiral Magruder from his command and not assigning him to any 
duty since the date he was relieved was for the purpose of puuish
ing him; and if so, what acts or omissions on the part of .Admiral 
Magruder justified said action by the Secretary of the Navy, and 
to report to the Senate, as soon as practicable, the result of its in
vestigation, together with its recommendations, if any, for necessary 
legislation dealing with the matter herein referred to, and questions 
relating to cognate matters. 

For the purposes of this resolution, the committee, or any duly 
authorized subcommittee thereof, is authorized to hold such hearings, 
to sit and act at such times and places during the sessions and re
cesses of the Senate in the Seventy-first Congress, to employ such 
clerical, stenographic, and other assistants, to require, by subprena 
or otherwise, the attendance of such witnesses, and the production of 
such books, papers, and documents, to administer such oaths, to take 
such testimony, and to make such expenditures as it deems ad
visable. The cost of stenographic service to report such hearings shall 
not be in excess of 25 cents per hundred words. 

The expenses of the committee or subcommittee shall be paid from 
the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers approved by the 
chairman. 

CERTAIN PBINOIPLES ·oF THOMAS JEFFERSON-ADDRESS OF HON. 
JOSEPH B. SHANNON 

Mr. HAWES. :Mr. President, I ask permission to have in
serted in the RECORD an address by Bon. Joseph B. Shannon, of 
Kansas City, Mo., on the subject of Certain Principles of 
Thomas J'efferson. 

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

The address is as follows : 
My subject to-night is Thomas Jefferson. A mere general speech 

concerning the life of this great man would have to be a most per
functory performance, the subject being too great to cover in one speech. 
Hence, I have selected a few things in his lite that I want to talk to 
you about with a view to giving at least to a part of his life and doc
trines a present-day application. 

Let me call your attention first to Jefferson's views on the slavery 
question-a phase of his liberal and comprehensive democracy almost 
wholly misunderstood or entirely forgotten. 

Jefferson was an abolitionist; he couldn't have been otherwise and 
been the great humanitarian that he was. He could not have been the 
great apostle of freedom and equality and remained blind to human 
slavery, existing as it did in the Colonies. Let us turn to his record 
upon this great issue, which it took a civil war to settle a half century 
later. 

First. Jefferson was elected to the Virginia House of Burge~ses when 
he was about 25 years of age. He undertook, by enactment, to repeal 
the expulsion law then in effect in the Colonies. The expulsion act 
required that a slave that had earned his freedom through the kindness 
of his master should instantly leave the Colony, the theory being that 
the presence of free negroes would promote discontent amongst the 
slaves. This illea was repulsive to Jefferson. He believed that where 
one had earned his freedom he should be permitted to remain where he 
was born and had lived his life. This was the humau side of the ques
tion. not the property side. Of com·se, his measure was defeated. 

::)econd. When J efferson prepared the Declaration of Independence, 
in addition to writing that all men are created equal he also wrote in 
the original draft of this nationally sacred document a terrific indict
ment of the English King and the British Government in the following 
language : " He, the King, has waged cruel war against human nature 
itself, violating its most sacred rights of lite and liberty in the persons 
of a distant people, who never offended. him, capturing and carrying 
them into slavery in another hemisphere, or to incur miserable death 
in their transportation thither. This piratical warfare is the warfare of 
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' the Christian King of Great Britain, determined to. keep open a market 
where men could b~ bought and sold." Jefferson's colleagues in the 
Continental Congress suppressed this particular indictment of the King 
and Great Britain for the reason that New England bad hundreds of 
ships engaged in the slave trade, and the South was making use of 
J~lave labor. In the making of the Declaration of Independence there 
were 18 such suppressions, 6 additions, and 10 alterations fr?m the 
original draft of Jefferson. 

.TEFFEBSON li'ORKSHADOWED LINCOLN 

Third. Jefferson proposed a gradual emancipation of the slaves; 
that the children born after a certain date were to be free, but to 
remain with the parents, the duty of the State to be to educate these 
children in all lines, especially in the trades, farming and such pur-

. suits, and then, after the period had been reached when they were 
able t<l take car·e of themselves, the State was- to furnish a habitation 
somewhere in a country in which they could live and be free. 

Fourth. J efferson succeeded in having Congress pass a bill prohibit
ing the further· importation of slaves after the year 1808. 

Fifth. When Jefferson was appointed chairman of a committee to 
organize the Territories out of which the States of Alabama, Mississippi, 
Tennessee, and Kentucky were subsequently carved, he proposed a 
plan which would have given to the slaves their .freedom. This plan 
of his lost by a single vote. The vote was taken by States, 'l 
votes being required to decide the proposition affirmatively. It only 
received 6. Jefferson said: "Thus we see the fate of millions un
born, hanging on the tongue of one man, and heaven was silent in 
that awful moment." Writing a friend he said: "We must await 
with patience the workings of a:a overruling Providence and hope that 
it is preparing the deliverance of these our suffering brethren. When 
the measure of their tears shall be full, when their groans shall have 
involved Heaven itself in darkness, doubtless a God of Justice will 
awaken to their tlistress." When Jefferson died he had on his planta
ti<Jn 143 slaves, more than 50 of them were over 90 years of age, 
and less than 15 were under 45. The truth of it is, his plantation 
was a home for aged negroes. 

Sixth. In his Notes on Virginia, Jefferson said concerning slavery: 
"Indeed. I tremble for my country when I retlect that God is just, 
and that His justice can not sleep forever. The abolition of slav
ery," he said, "is not impassible, and ought never to be despaired Qf. 
Every plan should be advocated and every experi-tnent tried which may 
do something toward the ultimate object." He also said: "Remember, 
it is written in the b<lok of fate that these people [refen·ing to the 
Negro race] shall be free." 

Thus we have chronologically set out the record on slavery of the 
founder of the Democratic Party, a position taken by him when it 
was the unpopular side ; much of it long before Abraham Lincoln was 
born, and all of it before Lincoln had obtained any prominence in pub
lic affairs. 

THE NATION'S BlllTHDAY PARAMOUNT 

Next I shall discuss Jefferson on national birthdays. Nothing could 
more aptly illustrate the departure from the teachings of Jefferson 
than the holding of Jefferson birthday meetings. While Jefferson was 
.President he refused even to let it be known upon what day he was 
born. When citizens of Boston proposed to make his birthday a holi
day be wrote them that be did not approve of transferring the honor 
and veneration due the great birthday of our Republic to any in
dividual, or of dividing it'5 commemoration with that of mere in
dividuals. JeffE:'rson, of course, in this like in everything, was much 
wiser than his time, and he foresaw the danger that would come from 
a forgetting of America's great natal day-the Fourth of July. Un
like Jefferson, John Adams did not have the vision of a day when 
this great holiday of liberty might be forgotten, for in his speech 
urging the adoption of the Declaration of Independence, eloquent 
and masterful as it was, he drew a picture o! its future which showed 
that he was m<Jre of an orator than a prophet. He said : 

"Through the thick gloom of the present I see the brightness of 
the future as the sun in heaven. We shall make this a glorious, an 
immortal day. When we are in our graves our children will honor it. 
They will celebrate it with thanksgiving, with festivity, with bonfires, 
and illuminations. On its annual return they will shed tears, copious, 
i,"llshing tears, not of subjection and slavery, not of ag<Jny and dis
tress, but of exultation, of gratitude, and of joy." 

How :many here to-night saw a bonfire on the last Fourth of July? 
How many were present when any tears were shed? How many of 
you ha,·e ever even heru::d the reading of the Declaration of Independ
ence? Jefferson was alive to the danger of trusting to fleeting and 
forgetful generations to keep alive America's great birthday and what 
it stood for, especially when burdened by numerous other national 
holidays. 

OPPOSED GIFTS TO OFFICLlLS 

Next let me refer to a trait of this great statesman ·that may seem, 
perhaps, trivial to yoi'i, but which will illustrate his zealous regard of 
the least act that would seem to suggest approval of prejudice n 
privilege. I refer to Jefferson's views on gifts, When the late Wood-
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row Wilson :was in Europe the press informed us that he · was tlie 
recipient of many gifts. President Hoover toured South America 
shortly after his election. Upon his return many were startled by 
the information that it took three freight cars to transport bis gifts. 

The press of Missouri for several days bas been full of information 
concerning gifts made to a Cabinet officer from Missouri. The gifts 
Wel'e almost as numerous, according to the printed inventory, as the 
number, which was nine. that composed the committee presenting the 
gifts to this eminent Cabinet officer. Two days later there was a little 
but significant aftermath to the gifts to the Secretary-an announce
ment in the press that the chairman of the giving committee "may 
decide to become an applicant for a district attorneyship." 

There i~ in a prison cell in Los Angeles at this moment a fonner 
diBtric.-t attorney who, it turned out, shortly after he took office be
gan receiving giftS. His first gift was some personal wearing apparel. 
It was the opening wedge--the " feeler." His next gift was a Vic
trola, then an automobile, then a house and lot, and then it was 
shown that be took $50,000 in a criminal proceeding; and then, not 
least even if it was last of all, he was given and received 10 years 
in the penitentiary. 

Thus is presented the gift practice of the present day as viewed from 
many angles. How out of variance to the teachings of Jefferson! 
How startlingly it bears Qut the wisdom of his far-seeing judgment! 
In 1806 a bronze bust of Emperor Alexander of Russia was presented 
to him, and he said : " I bad laid down as a Ia w for my conduct in 
office, and have heretofore scrupulously observed it, to accept no present 
beyond a book or a pamphlet, or other curiosity of minor value." He 
accepted the bust with the foregoing explanation and with perhaps good 
diplomatic reasons. Even to the last days of his Presidency he re
turned insignificant presents made to him by admiring friends. Three 
months before be went out of office Samuel Hawkins, an admirer, under
took to present him with an ivory cane. He wrote a courteous letter in 
returning the gift, mentioning again the rnle that he had adopted for 
himself, and pleading his wish to retain that " consciousness of a dis
interested administration of the public trust which is essential to per
fect tranquillity of mind," a tranquillity of mind and conscience such 
as, I am afraid. is not the proud ambition of present-day holders of 
public trusts, as it was of Jefferson's entire official career. 

It matters not who it is that accepts gifts while in public office, it is 
such a departure from the teachings of Jefferson that it can not but be 
inimical to the spirit of sincere democracy and the ends of good govern
ment. Jefferson not only adhered to this rule inflexibly while he was 
Pre-Sident, but after retiring from office he refused compensation of any 
kind for any employment that might carry with it the inference that 
his former holding of the great office of President was being capitali~ed. 

How beautifully a similar feeling was carried out by the late Gen. 
Robert E. Lee, who, though impoverished almost to the point of destitu
tion, declined a connection with an insurance company at a vast salary, 
lest it be Said that he was bartering away the name of Lee. Contrast 
the action of Jefferson and Lee with that of many of the modern office
holders, who are hardly out of office until the name and fame that was 
attained .in office is capitalized in _a corporatio~ employment. 

AN JINEMY 01' INTOLERANCII 

Next let me touch upon a timely theme-Jefferson's views on religion. 
This subject can not be covered briefly. I will not attempt to go into 
it at any great length. Suffice for me to say that from the moment be 
engaged in the movement to separate the Colony of Virginia from the 
state church of England clear up to the time of the enactment of his 
statute of religious freedom ot Virginia he never wavered or hesitated 
tor a moment in his great fight for the separation of state and church 
and for freedom of religious worship. To-night I will confine myself to 
two quotations from him. In a letter to Miles King, September 26, 
1804, he said : " Our particular principles of religion are a subject of 
accountability to our God alone. I inquire after no man's and trouble 
none with mine. 

" Let us not be uneasy, then, about the different roads we may pursue 
as believing them the shortest to that of our last abode." In his origi
nal bill far the establishment of religious freedom he said : .. Our civil 
rights have no dependence on our religious opinions any more than 
our opinions in physics or geometry, therefore the proscribing any 
citizen as unworthy , of public. confidence by laying upon bim an inca
pacity of being called to office of trust and emolument unless he profess 
or renounce this or that religious opinion, is depriving him injuriously 
of those privileges and advantages to which, in common with his fellow 
citizens, he has a natural right; that it tends also to corrupt the prin
ciples of that very religion it is meant to encourage by bribing, with a 
monopoly of worldly honors and emoluments, those who will externa.lly 
profesa and conform to it ; and that though, indeed, these are criminal 
who do not withstand such temptation, yet neither are those innocent 
who lay the bait iV their way." 

The Victorian period in British history followed many years after 
Jefferson said this. Queen Victoria had a Premier, Benjamin Disraeli, 
wbo was the grandson of a Jewish me1·ehant, who had emigrated from 
Italy to England. This ancestor was very rich. His wife was beautifuL 
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Due to these two possessions, wealth and beauty, she believed she was 
entitled to a high social position. It was denied her because she was 
'1. Jewess. There was a son of this couple who, when he attained man
hood, dropped out of trade and became a scholar. He in turn had a son 
and a daughter. He realized that certain things were denied his people 
by reason of their faith. While his children were of tender age he had 
them avow membership in the Church of England. The grandmother 
nrged it for the reason that she did not want the ban that was placed 
upon her to be visited upon the grandchildren. How valuable politically 
this profession of membership in the Church of England proved itself 
was shown in the very Parliament in which Disraeli was admitted as a 
member wherein he had taken the oath as a Christian. One of the 
hollSe of Rothschild was denied membership in the Parliament because 
he could not take the oath. Thus we see perfectly exempllfied the evil 
that Jefferson in his foresight sought to guard against in the great 
Commonwealth of Virginia. This specious profession of religion upon 
the part of Disraeli, who by ancestry, by birth, and by training was of 
Jewish race and traditions, was successful not only in overcoming Eng
lish prejudice but English laws as well. 

Jefferson's greatest hobby was for the general dissemination of educa
tion among all classes. " He wanted an a.ristocracy founded on educa
tion rather than wealth and ancestry." . 

THE FOUNDER 0:1' THE TRUSTS 

In the early formation of this Government there sat in Washington's 
Cabinet alongside of Jefferson a statesman of a di1rerent stripe--Alex
ender Hamilton-who was "the father of plutocracy, the trust, and the 
lobby." "The people are a great beast," said Hamilton; and one of his 
modern disciples exclaimed, "The public be damned." 

Jefferson left the Cabinet of Washington because of the di!rerences 
between him and Hamilton. He believed that, notwithstanding his pre
vious views that this Government should be without parties, it finally 
became necessary to have one to protect the masses from the so-called 
" well born " and the rich who were so well represented in the person 
of Hamilton, whose basic doctrine was that the people who owned the 
country should govern it. Jefferson believed that all the people who 
inhabited the country should have a share in its Government. Hamilton 
for a time even poisoned the mind of Washington against Jefferson by 
spreading reports that Jetferson had not been a supporter of the Consti
tution. Jefferson, in a letter to Washington, said: "I acknowledge and 
avow that in private conversation I have disapproved of the system of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. His system flowed from principles ad
verse to liberty. Colonel Hamilton and I have not drawn together. I 
had some misgivings concerning the Constitution, for the reason it con
tained no Bill of Rights securing freedom of reUgion, freedom of the 
press, freedom from a standing army, and a constant habeas corpus act. 
Colonel Hamilton, likewise, was unfriendly to the Constitution because 
be wanted a king and a house of lords." Jetferson also, in other writ
ings, said he was fearful of the Constitution because it provided no 
fixed tenure of office and no proper regulation of monopoly. Without 
Jefferson there would not be to-day any Bill of Rights in the Consti
tution. 

Jetl'erson was the friend of the farmer, the first to raise his voice 
against discriminative tariff regulations. Concerning tari!r enactments 
he said that it was unfair to "lay these heavy taxes upon agriculture 
for the benefit of the manufacturer." 

MELLON TH1Il MODERN HAMILTON 

How easy it is to see, if one stops seriously to think, that the fight 
between Hamilton and Jetferson has a counterpart in the fight that is 
going on to-day in Washington. Senator NoRRIS and others are leading 
forces exa<;tly similar to those led by Jetferson against the encroach
ments of the big rich, who have as their leader the modern Hamilton, 
the third richest man in the world, Andrew Mellon, occupying the key 
place of government in the present national administration. 

One of the tricks of those in control of government is to divert 
attention by giving the public something to chew upon. Just now it 
Is law enforcement, and we are warned of the importance of the citizen 
obeying the law, and especially not to ignore some law because be does 
not believe Jn it. The good citizen is urged to respect and obey the 
obnoxious law and to ask his relief by agitating its repeal. But it is 
poor doctrine, as well as a poor rule, that only works one way. Let us 
see how that applies to some present-day conditions. 

All America can't help but be cognizant that the little fellow in 
trade is being wiped out by the big interests, and everyone knows that 
nothing is happening in Washington to prevent these consolidations in 
violation of the antitrust laws, which means that the little merchant 
will soon be a relic of the past, and all that will .be left in the local 
community will be a mere remittance agent of the big rich interests. 

A traveling man made the statement to me the other day that when 
Peet Bros. consolidated with Palmolive there were 300 traveling men 
discontinued, and later when Palmolive consolidated with Colgate 
there were 600 traveUng men who lost their jobs, making a total of 
900. I met a young man who traveled for J. B. Williams in Cali
fornia, making the barber shops, who said that 82 of the traveling men 
of J. B. Williams in this particular line of work .we~ laid o1r, and that 
be was now living with his brother, and his wife with her mother.; and 

yet the price of soap remains the same as before consolidation. There 
have been hundreds of such consoUdations in the last 15 years, and 
with every single one of them large groups of wage earners and their 
famiUes were left without means of support. 

I am as well satisfied as that I am alive that the laws that official 
Washington doesn't want enforced are the antitrust laws, and that the , 
late Senator La Follette was right when be said there hadn't been one · 
hour's honest enforcement of them since they were put on the books. 

Official Washington has come to believe that any assault upon the 
big rich or powerful by those in office would be an assault on govern
ment; hence the enforcement of antitrust laws is quietly slumbering 
while the little business man is being wiped out. Why pro ecute the 
little fellows for ignoring the prohibition law and wink at the big 
monopolists when they ignore the antitrust laws1 

BIG BUSINESS MASKS THill ISBUl!l 

Official Washington makes up for its laxity in enforcing the anti
trust laws by a vigorous prosecution of those engaged in the making 
and sale of a bottle of beer, especially Ln the South, where the firms 
usually consist of a white man and a negro. I am told that the pur
pose of this strange combination of a white man and a black man is 
that occasionally one of the firm has to go to jail, and for that reason 
a negro is kept close at hand, so that public opinion and the majesty 
of the law will be satisfied, and official Washington be able, by facts 
and figures and percentages, based upon the jailing of unfortunate 
negroes, to make statistics that will justify officialdom in reporting that 
it is doing full service at law enforcement. 

They tell us, "The worst evil of the disregard for some law is that 
it destroys respect for all law." What public official at Washington, 
executive or ministerial, ha·s ever cried out in this fashion against any 
law aimed at the regulation of big business? If big business does not 
like the antitrust laws directed against monopolies in restraint of trade 
and those trust laws that were intended to protect the public which 
includes the small business man, then is it not the duty of the agent'3 
of big business, as honest men, to urge the repeal of these laws and not 
to encourage their violation by procuring laxity or neglect of enforce
ment on the part of public officials whose duty it is to enforce these 
laws, and whose failure to do so thereby creates a contempt for all 
laws? 
· Many see evil times ahead. I feel that the remedy is to be found in 

the teachings of JeJrerson. Had his plans on the slave question been 
followed, thE.'re would have been no war between the States. A return 
to the principles of Jetl'erson, which would mean the taking the control 
of government out of the hands of big business and returning it to the 
people, will prevent something more serious in the way of a dlsturbaitce. 

Jefferson was always a safe reference in the hour of distress in gov
ernment. Lincoln found him such. In the ~eat battle of the giants..:.. 
Lincoln and Douglas-in 1858, Lincoln in the seven debates frequently 
referred to Jetferson as an authority for what he was doing. In the 
first debate at Ottawa on .August 21, 1858, Lincoln said, in reply to 
Senator Douglas, " I am fighting upon the original principles; fighting 
it in the Jetfersonian, Washingtonian, and Madisonian fashion." You 
will notice that he placed Jetferson before Washington on this occasion, 
for the reason, I am sure, that he recognized the principles he was 
fighting :for as those of Jefferson primarily. 

LETHARGY, FREIIDOM'S DEATH KNJ:L.L 

Jefferson, the great teacher of government, realized that the ear of 
government was frequently deaf to the call o.f the people, but he also 
knew that the people had a remedy that they could make use of in great 
emergency; when the people were ground to dust by the abuses of the 
governing power he made no bones of saying, " Let them revolt." lie was 
a staunch friend of the revolutionary principle as an ultimate resort
peaceful if possible; forcible if necessary. Revolution served a uouble 
purpose: It kept the government's ear open to a master's voice, an~ it 
also sharpened popular attention to what the government was doing. 
When he got news of Shay's rebellion in Massachusetts and New Hamp
shire in 1786 he wrote, "I like a little rebellion now and then." This 
he wrote to Mrs. Adams : " The spirit of resistance to government is so 
valuable on occasions that I wish it always to be kept alive. It will 
often be exercised when wrong, but better so than not to be exercised 
at all. It the happiness of the mass of the people can be secured at the 
expense of a little tempest now and then, or even of a little blood, it 
will be a precious purchase." Mr. Jefferson, in Paris with a revolution 
of the first magnitude, based upon liberty, fraternity, and equality, on 
the point of breaking about his ears, was scanning the latest accounts 
of Shay's uprising and writing earnestly to W. S. Smith, " God forbid 
we should ever be without an occasional rebellion. The people can not 

. all be always well informed. The part which is wrong will be discon
tented in proportion to the importance of the facts they misconceive. 
If they remain . quiet under such misconceptions it is a lethargy, the 
forerunner of death to the public liberty." 

Big business is always well informed, but it should take notice that 
if there Is a quiet at this period in America's life it is an ominous quiet: 
and one they would · do well to heed:- Let- big business have- no mi con
ception concerning-- the apparent lethargy, because once the people are 
aroused it wlll not be death to the public liberty that will ensue, but 
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death to the strangle hold that big business has upon· government at 
Washington, and the result which may well follow would be the taking 
from those who have so much of this country's wealth in excess of a 
just and fair proportion lor a more equitable distribution. It may also 
be written in the book of fate that the people will take their Govern
ment out of the hands of organized monopoly and privilege, in whose 
control it bas so long been imperiously maintained, and place it again 
where Jefferson believed it belonged, in the hands of the people of this 
great commonwealth. 

RETIREMENT OF CHAIRMAN OF REPUBLICAN NATIONAL COMMITTEE 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I ask permission to have pub~ 
Ushed in the RrooRD an ~rticle from yesterday morning's Wash
Ington Post. 

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

[From the Washington Poot, Thursday, June 6, 1929] 

RACE Is NABROWING FOR HoOVER PosTS--WITH RETffiEMENT Oil' DoCTOR 
WORK, ONLY FoUR .ARE LEB'T IN INNER GROUP-SUPPORTERS FALLING 
OFF 
With the retirement of Chairman Hubert Work, that inner group of 

Eealous workers that elected President Hoover has now apparently nar~ 
rowed down to the survival of the fittest. 

One by one persons who either spent the campaign close in Hoover's 
private counclls or rent the countryside with their eulogies have 
dropped away. First there was Senator BROOKHART, of Iowa, who 
made more than 200 speeches asserting that Mr. Hoover was the farm~ 
ers' best friend and then in the Senate a few weeks ago blatantly 
acknowledging his disappointment. 

He was followed by Senator Bo~ and there is reason to believe 
that the Idaho Senator's defection· is to be more pronounced in a few 
days. 

In succession Col. William J. Donovan, Col. Horace Mann, and Mrs. 
Mabel Walker Willebrandt have withdrawn from the official fireside. 

.ALWAYS WELCOME AT LUNCH 

One and all they are welcomed at the White House for luncheon or 
dinner almost any time ; but thwarted ambitlons, disappointments, · B;Dd 
the general keenness of the race have caused them to step out of the 
official picture. 

Indeed, only four of the crowd remains. They will compete ,.for the 
final honors, so to speak, and it is a question who .will eme~ge victorious. 

Walter Newton, of the White Horise secretariat, is holding his own, 
botfooting it betwee.n the executive offices .an4 Capitol Hill as he d~s, 
going out of nJghts and mixing with the right kind of people, and gen
eralJy about as active as anyone who ever came down the pike. 

Secretary of War Good has not been much heard of since becoming 
a Cabinet member, and on appearances would seem to . be at a political 
disadvantage, but no one who knows him doubts that his sage counsel 
1s ever at the President's ear. 

BROWN STRENGTHENS HOLD IN SOUTH 

Quietly and seemingly alone, Posbnaster General Brown has gone out 
in his practical way to build up a Southern organization for 1932, 
nndoubtedly for Mr. Hoover's use in the first instance, and maybe for 
himself as Vice President. 

But be has . made a debacle out of Mr. Hoover's idealistic southern 
situation. With one exception, he bas turned his back on the original 
Hoover workers who were massed in these States under Colonel Mann, 
and has recognized groups set up as blinds by the forces that Mr. 
Hoover originally intended to disown. And with this one exception, 
instea<l of the Republicans building up a strong organization in the 
various States, there has developed more factionalism than ever before. 
The exception iB Florida, where order has been fairly established in 
spite of Mr. Brown. 

Texas and Virginia have, of course, not come under his wing. 
There was nothing in the day's development to change the first con

clusion that Doctor Work's withdrawal, while not in a huff of any sort, 
was intluenced by a general weariness with the way things were going, 
together with the philosophy that, after all, he was getting too old to 
worry about them. 

DECLINE cABINET POSTS 

There was an authoritative statement that he bad been offered either 
the postmaster generalship or another Cabinet place, and declined. 
There is no reason to believe that this is not true. 

Another story that was given considerable credence was that he dis~ 
approved of the policy of sending Cabinet members out to attack the 
Senate. This, of course, was not serious enough to provoke his resigna~ 
tion, but it is entirely possible that in his practical ·way the doctor 
disapproved of the attacks on the Senate. 

Representative FoRT, of New Jers~y •. more vigorous and yo~nger, and 
used to seeing the big stick wielded in the House, is said to be the 
autbor of the plan. 

Wboever the plan belongs to, the first attack delivered by Secretary 
"f the NavY Adams bas done n,o good. It ha1il. been explained by a.dmin-

istration explainers that it could ha'Ve possibly done no harm in that 
the only Senators who would take offense are the Progressives and Dem~ 
ocrats, who are against the administration anyhow. 

ATTACK INCREASES RESEINTMENT 

But it has done this harm. It has heightened their resentment. It 
bas, to cite a case in point, increased their determination for the· deben
ture in the farm bill. There may be a break in their ranks after a 
while, but the debenture proposal is in for a good delay because of their 
attitude. 

Tbere is considerable speculation concerning Work's successor, but 
inasmuch as it is two months or more off before he retires, it is doubt
ful if the President bas given it much thought. And speculation to~ay 
runs the hazard of further eliminations that may come as the race ior 
the place at the righ_t hand of the throne enters its_ final phase. 

INTERFERENCE WITH THE RIGHTS OF SENATOR HEFLIN 

Mr. HEFLIN, in _presenting the petition, given below, said: 
Mr. President, these petitioners reside in 56 towns in Massa
chusetts. I ask that the petition, including the names and list 
of towns, be printed in the RrooRD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Ohair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
We, the undersigned citizens of Massachusetts, do hereby respectfully 

petition United States Senator from Massachusetts GILLETT to support 
and vote for the passage of the resolution of Hon. J. THOMAS lli:FLIN, 
Senator from Alabama, which calls upon the Senate of the United States 
of America to condemn and repudiate the reprehensible and criminal 
conduct of those who ·sought to assault and do violence to the person of 
said Ron. J. THOMAS H:mrLIN when he spoke in Brockton, Mass., on 
March the 18th, 1929: · 

Robert W. Wa~erman, 539 Plain Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Bendix L. Peterson, 79 Wheeler Avenue, Brockton, Mass. 
Leslie Simpson, 535 Pleasant Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Aaron Burr, 20 Martin Place, Brockton, Mass . 
Russell L. Hayden, 19 Rutland Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Clara I . Waterman, 539 Plain Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Julia M. Young, 135 Prospect Street, West Bridgewater, Mass. 
Fritz Plahn, 20 Fulton Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Carl 0. Winblad, 11 Sheppard Street, Brockton, Mass. 
James Cochrane, 18 Webster Square, Brockton, Mass. 
A. M. Mills, South Easton, Mass. 
George H. Northcott, Middleboro, R. F. D., Mass. 
George W. Higgins, 67 West Ashland Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Thomas K. Perry, 22 Exchange Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Isabell Currier, 83 Hillcrest Avenue, Brockton, Mass. 
Glenna Clough, 83 Hillcrest A venue, Brockton, Mass. 
Charles L. Merritt, 57 West Street, Whitman, Mass. 
Lillian M. Merritt, 57 West Street, Whitman, Mass. 
Edgar C. Hill, jr., Hillview Avenue, Holbrook, Mass. 
Russell M. Thayer, 102 Hancock Street, Whitman, Mass. 
Forest N. Smith, 27 Hall Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Thomas H. Bouldry, Crescent Street, East Bridgewater, Mass. 
C. S . . ThomaS', 61 Wyman Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Theodore C. Tripp, 541 North Central Street, East Bridgewater, Mass.. 
Ray Sampson, 35 Sunset Avenue, West Bridgewater, Mass. 
Ralph A. Bird, 36. Tremont Street, Campello, Mass. 
Jennie G . . Porter, 85 Forest Street, Middleboro, Mass. 
Harold P. Hayden, . 704 North Main Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Florence L. Hayden, 704 North Main Street, Brockton, Mass. 
R. Steinhilber, jr., 195 Torrey Street,. Brockton, Mass. 
R. Steinhilber, sr., .195 Torrey Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Harry Parkinson, Central Square, Brockton, Mass. 
C. Reginald LeBuff, 29 Garfield Avenne, Medford, .Mass. 
P. Harding, 204 Springvale Avenue, Everett, Mass. 
R. E. Harding, 204 Springvale Avenue, Everett, Mass. 
L. E. Harding, 204 Springvale Avenue, Everett, Mass. 
Charles A. Briggs, lll .Park Street, New Bedford, Mass. 
Fred Young, 1573 Purchase Street, New Bedford, Mass. 
Jos. Wilbarman, New Bedford, Mass. 
Earl Monis, 130 Brown Street, Waltham, Mass. 
Alfred L. Woodbridge, 21 Goddard Road, Brockton, Mass. 
A. Arnott, 841 Main Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Helen A. Greenleaf, 72 Mill Street, Abington, Mass. 
Charles A. Dorr, jr., 601 Summer Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Albert H. Tourtellotte, 245 Market Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Charles W. Wikdft.hl, 190 Nilsson Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Roy A. Ne.wcombe, Box 44, Montello, Mass. 
Harry M. Morse, 93 Florence Street, Brockton, Mass. 
William R. Mcleod, Box 64, Easton, Mass. 
Charles H. Pratt, 537 Pleasant Street, Brocl..-ton, Mass. 
Harold C. Bouldry, Chestnut Street, East Bridgewater, Mass. 
Augustus E. Bouldry, Chestnut Street, East Bridgewater, Mass. 
F. S. Cu.rrier, 83 Hillcrest Avenue, Brockton, Mass. 
John II. Bartlett, U5 Berkside .Avenue, Brockton,-Mass. .. 
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Elmer G. Harlow, 10 Cross Street, West Bridgewater, Mass. 
J. Sumn~r Knapp, 306 Whitman Street, East Bridgewater, Mass. 
J. F. Neal, 58 Kingman Avenue, Brockton, Mass. 
Leon W. Littlefield, 254 Green Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Lawrence E. Burt, 770 Main Street, Brockton, M.8.ss. 
Davis Kingman, 174 Summer Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Dana S. Morton, Washington Su·eet, Canton, Mass. 
Maynard Stadig, 46 Northfield Avenue, Quincy, Mass. 
Willard V. Joyce, 655 Summer Street, South Weymouth, Mass. 
Cecil W. Olson, 20 Bedford Street, Quincy, Mass. 
Carl F. Dunbar, 24 Highland Place, South Weymouth, Mass. 
Albert C. Reed, 139 Park Avenue, South Weymouth, Mass. 
Colin C. Brown, 501 Washington Street, Canton, Mass. 
C. R. Fuller, 22 Holbrook Road, North Weymouth, Mass. 
James W. Ross, 63 Division Street, Atlantic, Mass. 
Hilda Wannie, Hyannis, Mass. 
Hilda Wannie, Centerville, Mass. 
G. C. Sherburce, Pleasant Street, Hyannis, Mass. 
Clara Harris, Prine Street, Hyannis, Mass. 
Dora Helstrom, Pleasant Street, Hyannis, Mass. 
Albion V. Helstrom, Pleasant Street, Hyannis, Mass. 
Henry l\I. Eldredge, Chatham, Mass. 
William C. Tayhr, Welltleet, Mass. 
Carl M. Jennison, 1209 Pleasant Street, Canton, Mass. 
Howard L. Shaw, 723 Pleasant Street, Canton, Mass. 
Harry F. Holmes, 44 Messenger Street, Canton, Mass. 
Lillian Holmes, 44 Messenger Street, Canton, Mass. 
E. S. Taber, 299 Washington Street, Canton, Mass. 
Alger J. G. Stadig, 20 Lind Street, Quincy, Mass. 
Sumner F. Shaw, 31 School Street, Weymouth, Mass. 
Clinton C. Stadtg, 20 Lin.d Street, Quincy, Mass. 
Henry H. Nelson, Phillips Street,_ South Weymouth, Mass. 
F. C. Dean, 442 Union Street, South Weymouth, Mass. 
Hany W. Jordan, Provincetown, Mass. 
Edwin W. Rich, 8 Court, Provincetown, Mass. 
Charles Nickerson, Town Hill Road, Provincetown, Mass. 
Charles B. Smith; Provincetown, Mass. 
Edna G. McLe{)d,- 25 Poqanticut A venue, Easton, MasQ. 
Edward C. Hall, 150 Clifton Avenue, Brockton, Mass. 
Irma H. Hall, 150 Clifton A venue, Brockton, Mass. 
Ernest H. Small, North Truro, Mass. 
Elberton R. Ingraham, North Truro, Mass. 
Emma V. Smith, North Truro, Mass. 
Katherine M. Small, North Truro, Mass. 
Jennie E. Smith, 27 Hall Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Etta M. Collins, Orleans, Mass. 
Sylvanus P. Collins, Orleans, Mass. 
Sarah A. Snow, Wellfieet, Mass. 
W. J. Hendiescie, Wellfieet, Mass.. 
Osborne Lamborne, Wellfleet, Mas.s. 
Basil Oliner, Peakham Road, Sudbury, Mass. 
Telfair Minton, 72 Pinckney Street, Boston, Mass. 
Bruce A. Phelps, 11 Lewis Street, Canton, Mass. 
Robert J. Shaw, Pleasant Street, Canton, Mas.s. 
Charles C. Partridge, jr., 291 Lamartine Street, Jamaica Plain, 

Mass. 
George W. Christie, Tremont Street, Boston, Mass. 
Louis Layhitts., 18 Beed Street, Somerville, Mass. 
Paul A. Dunbar; 15 Danforth Street, Jamaica Plain, Mas.s. 
Edward F. Foster, 603 'l'remont Street, Boston, Mass. 
Roy L. Whiddon, 48 Mall Street, Roxbury, Mass. 
Guy A. Stevens, 57 Central Street, Saugus, Mass. 
Sadie E. Stevens, 57 Central Street, Saugus, Mass. 
Lila F. Wilder, 3 Henry Street, Saugus, Mass. 
Carl E. Wilder, 3 Henry Street, Saugus., Mass. 
Arthur Blakney, Quincy Avenue, Dedham, Mass. 
George H. Robinson, Light Street, Lynn, Mass.. 
Roland W. Percy, Centerville, Mass. 
G. L. Palmer, Bos.ton, 1\Ias.s. 
Edith L. Palmer, Boston, Mass. 
Ada C. Palmer, Boston, Mass. 
Grace L. Nichols, Framingham, 1\fass. 
William E. Wadsworth, Framingham, Mass. 
Fred C. Love, Lynn, Mass. 
Jacob A. Overs, Lynn, Mass. 
Harold A. Bamford, 14 Ellis. Street, Lynn, Mass. 
R. D. Miller, 263 Essex Street, Lynn, Mass.. 
Tillie Starr~tt, 268 Essex Street, Lynn, Mass. 
Belding E. Bingham, 148 Russell Street, Waltham, Mass. 
W. Emers.on, 8¥.! Elizabeth Street, Attleboro, Mass. 
H. A. Deane, 19 East Street, Attleboro, Mass.. 
:P. C. Blatchford, Rehoboth, Mass. 
Frank 0. Adler, Attleboro, Mass. 
Harry Dunbar, 79 Montgomery Street, Bos.ton, Mass. 
Frances Sullivan, 493 Massachusetts Avenue, Bostou, Mass. 
Henry Ges.ter, 493 Massachusetts. Avenue, Boston, Mass. 

.W. E. Bender, 28 Concord Square, Boston, Mass. 
Nellie Bender, 28 Concord Square, Bos.ton, Mass. 
Carl W. Colton, 28 Concord Square, · Boston, Mass. 
E. T. Bruce, 30 Jerome Avenue, West Newton, Mass. 
Walter A. Taylor, Main Street, Wellfleet, Mass. 
Savillion F. Dolby, Holbrook Avenue, Wellfleet, Mass. 
A. E. Brown, Eastham, 1\fas.s. 
George E. Bassett, Mill Hill Road, Wellfleet, Mass. 
J. P. Ellis, Brewster, Mass. 
E. A. Chipman, North Harwich, Mass. 
Bessie E. Chipman, North Harwich, Mass. 
Willie F. Eldridge, Chatham, Mass. 
Carollne M. Smith, Chatham, Mass. 
Anna M. Eldridge, Chatham, Mass. 
J. Howard Nickerson, Chatham, Mass. 
Laurie H. Nickerson, Chatham, ·Mass. 
Mrs. Greta Brown, Hyannis, Mass. 
Roy D. Brown, Hyannis, Mas.s. 
Clifford Hayden, 19 Rutland Street, Brockton, Mass. 
N. R. Morton, 310 Derby Street, West Newton, Mass.. 
T. Walter Wannie, Barnstable, Mass. 
A. E. Slade, 135 ·Bradford Street, Provincetown, Uass. 
Hewey Beckman, Cedar Street, Chatham, Mass. 
Alice Holyoke, West Street, West Bridgewater, Mass. 
Stephen B. Lewis, ·Barnstable, Mass. 
Paul D. Warner, 129 Bradford Street, Provincetown, Mass. 
George B. Lovell, 129 Bradford Street, Provincetown, Mass. 
Katherine Burch, 298 Commercial Street, Provincetown, Mas.s. 
Dorothy Burch, 11 Pearl Street, ·Provincetown, Mass. 
Mary A. Bryant, Bradford Street, Wellfleet, Mass. 
Waiter M. Remis, Wellfieet, Mass. 
Robert C. Halliday, Holmes. Road, North Attleboro, l\!as.s. 
Lillian D. Halliday, Holmes Road, North Attleboro, Mass. 
Ethel M .. Waterman, 11 Watson Avenue, Attleboro, Mass. 
Louise R. Rose, . Truro, Mass. 
Florence A. Fenderson, 221 Turnpike Street, South Easton, Mass. 
Ethel Burt, 770 Main Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Lawrence Burt, 7.70 Main Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Grace B. Waterman, Chartley, Mass.. 
Mildred M. Hammond, 365 Fulton Street, Medford, Mass. 
Rose M. Adams,' 68 Woods Avenue, West Somerville, Mass. 
Hazel E. Dolby, 99 West Adams Street, West Somerville, Mass. 
Alicia LeDrew, 74 Waverly Street, Everett, Mass. 
Annie L. Greenwood, 66 Hobart Street, Brighton, l\Iass. 
Lillian M. Gray, 70 Corwell Avenue, West Somerville, Mass. 
Hildreth W. Paylor, 2 Tonis Avenue, Medford, Mass. 
Annie C. Young, 35 Bates Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Florence A. Eaton, 408 Centre Street, Brockton, Mass. 
Edna Chandler, Lowell, Mass. 
Freda Nelson, Lowell, Mass. 
Almeda A. Stanley, 7 Fairmount Street, Medford Hillside, Mass. 
Ethel M. Massie, 82 Bailey Road, Somerville, Mass. 
Elvira M. Chute, 105 Green Street, Lynn, Mass. 
Anna M. Clark, 185 Essex Street, Cliftondale, Mass. 
Minnie M. Medros, 45 McKinley Street, Everett, Mass. 
Winifred Stevenson, 1004 Washington Street, Lynn, Mess. 
Florence M. 'Dane, 119 Winthrop Street, Medford, Mass. 
Vera Grace Bell, Tyngsborough, Mass. 
Edith K. ·connell, Tyngsborough, Mass. 
Edith l\I. Bell, 'l'yngsborough, Mass. 
Marguerita B. Sternfelt, Allston, Mass. 
Hazel E. Richardson, Allston, Mass. 
Mildred L. Bamford, Bessoms Beach, Marblehead, Mass. 
Mrs. John D. Rusden: 112 Summer Street, Somet·ville, Mass. 
Mrs. Mabel E. Dewhurst, 119 0 Street, South Boston, Mass. 
Buleah S. Wentzel, 25 Astor Street, Bos.ton, Mass. 
Leah E. Bell, Worcester, Mass. 
Roberta E. Whittemore, New Bedford, Mas.s. 
V. Vivian Cox, 51 Russell Street, Medford, Mass. 
Ruth V. Nash, 425 Fulton Street, Medford, Mass. 
Lucy Bouldry, Chestnut Street, East Bridgewater, Mass. 
Alice Slitr, 1 Goswold Street, Provincetown, Mass . 
Annie T. Slade, BraP,ford Street, Provincetown, Mass. 
Myrtle C. Wiley, North Eastham, Mass. 
Raymond A. Eldridge, Chatham, Mass. 
Alice M. Perry, Fisk Street, West Dennis., Mass.. 
Lillian L. Perry, Fisk Street, West Dennis, Mass. 
Laura E. Dunham, Eas.t Bridgewater, Mass. 
Everatt E. Walker, Somerville, Mass. 
George T. Morse, Somerville, Mass. 
George A. Whiting, North Eastham, Mass. 
Ralph A. Chase, North Eastham, Mass. 
Albert A. Baker, Orleans, Mas.s. 
Harry C. Stowell, 391 Park Street, New Bedford, Mass. 
Hanson L. Snow, Main Street, WeHtJeet, Mass. 
Albert 0. Rose, 1153 Penniman Street, Truro, Mass. 

. I 
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Edwin W. Cook, New Bedford, Mass. 
Frank E. Brown, 40 Roosevelt Street, New Bedford, Mass. 
Ensley P. Wheaton, box 247, Hyannis, Mass. 
G. C. Spaight, Chatham, Mass. 
G. K. Richardson, 1399 Commonwealth Avenue, Boston, Mass. 
Bert J. Rideout, 154 Lexington Street, Auburndale, Mass. 
Edward L. Spaulding, 69 Webster Park, West Newton, 1\Iass. 
Merrill A. Love, Stonebridge Park, Brookfield, Mass. 
ldell A. Love, 33 Apricot Street, Worcester, Mass. 
Robert L. Allen, Main Street, Chatham, Mass. 
Winfred ID. Harris, 29 Pine Street, Hyannis, Mass. 
Eva Kanbegian, 505 Central Street, East Bridgewater, Mass. 
Harry Kanbegian, 505 Central Street, East Bridgewater, Mass. 
Ernest II. Small, jr., North Truro, Mass. 
Lottie E. Tripp, 541 North Central Street, East Bridgewater, Mass. 

LIST OF 56 TOWNS AND CITIES WHERE SIGNERS OF PETITION RESIDE 

Abington, Atlantic, At tleboro, Allston, Barnstable, Boston, Brockton, 
Brighton, Canton, Chatham, Chartley, Campello, Centerville, Cliftondale, 
Dedham, Everett, Eastham, Easton, East Bridgewater, Holbrook, Ilyan
nis, Jamaica Plain, Lynn, Medford, Medford Hillside, Marblehead, Mon
tello, Middleboro, New Bedford, North Weymouth, North Truro, North 
Attleboro, North Eastha m, North Harwich, Orleans, Provincetown, 
Quincy, Roxbury, Rehoboth, Saugus, Somerville, Sudbury, South Boston, 
South Easton, South Weymouth, Truro, Tyngsborough, Whitman, 
Waltham, Wellfleet, Weymouth, Worcester, West Bridgewater, West 
Newton, West Somerville, and West Dennis. 

FRANCO-AMERICAN Fll.M CONTROVERSY 

l\1r. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, I send to the desk and 
ask to haYe read a telegraphic dispatch from Paris which 
appeared in the New York Times on June 3 and a news item 
from the Washington Herald of June 6, after which I desire 
to submit a few remarks. 

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

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
[From the New York Times of June 3, 1929] 

FILM QUOTA AT ONCE PARIS'S REPORTED AIM--PRODUCERS PRESS GOV

ERNMENT TO ENl~ORClll 4 TO 1 PLAN-INTERPELLATION TO BE MADE IN 

CHAMBER 

PARIS, June 2.-The Franco~American film controversy, which is now 
in the hands of the respective Governments, took a more serious turn 
to-day with strong but unconfirmed rumors that the French Government 
was preparing to place in effect in the near future the 4 to 1 contingent 
or quota measure to which the American industry, backed by the State 
Department, has taken such strenuous exception and by which Ameri
can producers would have to buy one French picture for every four 
American pictures exhibited in France. A 7 to 1 quota is now . in 
effe-ct. 

The film question was discussed at cabinet meetings both .Friday and 
yesterday, and it was understood that under ordinary procedure the 
recommends tions of the French Cinema Syndicate urging the con
tingent plan would have been referred to a committee for further 
discussion before any action was taken. 

[From the Washington Herald, June 6, 1929] 
FJLM MAKERS HINT BOYCOTT IN FRANCE 

Tbe State Department, at the request of domestic motion-picture 
film interests, yesterday instructed the American Embassy in Paris to 
inform the French Government that American films will oo withdrawn 
from the French market if the 4 to 1 quota gQes into effect. 

The quota at present is 7 to 1, whereby for every 7 American films 
introduced into France 1 French film must be accepted in the United 
States. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, the clerk has read two 
excerpts from the New York Times and the Washington Herald 
of and concerning a matter of very grave importance to Ameri
can industry. 

It is gratifying to note that our State Department is giving 
attention to this altogether indefensible interference with legiti
mate commerce between friendly nations. It is to be hoped 
that our Government will make it perfectly plain to France 
that we do not look with indifference on this threatened attack 
on a great American industry, and that if that great industry 
is discriminated against and barred out of France by regula
tions and demands amounting to an embargo, we shall find 
ways and means to convince that Republic of the unwisdom 
and folly of her legislation. 

The motion-picture industry is one of the outstanding phe
nomena of our age, remarkable as that age is for advancement 
in discovery and invention, in science and the useful arts. 
.Although but little over 30 years old, that industry directly 
employs in America more than 325,000 people. In the manu-

facture, distribution, and exhibition of motion pictures it gives 
employment to over a million and a quarter .Americans. 

A great army of artists and skilled workmen carry on this 
American industry, and by their genius and labor contribute 
not only to the education and pleasure of the people but to the 
material benefit of allied industries and to the Nation at large. 

.A. vast amount of capital is invested in this industry, in the 
making of pictures, in their distribution, in theaters specially 
designed for their exhibition. 

Nor is this all that may be said to show the importance of 
this .American industry. The American motion picture is 
America's most efficient commercial agent, spreading abroad 
into foreign lands information as to our resources and the 
salable products of our factories and fields. 

It is because of the immense importance of this .American 
industry, thus briefly-and, of course, only briefly-suggested, 
that I call attention to the threatened attack on it, an attack 
which, if not averted, means the barring out of .American pic
tures from France. 

Senators will naturally ask me what is the nature of this 
attack. What is this" 4 to 1" quota plan that France threatens 
to put into operation? It is this: Each producer of a motion 
picture in France, whether the picture be good, bad, or indiffer
ent, will receive four licenses to import foreign films. This 
plan is known as the "4 to 1" contingent or quota system. 
.American producers will be required to purchase-note this
one French picture for every four .American pictures exhibited 
in France. In other words, for every four .American pictures 
imported into France for exhibition, one French picture must 
be purchased by the .American producers. 

Now, it so happens that our superior motion pictures are 
very popular in France; there is a market for them there; 
whereas the French motion pictures do not attract American 
audiences. 

Hitherto we have been ct>mpelled to buy at exorbitant price 
1 French picture, however valueless, for every 7 American 
pictures sent into France for exhibition. This was bad 
enough, but now we are called on to buy 1 French picture for 
every 4 American pictures sent to that country for exhibition. 

If this ingenious plan, scheme, system-call it what you will
is enforced a French embargo on .American motion pictures is 
declared! 

I concede the unquestioned and 'W}questionable right of 
France to impose such a tariff on American imported pictures 
as she thinks necessary for the protection and encouragement 
of her motion-picture industry. Indeed, to-day-this day-in 
the exercise of that right France imposes a tariff on our motion 
pictures substantially twice the amount our Government im
poses on imported French pictures. 

I concede her equally recognized right to impose license and 
internal taxes on .A.merica'll pictures and to make rules and 
regulations for their exhibition in France, placing our pictures 
on an equality in these respects with those of other nations; but 
I protest against her attempt to force American producers to 
purchase her pictures at arbitrary prices and regardless of their 
exhibition value as a precedent condition for the entry of 
American pictures into France. 

I indulge in the belief that upon a little reflection France will 
see the unwisdom, perhaps danger, of her 4 to 1 plan to encour
age her motion-picture industry. 

1\Ir. COPELAND. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Cali

fornia yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. COPELAND. May I ask the Senator, does he know of 

any other instance in the history of commerce or trade where 
such a condition has been imposed? 

:Ur. SHORTRIDGE. I am not aware of any nation which 
has ever adopted or undertaken to enforce such a scheme, plan, 
or system to aid its export trade. 

Mr. COPELAND. It seems to me an amazing thing that a 
nation by such a condition should attempt to force another 
people to take something which perhaps they do not want-! 
am not speaking at all in disparagement of the French pic
tures--and to require them to buy, whether they wish to do so 
or not. I think the Senator is to be commended for making 
the statement to the Senate and to the country, in order that 
all concerned may be advised of what the situation is. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I yield to the Senator from Utah. 
Mr. KING. I am somewhat surprised at the attitude of my 

friend the Senator from New York [Mr. CoPELAND]. I do .not 
see any difference in morals-indeed, if moralities exist they 
would be in favor of France--between ·measures which we 
hnve enacted oftentimes which were a complete embargo of 
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goods and products from foreign countries and a proposition 
which says, "We shall not embargo your products but we ask 
some little reciprocity." 

1\lr. Taft, when President of the United States, favored a 
reciprocity treaty with Canada tmder the terms of which our 
exports to Canada were to be reciprocally benefited by an ·ex
change of commodities between the two countries. We have 
many evidences of American legislation constituting an em
bargo against foreign imports. France is not embargoing 
American films; she merely says, "Permit us to have some 
reciprocity." 

I am very glad to welcome my friend from· California to the 
list of those who believe that embargoes are not for the best 
interests of any country; and I shall be glad to have him join 
hands with some of us, when the tariff bill comes before the 
Senate, in opposing the embargoes which the House bill con
tains, and which some American manufacturers desire to 
increase. 

1\lr. SHORTRIDGE. 1\lr. President, I thank the Senator for 
his very thoughtful and courteous remarks. If he heard me-
and I take pleasure in thinking that he did-I stated that I 
very cheerfully concede the unquestioned and, with me, un
questionable right of any sovereign nation to impose such a 
tariff on imports as it thinks makes for its benefit. That is 
not a concession but the admis ion of a manifest recognized 
right of any nation; and I believe in that doctrine as applied 
immediately to the United States. But that is not the question 
here involved at all; and I do not desire to digress or be di
verted into a colloquy or discussion of collateral or unrelated 
matters. I am calling ttttention to a situation which injuriously 
affects an American industry. 

At the expense of time, I will l'epeat. I indulge in the belief 
that upon a little reflection France will ee the unwisdom
perhaps danger--of her 4 to 1 plan to encourage her motion
picture industry. Suppose other nations should adopt a like 
plan or policy and enforce it against France. Suppose that for 
every four Michelin tires imported into the United States one 
American-made tire, at any price the manufacturer might de
mand, had to be purchased by the French. Suppose that for 
every four articles of French manufacture--dresses, hats, per
fumes, and so forth--one like article of American manufacture, 
regardless of merit or price, had to be purchased by the French. 

Wby, Mr. President, if the United States, or any other in
dustlial nation, should adopt such an unwise and uneconomic 
plan or policy, the tears of France would cause the Seine to 
overflow its banks. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Cali
fornia yield for a question ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma in 
the chair). Does the Senator from California yield to the 
Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SIIORTRIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. BURTON. I am asking merely for information. The 

regulation, as I understand it, is that for every four films 
brought in from the United States, one French film shall be 
purchased. How is the selection made of that one? Is it at the 
option of the American producer? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. That is left somewhat indefinite, I may 
say. 

Mr. BURTON. Then, the American producer might purchase 
the very cheapest film on the market; might be not? 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. It is subject, however, to rules and regu
lations put in force by France; and just whether we would be 
obliged to buy a particular picture or not I am not able now 
definitely to answer. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator suffer an inter
ruption? I apologize for taking his time further. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. KING. Does the Senator know that the Film Tnlst

and it is a n·ust-of the United States has been under investi
gation for some time by the Department of Justice and by the 
Federal 'l'rade Commission, and one of the allegations of its 
delinquency rests upon the proposition that in order for the 
purchasers, the exhibitor in the Senator's town and in my town 
and in the little towns to get an up-to-date picture, they are com
pelled to buy a large number of worn-out and effete pictures, 
and that practice is engaged in and indulged in by this trust 
which the Senator is now eulogizing? 

1\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. No; I am not eulogizing a trust, nor am 
I at present concerned with the subject matter referred to by 
my fiistingnished friend, the Senator from Utah. Whether this 
greftt industry, in which many corporations and individuals are 
interested, is <loing anything in violation of our laws, I am 

not now asserting or denying, nor discussing. I assume that 
those having jurisdiction over · the matter will seek the truth, 
and that the truth will be fully sufficient to exonerate-! indulge 
in that thought-this industry from the charges made. 

Mr. KI~G. Let us hope the truth will prevail. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And the truth shall make us free. 
On reliable information from French sources I am warranted 

in asserting that the " 7 to 1 " quota plan to enforce exports 
was not helpful but hurtful to the French industry; that it re
sulted in inferior French pictures that found no natural mar
ket in foreign countries ; and therefore I am justified in predict
ing that if this proposed "4 to 1 " plan is enforced it will not 
only bar American pictures from F•rance but will practically 
desn·oy the French industry. 

If France wants good pictures-and undoubtedly she does
we have them to sell. 

Mr. Sl\100T. In California. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. And, as my scholarly friend from Utah 

says, we have them in California for sale and exhibition. If 
France, I say, wants good pictures-and undoubtedly she does
we have them here, manufactured in the United States; and if 
she ever learns to make superior pictures, America will buy 
them. But we have set a high standard, and will not be forced 
to buy her pictures, silent or speaking, that our people do not 
enjoy and will not patronize. 

Mr. President, I have taken the liberty of calling attention 
to this matter in no spirit of hostility to France, the country 
we owe so much, but which owes us va tly more. 

Without any feeling or spirit of hostility I have made these 
brief remarks preliminary to offering the resolution which I 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the resolu
tion will be read. 

The legislative clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 87), as 
follows: 

Whereas the French Government is considering the enforcement of 
a plan known as the " 4 to 1 " contingent or quota measure applying 
to the importation into France of American-made motion pictures, and 
the State Department has instructed the American E.tnbassy in France 
to pr()test such plan : Therefore be it 

Resolved~ That the Secretary of State be, and is hereby, requested 
to transmit to the Senate a copy of such protest and copies of any 
and all communications or correspondence relating thereto. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the Senator does not ask that 
the resolution be considered now, I understand. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Oh, no. 
Mr. KING. Because, if so, I want an opportunity to have 

it .amended. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator from California did not ask for 

its immediate consideration. 
Mr. KING. I feel that we should, perhaps, ask for informa

tion with respect to measures which we propose for an em
bargo upon imports brought into the United States. If we 
are going to go into the matter of any tariff by other nations 
which may impede our sales in foreign lands, let us consider 
at the same time what we are doing and may do and propose 
to do for the purpose of cutting off our trade with other na
tions, and preventing a reasonable exchange of our commodi
ties with our friends across the seas who may have commodi
ties to sen to us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will go over 
under the rule. 

SCHEDULE OF TARIFF HEARINGS 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, in answer to the thousands of 
letters and the hundreds of personal inquilies that I have re
ceived as to when the hearings on the tariff shall begin, and 
the schedules of the subcommittees, I have prepared a state
ment which I wish to have go into the RECORD. I also wish 
at this particular time--it will take just a few minutes--to 
call attentiQn to the dates of the hearings and the membership 
of the subcommittees : 
MEETING DATES FOR HEARINGS OF SUECOMliHTTEES OF FINANCE COMMITTEE 

ON THE TARIFF BILL 
Commence 

hearings on-
Valuation, full committee _________________________________ June 12 

SUBCOMMrrrEE NO. 1--ROOM 212~ SENATE OFFICE BUILDING 

Schedule 1-Chemicals, oils, and paints-Smoot, Edge, Reed, 
King, Barkley------------------------------ June 14 

Schedule 2--Earths, Parthenware, glassware-Edge, Reed, 
Smoot, King, BarkleY-------------------- --- June 19 

Schedule 3-Metals and manufactures of-Reed, Smoot. Edge, 
King, BarkleY------------------------------ June 24 
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SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 2--ROOM 312, SENATE OFJ'ICE BUILDING 

Commence 
, hearings on-
. Schedule 6-Tobacco and manufactures of-Shortridge, Watson, 

Smoot, Harrison, Connally __________________ June 13 
Schedule 8--Spirlts, wines, and other beverages--Shortridge, 

Smoot, Watson, Harrison, Connally ___________ June 14 
' Schedule 7-Agricultural products and provisions-Watson, 
• Smoot, Shortridge, Harrison Connally _________ June 17 
I Schedule 5-Sugar, molasses, and manufactures of-Smoot. 

Shortridge, Watson, Harrison, Connally _______ June 24 

SUBCOMMITI'EE NO, 3-ROOM 303, SENATE OFFICE BUILDING · 
1 

Schedule 9--Cotton manufactures--Bingham, Greene, Sackett, 
Simmons, George ___________________________ June 14 

Schedule 10-Flax hemp, jute, and manufactures of-Greene, 
. Sackett, Bingham, Simmons, G;eorge __________ June 19 
, Schedule 11-Wool and manufactures of-B1ngham, Greene, 
· Sackett Simmons, George ------------------- June 24 

Schedule 12-Silk and 'silk goods-Sackett, Bingham, Greene, 
Simmons, George-------------------- July 1 (2 p.m.) 

Schedule 13-Rayon manufactures-sackett, Bingham, Greene, 
Simmons, George -------------------------- July 8 

I SUBCOMMITTEE NO. 4--ROOM 412, SENATE OFFICE BUILDING 
Schedule 14-Papers and books-Deneen Keyes, Couzens, Walsh 

. (Mass.), Thomas (Okla:L __________________ June 13 
1 Schedule 4-Wood and manufactures-Couzens, Deneen, Keyes, 
. Walsh (Mass.), Thomas (Okla.)------------- June 17 
' Schedule 15-Sundries-Keyes, Deneen, Couzens, Walsh (Mass.), 

Thomas (Okla.)--------------------------- June 24 
· NoTE.-All meetings will commence at 9.30 a. m. unless otherwise 
1 noted. Free list (Schedule 16) will '!Je considered by full committee 

after conclusion of subcommittee hearmgs. 
Administrative and miscellaneous provisions will be considered by full 

committee at conclusion of subcommittee bearings. 

I wish to say to the members of the subcommittees that I 
have arranged to have a stenographic reporter present to report 
the hearings before each subcommittee. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from North Carolina 1 
Mr. SMOOT. I do. 
Mr. OVERMAN. May I ask the Senator what committee 

will consider the question of importations of manufactured 
machinery? 

Mr. McKELLAR. Machinery for textile mills, and so forth. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. That comes under metal and manufactures of 

metal. It is Schedule 3 ; and the subcommittee consists of 
Senators REED, SMOCY.r, EDGE, KING, and BARKLEY. The hearings 

· on Schedule 3 will begin on June 24, and will be held in room 
212, Senate Office Building. 

Mr. McKELLAR. On June 24? 
:Mr. SMOOT. On June 24. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Will the Senator read again the names of 

the members of that committee? 
Mr. SMOOT. Senators REED, SMOOT, EDGE, KING, and 

BARKLEY. 
Mr. KING. Mr. President, I think my colleague should state 

that these schedules-that is, so far as the assignments of Dem
ocrats are concerned-were prepared by my colleague and by 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. SIY:MoNs] after the 
latter had conferred with the Democratic members of the 
Finance Committee; so that those assignments and allocations 
are made with the approval of the Democratic members of the 
Finance Committee. 

:Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senate that the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. SIMMONS] handed me personally the names 
for each of the subcommittees just as I have read them. 

Mr. KING. I wanted to acquit my colleague and my Repub
lican friends from the charge that they had autocratically made 
up these schedules and these assignments of Democratic 
Members. . 

Mr. SMOOT. No, Mr. President; that never can be charged 
against the Republican Party. The only autocratic action taken 
in regard to the tariff bill is taken when the Democrats have a 
bill in their hands. Then the Republicans are never allowed to 
see the bill until it is ready to be voted upon. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, my colleague must not make that 
statement. I was complimenting him and my Republican 
friends, in order that no newspaper man or others might feel, 
in view of his first statement, that this presentation was solely 
the product of the Republicans. I wanted to say that the Dem
ocrats assented to these assignments; and I was paying a com
pliment to him and to my Republican friends, instead of 
criticizing them. 

Mr. SMOOT. Perhaps I misunderstood the statement. I 
took it in rather a different spirit, and that is the reason why 
I made the answer that I did. 

Mr. KING. I think my friend ought to have perceived the 
compliment which I intended to convey. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill ( S. 312) to provide for the fifteenth and 
subsequent decennial censuses and to provide for apportionment 
of Representatives · in Congress, disagreed to by the Senate; 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing · 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. CHINDBLOM, Mr. 
FENN, Mr. McLEoD, Mr. RANKIN, and Mr. LoziER were appointed 
managers on the part of the House at the conference. 

NATIONAL-ORIGINS CLAUSE OF THE IMMIGRATION ACT 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution ( S. 
Res. 37) submitted by Mr. NYE April 23, 1929, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Immigration be discharged from. 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 151) to repeal the national
origins provisions of the immigration act of 1924. 

Mr. BURTON obtained the floor. 
Mr . .£\TYE. Mr. President-- . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from North Dakota 1 
Mr. BURTON. I do. 
Mr. NYE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum being 

suggested, the Secretary will call the rolL 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen Frazier King 
Ashurst George La li,ollette 
Barkley Gillett McKellar 
Bingham Glass McMaster 
Blease Glenn McNary 
Bratton Goff Metcalf 
Brookhart Goldsborough Moses 
Broussard Greene Norris 
Burton Harris Nye 
Capper Harrison Oddie 
Caraway Hastings Overman 
Connally Hatfield Patterson 
Copeland Hawes Phipps 
Couzens Hebert Pine 
Cutting Hetlin Pittman 
Dale Howell Ransdell 
Deneen Johnson Reed 
Dill Jones Robinson, Ark. 
Edge Kean Sackett 
Fletcher Keyes Schall 

Mr. BURTON. My colleague [Mr. FEss] 
sent on account of illness. 

Sheppard 
Shortridge 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steiwer 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Tyson 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

is necessarily 11b-

Mr. SCHALL. My colleague [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is detained on 
accou.nt of illness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators having answered 
to their names, a qn.oo.·um is present. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, on the 29th of April last the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. REED] made some remarks 
here in the Senate of a disparaging nature in regard to immi
grants from .western Asia and southeastern Europe. I read the 
pertinent portion : 

For a long time before the war broke out in Europe this country was 
the trash basket of Europe. We were sent thousands of immigrants 
who were excused from penitentiary sentences on condition that they 
would emigrate to America. We got the trash of the Mediterranean, all 
that Levantine stock that churns around through there and does not 
know what its own ancestry is. It came here in large numbers from 
Syria and the Turkish Provinces and from different countries · of the 
Balkan Peninsula and from all that part of southeastern Europe. 

This sweeping condemnation seems to include the Syrians, and 
very naturally the community of Syrians in northern Ohio have 
protested against such an attack as this. Of my own acquaint
ance with them I shall wish to speak in a few minutes, but I 
would ask at this time that the clerk read the protest filed by 
the Syrian American Club of Cleveland. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk will 
read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Hon. THEODORE E. BURTON, 

THE SYRIAN A.MERICAN CLUB, 
az.evelantt, OMo, June ~, 19f9. 

Senate of the United States, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAn SIR: Beg to call your attention to a certain discussion which 1s 

reported in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of April 29, 1929, issue, on page 
638, while the Committee on Immigration was considering and proposing 
remedies and solutions on the question involving the adoption of an 
ultimate ratio with respect to controlling the tlow of immigration into 
this COUntry. 

We note with much surprise and indignation that during that discus
sion the Hon. Senator DAVID REED, in expressing his views on the imme-
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diate question and in pointing out nationality preferences, desh·ables, and 
undesirables, uttered and cast a most insulting and disparaging remark 
against the Syrian people when he referred to them as being " the trash 
of the Mediterranean." 

The undersigned committee, on behalf of the Syrian American Club of 
Cleveland, Ohio, and as representing the Syrians in the State of Ohio, 
desires to voice through you, as our able and skilled representative in 
the Senate from this State, their vigorous protests against the Senator's 
injudicious and violent attack upon the Syrian people. 

We are unaware and have not been able to place our finger tips on any 
excusable fact or theory upon which the Senator might have based his 
indiscreet statement, and, moreover, the Senator did not adduce any 
reason or cause as a motive for such an utterance. 

It can not be contradicted tbat the Syrian element in these glorious 
United States is one of the most loyal, peaceful, and law--abiding citizens 
constituting the long-sought and continued ideals of this country and 
preserving its Constitution, nourished and sponsored by our noble and 
great American forefathers. 

Can the Senator's condemnation of the Syrian people be based on any 
immoral, criminal, disloyalty, or deviations from the cardinal principles 
binding this country? No; be can not. 

Therefore, Ron. THEODORE E. BuRTON, the Senator's statement is 
biased, prejudicial, ungrounded, and irrational. 

Further, for your own information, and should you desire to search 
the judicial dockets and records of every branch of the judiciary, you 
will marvel at its disclosure, for you will find the number of Syrian 
criminals or penal violators of Syrian parentage very negligible. You 
will neither find many more than what you can count on your fingers 
dependent upon our benevolent American eleemosynary institutions. 
With these facts facing us and the whole world, can any prudent or 
diligent person justifiably attack or denounce the worthiness of any 
Syrian who is willing to swear fidelity and allegiance to the Stars and 
Stripes of a great, united, and God-loving country as America? 

Trusting that we have submitted to you our cause and complaint 
in good faith on behalf of the Syrian people, not only in this State of 
Ohio but all over the Nation, for the unjust wrong that has branded 
them, we remain ever loyal and citizens of a great democracy, the 
United States. 

Very truly yours, 
THE GOOD AND WELFARE COMMITTEE, 

JEss N. SABA, ahairman. 
JAMES SoLOMON. 

MICHAEL CA.RABOOLAD. 

Mr. BURTON. 1\fr. President, as I said, I am acquainted 
with many of the Syrian people in northern Ohio, and I may 
say for them that their names very rarely appear in the crimi
nal court records. They are industrious, law-abiding, and 
patriotic. As soon· as possible they become natur~lized Ameri
can citizens. Their children are taking an honorable place 
in the public schools and they, whether as merchants, laborers, 
or in whatever capacity, are becoming an integral and helpful 
part in our cosmopolitan population. I much regret the state
ment made by the Senator from Pennsylvania, and at the same 
time I must say that the letter just read is a little stronger in 
some of its adjectives than I would altogether approve, but it 
is very natural that the writers should be extremely sensitive 
about the attack and should answer with some degree of 
bitterness. 

In regard to the general proposition pending, it seems to me 
best that we adopt legislation postponing the operation of the 
national-origins plan and give to the subject of immigration a 
very careful consideration. Our immigration laws and policies 
are seriously in need of a,djustment. I can not see my way 
clear to vote for the national-origins plan. It seems to me that 
the plan based on the census of 1890 is, in the first place, very 
much more practicable in its application and is more thoroughly 
representative of the citizenship of the United States at this 
time. An unfortunate issue has been raised in the way of ac
cusation that racial prejudice is involved in one plan or the 
other. I am not going to take the time of t:Ue Senate to eulogize 
this or that nationality. In the adjustment of immigrants com
ing to this country and to American life there has been a very 
wide difference in the promptness with which those coming from 
abroad have become real American citizens. Indeed there are 
certain classes, especially from Asia, that we felt it necessary to 
exclude altogether. But no man can deny that in peace and in 
war in all the various activities of American life the immigrant 
who has come to this country through ~II the period of American 
growth has made a very valuable contribution to the upbuilding 
of the country. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, it seems to be impossible to dis
cuss immigration restriction without arousing the feelings of a 
great number of sensitive groups and hypersensitive groups. 
I never said that the Syrian people were the trash of the 
Mediterranean, and anyone who reads my statements will see 

that I did not. I said that from all around the shores of the 
MeditelT1lnean came the trash of that region and that they 
came from the Turkish Provinces and from Syria .and from all 
the other countries which I could have listed. That is true. 
Everyone who hears my voice at this moment knows that it is 
true. But it is equally true that I made no reflection what
soever upon the Syrians as a race or as an immigrant strain. 

Anyone who underta,kes to debate the subject of immigration 
restriction will find himself the unlucky victim of that kind of 
misconstruction. He will be accused of a racial prejudice of 
which he is Wh(}lly unconscious. Sometimes the accusation will 
be made to curry favor with the people in question and some
times it will be made because of their hypersensitiveness. I 
have said in every speech I have ever made on immigration 
that we can treat this question only in the spirit of the Declara
tion of Independence that all men were born equal, and tllat 
remark is always included, and invariably an effort is made to 
introduce questions of race prejudice. If America is to legislate 
soundly on this subject it can not be done in that spirit. 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the discussion of this question 
has at least served one · good purpose. It has brought to the 
attention of the American people the fact that there is a strong 
and a powerful organized effort to break down restricted im
migration into the United States. Certain foreign forces are 
at work. Their influence is being felt here at the Capitol. 
They have become so bold and arrogant that they dare now to 
tell the people of the United States who shall come and how 
many shall come each year to this great Government that we 
call ours. 

I hold in my hand a copy of the issue of the Chicago Tribune 
of May 21 last, and the headline of the article from which I 
shall quote reads: Hands off Immigration Law. Then the 
article says : 

Restriction of immigration · is necessary for the welfare of this coun
try, and has become the corner stone of American nationalism. 

Mr. President, that does not appeal to the ~rson who is going 
to be influenced by foreign elements, but the day is coming 
and it is not far distant when the people of the Nation are 
going to rise up and demand of their Senators that they repre
sent them and that they look to the welfare of this country and 
that they shall not be coerced and intimidated by foreign ele
ments already here, and by the force of a foreign element that 
hopes soon to be here. 

At another place in the article it says: 
Immigration into our country is no other country's business. 

And that is true. We are to determine who shall come here 
and just how many shall come. We have a right to shut the~ 
all out if we want to do so, and I do not know but that the day 
is near at hand when we will do that, at least for a time, until 
we can find out just what we have in the United States. 

Senators, thi& is a serious question. When I first came to 
Congress there were being shipped into this country over a 
million foreigners a year. They were coming from southern 
Europe more than from any other section.. I have been in Con
gress 24 years. At that rate we would have had poured into 
our country in: my brief time in public life fully 25,000,000 of 
those people. I, with others in the House from the South and 
·west, saw the necessity for restricted immigration. 

I had not been in the House very long until under the leader
ship of a brave Alabaman, John Burnett. of the seventh con
gressional district, who had become chairman of the Committee 
on Immigration, we started a vigorous fight to restrict immigra
tion. We passed the bill, but President Taft vetoed it, and I do 
not hesitate to say to you that I believe it was the Roman 
influence here and foreign influences that caused him to veto it. 

Then later, when the Democrats were in power, we passed an
other immigration bill and President Wilson vetoed it, and I do 
not hesitate to say that the same Roman and foreign influences 
caused him to veto it. Senators, this influence is tremendous 
and dangerous in the United States. The time is here for all 
good Americans to wake up and demand that the American citi
zen be considered in questions of this kind. What right have 
any group to sit in their secret councils in foreign lands an<l 
dictate the immigration policy of the United States? Do they 
do it? Let me read to you further from this article: 

1. That the campaign for the postponement or repeal of the national
origins provision of the immigration act was begun by persons formerly 
associated with a publication subsidized by a foreign government. 

2. That the publication which claims the credit for arousing the for
eign-language press in the United States against the national-origins 
quota system is actively engaged in promoting the political interests of a 
foreign nation to-day. -

Senators, do you get the full meaning of what this paper 
is suggesting? Are you giving consideration to the problem 
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it presents-" promoting tlie political interests of a foreign· · vote to change the national-origins provision: of the immigra-

,:nation in the United .States?'' . tion law. 
; 3. That foreign language press and foreign bloc leaders who can Senators, the people are reading the ·CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD 
only thrive on a continuing fresh supply of immigrants who do not more than they have ever before read it in my lifetime; they 
:8peak our language have spread numerous gross misrepresentations know what is going on here. Because we do not hear much 
About the natiomil-orlgins provision among their followers. from them some Senators take it as a matter of course that the 

4. That foreign steamship companies have lent their facilities for people do not know the situation here and that they will vote 
t:the organization of political opposition to the national-()rigins pro- for them, but when the citizens of America see that this out
i visio:ns. · · side influence, this foreign element, is dominating Senators here 

and controlling their vote on this important American question, 
they are going to want somebody else to come here who will 
speak the American language and stand by American ideals and 
institutions. They are not going to be imposed on in this fashion 
always. This paper continues: 

Senators, do you get the full purport of that statement? 
:,Well do I recall our experience in the House with the steam
! ship companies when we first began the fight for restricted 
immigration. Why, America had become the dumping ground 
for the criminal refuse of every country on the globe and they 
were being sent here at the rate of a million and a quarter a 

· year. America was furnishing means for the steamship com
lpanies to make hundreds of thousands of dollars. They were 
~ bringing shipload after shipload and they were dumping them 
in upon our shores and adding to our troubles and increasing 

! ~ur burdens while the steamship companies were making 
: money hand over fist. I recall that it developed in the deba~es 
i in the House that they had their agents in foreign countries 
.who were going through foreign countries . with pictures of 
savings banks in the United States and of boys and girls who 

· had recently come over from the foreign lands working in 
factories here, making money, ~ning with their hands full 
of bills to deposit them in the banks. "America iB the land of 

rmilk and honey. Get your tickets and go to America." They 
· were flooding our country. Such an influx of foreigners had 
' never come to this land before. We said something must be 
(done to stop it. We went to work to stop it. 
: As I have said, we passed a bill to stop it, but President Taft 
~ vetoed it. We l,{ept on .fighting. We rallied our forces, Demo
, crats and Republicans alike, from the West and the South, 
and we passed it again, and President Wilson vetoed it. But 
we fought on and on and succeeded in passing the immigration 

; bill again and President Coolidge signed it. 
It is the best immigration law that we have had in 50 

years. It protects the rights and interests of the American 
people, and we are now trying to keep American guards at 
the gates to prevent this influx of foreigners from coming 
again. But here they are coming again in a round-about way, 
making the shrewdest sort of attempt, as the Senator from 
Pennsylvania said, to break down the barrier against immi
gration, to tear down the law that we now have. 

I well remember the speech of Representative Burnett of 
Alabama in the House of Representatives. He told about 
being in Sicily years ago and asking the natives, "What has 
become of all the bandits that used to give you so much 
trouble?" And they answered, ''They have all gone to the 
United States." 

Mr. President, those were dangerous days for oqr country, 
and we are still suffering from the loose immigration laws 
that afflicted our people in those evil days. The agents repre
senting the steamship companies, as I said, and other interests, 
were going through foreig:p lands and telling t~e people, " The 
ship will sail at a certain time; get ready; get your tickets 
and go to America." They were drumming them up until 
immigration reached the enormous figure of 1,300,000 a year. 
I have no apology to make for the part I played in the House 
of Representatives and in the Senate in preventing such a 
colossal and inexcusable number of foreigners from coming 
into our country. 

Now that we have a law that is a good law, in the name of 
our country and all that is dear to us as Americans let us 
stand by that law. 

I desire to ask who is it now that is fighting this national
origins plan? We find the steamship companies on that side. 
I had a letter the other day-the first one of the kind that I 
have received from my State-urging me to vote for the repeal 
of the national-origins clause. It was from a steamship com
pany at Mobile, Ala. Mr. President, the great steamship com
panies along the Atlantic and Pacific coasts want to get back 
into the lucrative business which they had in the days to which 
I have referred when they were blinging hundreds and thou
sands of shiploads of foreigners and dumping them into the 
body of our citizenship, trafficking in the transportation of for
eigners to the hurt and injury of our own country. We found 
organized bands of criminals emerging from many of these 
newly arrived foreign groups--kidnapers, blackhanders, gang
sters, and racketeers. And they are robbing and terrorizing 
legitimate bu8iness in the United States, and making life mis
erable for hundreds and thousands of our people. Still a group 
of those people in somebody's State brings pressure to bear to 

5. That the ambassador of a foreign nation to the United States in 
an address delivered while on a visit to his own country credited the 
first postponement of national origins to the hyphenated Americans of 
his own nationality. 

He boasted that this foreign influence was strong enough in 
the United States to prevent the national origins act from going 
into effect for two years. Think of that astounding situation 1 
The ambassador of that nation back home boasting to his 
people when perhaps he thought we would never hear of it 
that be and they were responsible for keeping an American law, 
enacted by the Congress, from going into effect for two years 
because they did not want it to go into effect. 
. Then the paper further states: 

How long will you tolerate foreign propaganda as an agency in 
molding American legislation? The time has come for the American 
people to end hyphenlsm! Let Washington hear from the American 
people. Wire or write to-day the President of the United States and 
your Senators-CHAnLEs S. DENEEN and OTis F. GLENN-that you are · 
opposed to the repeal or suspension of. the national-origins clause of the 

· immigration act of 1924. Keep America American. 

Mr. President, the statement that I have read discloses the 
need for a general awakening on the part of Americans every
where. Foreign intrigue and alien influences are becoming more 
active and more dangerous every day. The time to combat these 
un-American influences is now. , 
~ternal vigilance is the price of liberty ; being on guard 

eternally is what is going to preserve this Government in its 
true American form. We can not- do it in any other way. W~ 
have got to put wide-awake, strong Americans on guard here 
and in other important places. 

If Senators will not reflect the American sentiment then their 
constituencies ought to send Senators here who will. If a Sena
tor in this body is going to be influenced by a group in his. 
State that represents the foreign viewpoint, who want him to 
vote to repeal the present immigration law, then it is time for 
the people of his State, those who. are actuated by American 
principles and interests, to deal with him at the polls and send 
somebody here whose dominating desire and purpose is to serve 
and safeguard the interests of his own country. Senators, 
some of you do not seem to know what is going on in this 
country. The red-handed Mussolini of Rome now has his 
Fascist organizations at work in this Nation. I told the Senate 
once before about a convention of Roman Catholics, Italian 
Fascists, held at Philadelphia a few months ago. These so
called American citizens in a Mussolini Fascist convention at 
Philadelphia sent Mussolini a cablegram pledging him allegiance 
and stating they were ready at all times to obey his command~ 

Here is a press despatch sent me by Italian Protestants in 
New York. It reads: 

Count di Revel accused. Anti-Fascists in the United States protest 
alleged espionage system. 

Letters addressed to President Hoover and Members of the United 
States Senate protesting against the activities of Count Thaon di 
Revel, Fascist propaganda agent in the United States, were released 
yesterday by the American Friends of Italian Freedom, an organJza
tion opposed to Fascism. 

The letter pointed out that Count di Revel was organizing young 
Americans, sons of Italians, into junior Fascist organizations and was 
preventing Americanization of the Italians in the United States. 

Think o"f that, Senators! These foreign agents have intruded 
themselves into the very temple of American liberty and here 
at the altar place the Fascist agents of Mussolini are admin
istering a foreign oath to the sons of American Italians and 
binding them in allegiance to Mussolini, the Catholic tyrant dic
tator of Rome. That brazen and dangerous performance is 
going on right here in the United States. Are Senators afraid 
to discuss it and condemn it, because of the active alien in
fluences in their States? Here are American patriots of Italian 
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blood, who love our flag, who want to be let alone, and who 
want their sons let alone by these foreign influences. They 
are complaining about it and asking to be relieved of it. Their 
American sons are sought out by the agents of Mussolini of 
Italy and being organized into Fascist societies, pledging al
legiance not to the American flag. No, no; but allegiance to 
Mussolini and his Roman Fascist regime in Italy. That, Sena
tors, is going on to-day right here in the United States of 
America. Are we going to close our eyes and submit to such 
dangerous doing, or are we going to do what we should do 
and drive these unwelcome, brazen, and dangerous emissaries 
of Mussolini out of our country? 

I want to repeat the last sentence in this statement: 
The letters pointed out that Count dl Revel was organizing young 

.Americans, sons · Qf Italians, into junior Fascist organizations and 
was preventing .Americanization of the Italians in the United States. 

These Protestant Americans of Italian blood want their boys 
to be whole-hearted Americans, and they ought to encoura~ed; 
they do not want them to be tampered with by these foreign 
influences; they want to train them up in the way they should 
go as real Americans; but here is Mussolini's agents interfer
ing with them and preventing the Americanization of these 
boys in America, sons of American citizens. If an American 
should go to Italy and attempt to pledge Italian boys to al
legiance to the United States, Mussolini would have him shot 
at sunrise. 

The statement I have just read is enough to arouse to deter
mined action every Senator in this body; it is enough to stir 
with indignation the heart of every Member of the House. 
Mussolinl's Fascist agents over here in the United States ac
tively at work organizing American boys into Fascist societies 
and interfering with the efforts of their American fathers to 
make of them good Americans. 

We want no divided allegiance here. Mr. Lincoln once said, 
and said truly, "The Nation can not exist half free and half 
slave." This Nai:ion will not long do well and prosper with a 
large portion of its population giving support and holding 
allegiance to any foreign Pope or power. 

The time is coming, Senators, and it will not be long when 
the American people back in the States that sent us here are 
going to demand of their Senators singleness of purpose and 
whole-hearted service-not to ... foreign groups and countries
but to the American Government. The time will come when 
he who lifts his voice here for the preservation of his own 
country will be supported by the Senators who will be here 
then. My duty to the truth and to my country compels me to 
say that there are a number of them here now who are a little 
nervous and gun-shy of this foreign influence. They back off 
and side-step if possible, if Roman Catholic interests are in
volved. Some tremble like an aspen leaf, and look as if they 
were going to have a chill in midsummer. [Laughter.] 

Well, that will not be so always, for the people back home 
are coming to know just what is going on here. The time is 
not far distant when there must be and will be a different 
order of things. I want to say, as I have said many times 
before, that I have no prejudice against anybody's "religion." 
I do not care what it is. 

I want all the people to worship just as they choose to 
worship, but I do not intend that any religious group, through 
attempted disguise or otherwise, shall bring its political activi
ties to the point where they endanger the sacred institutions 
of " religious freedom," " separation of church and state," 
"free speech," "peaceful assembly," "free press," and the 
" public-school system " in America. These are the six mighty 
pillars that rest beneath , the great structure of the American 
Government, and anybody who undertakes to pull out those 
pillars is an enemy to our Government ; I do not care whether 
he is a Roman Catholic, a Protestant, or a Jew. 

Mr. President, when I discuss this subject and point out 
facts that all patriotic Americans should know, facts that 
nobody can answer because they are the eternal truth, every 
Roman Catholic paper in the country says, "Sena,tor HEFLIN 
attacks the Catholic Church." I have not attacked the church. 
When they say that, they are ·admitting for themselves that 
the Catholic Church is doing the things that I have ~barged to 
Roman Catholic political activities. The two may be mighty 
closely allied. This Roman Catholic political machine may 
be so closely allied with the Roman heirarchy that it is hard 
to distinguish the one from the other. But, Mr. President,- I 
repeat, I do not care how a inan approaches his Creator, 
whether on his knees · or standing with outstretched hands 
and uncovered head. I do not care. I would not molest him 
or permit ·anybody else to do -it. If he wants to confess to a 
priest, let him do it. If he wants to worship in a synagogue• 
let him do it. If he wants to worship as Protestants worship 

in the various. branches of the Piooostiib.t' ·Ch'lircli or any otherl 
church, let him do it. I would not interfere with the Catholic's. 
mode of worship, but nobody can truthfully say that that 
is the Roman Catholic attitude toward other religious denomi
nations. 

It has been· their plan, in every government where the 
Catholics got control to destroy every other religion. Wher
ever they have had the power, they have put every other 
religion out of commission. Wherever they have had the 
power to do it, they have trampled other religions under foot, 
and they have set up the Catholic religion by the power of the 
sword. When strong enough to do so, they have declared it . 
to be the only religion, to the exclusion of all .other religions. 
Nobody can: deny that. They have done that in Mexico. They 
have done it in Spain. They have done it right recently in 
Italy and in various countries of the world. Yes, over in: 
Italy recently they had a "Roman Concordat," or agreement 
entered into between the Pope, Pius XI, and Mussolini; and 
oh! what has happened in Italy? The liberty that Garibaldi 
and his brave followers achieved for Italy 60 years ago all 
vanished in a single night. The "Roman Concordat" sounded 
the death knell of both clvil and religious liberty in Italy. 
Free speech perished in Italy. Free press died in: Italy. 
Peaceful assembly iB denied in Italy. Religious freedom has 
been murdered in Italy. The union of church and state has 
again lifted its monstrous head in Italy, and the Pope is no 
longer in disguise as a spiritual ruler, but he is now a temporal 
monarch or Catholic king. Nobody can deny that. And the 
hand of his Roman kingly power reaches into every govern
ment on the earth where there are Roman Catholics, and 
Premier Herrlot of France says that the Pope is forming 
Catholic political parties wherever there are Roman Catholics. 
We found out that there was a Roman Catholic party within 
the Democratic Party in 1916, when the Roman Catholic group 
in the United States tried to beat Wilson because he would not 
go to war for the Catholic Church in Mexico. 

Senators, I reminded you, when I led the fight in the Senate 
defeating the Roman Catholic program for . war with Mexico in 
1927, _that the Pope gave out a statement September 10, · 1924, 
during the presidential campaign, after Alfred Smith had been 
defeated in the Democratic convention and the Catholics were 
supporting Coolidge, saying that it was not only his right but 
his duty to advise Catholics how to vote. I deny that that is 
a part of his spiritual prerogative, and I deny that any foreign 
Pope has the right to tell any American citizen how to vote. 

You will recall that I showed you here in the Senate the 
figures, the actual vote, showing how Tammany traded off John 
Davis, Democratic candidate for President, in a deal to beat 
Roosevelt for Governor of New York with AI Smith, and how 
Tammany supported Coolidge and helped to carry New York 
for him. I showed you that the Catholic program was to de
feat the Democratic candidate for President and leave the way 
clear for a Roman Catholic candidate in 1928. In other words, 
the Protestant candidate should be defeated so as to leave the 
field clear for a Roman Catholic in 1928. Because if Davis 
had been elected in 1924 he would have been indorsed by the 
party in 1928 and that would have prevented the having of 
what the Catholic leaders had planned and expected-a Roman 
Catholic President when the " concordat " was signed by the 
Pope and his man "Friday," Mussolini, in the early part of 
1929, and when the prearranged Catholic rebellion should 
break out in Mexico. But the American people determined that 
that should not happen. · 

Mr. President, I hold that no foreign head, whether he is a 
pope or a king, has the right to tell citizens of my country 
how to vote. As an · American Senator, I challenge their right' 
to meddle with the governmental affairs of our country. Let 
them attend to their own business, and confine their political 
activities to their own country and stay out of our politics as 
a Roman Catholic political machine. 

The Roman Catholic interference in the case in the State of 
Rhode Island where American citizens of the Roman Catholic 
faith were denied their tights as American citizens-that was 
not " religious worship." The confiscation of the newspaper 
property of an American citizen by an edict in Rome, Italy, was 
not in any sense a matter of religious worship. What they did 
over in Rome--in a foreign country-was a matter of injustice 
to an American citizen and editor of a newspaper who belonged 
to the Catholic Church in Rhode Island, and when I plead for 
his American rights I speak for the rights o~ Americans evel·y
where and for the good of my country generally. I do not pro
pose that these foreign influences shall control or in any way 
intimidate any group of citizens in the United States. We might 
just as well '·settle that question now. Why, I heard -Senators 
say-that the Pope's statement the other day about free speech
opposing it-wanting to suppress it-was one of the most out-
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rageous things that had oecurred over there. He wrote a letter public men in .Ainerica because such public men have sense 
~ttacking Mussolini's speech, calling it heretical. Well, you know enough and courage enough to see and expose Catholic dangers 
what they think of a heretic. If you are not a Catholic they just as they would any other dangers. They have no business 
hold that you are a heretic; a,nd some of them believe--I do not writing letters to public men, anno~g them and threatening 

. know whether the enlig~tened lay members believe that or them because they say things that tl'le Catholics do not want 
not-that there is not any harm in killing a heretic; and they them to say. I have had three such letters within the last two 

, also teach that if ~ Catholic kills a heretic a,nd a priest forgives weeks. One of them was read to you here from the clerk's 
:him, he is all right, free of ~in and crime and on his road to desk. I had another one saying that they planned to assassinate 
!heaven. me not later than the 10th of June. The time is drawing near. 

Think of such a doctrine as that! Think of any church hold~ Mr. President, I am going to speak at Sterling, Conn., next 
, lng such a view ! I would ridicule it just as quickly if it were Sunday afternoon, to the United Protestant Churches on " The 
, the Protestant Church or the Jewish Church that tawrht such a Mission Qf America, or the Blessings of Civil and Religious 
1 ridiculous and dangerous doctrine. The idea of any church Liberty in the United States." I have the right as an Ameri-
teacbing anybody that there is no harm in killing any human can Senator to speak, to go where I please to speak, undis

~ being-it makes no difference what church be belongs to-and turbed by Roman Catholic or anybody else, and without ask
: that a priest J;lolds authority from God Almighty to forgive him, ing permission from the Roman hierarchy in the United States. 
,is utterly ridiculous and false. No Roman priest holds any I do not ask permission to speak of a Catholic priest. I do 
. such power. I condemn any such heresy as that. They have not ask the permission of the Pope. I ask the permission of 
no right to teach such a doctrine. none of them. This is not Spain or Italy, nor is it yet a 

The idea of a priest telling some Catholic who bas killed a Catholic country. This, thank God, is America, and every 
public man, "I absolve you. No crime attaChes to you. Your American worthy of the name is willing to endure dangers, ·to 

·sins · are forgiven." " Thou shalt not kill,'' our Creator said, fight, and, if need be, to die to keep this American Government 
rand yet this contrary and dangerous Catholic doctrine has true to the purpose of its creation. I' would not disturb 
i caused men to be murdered through the centuries that lie Catholic discussions anywhere. Let them speak where they 
behind us. It struck down President Obregon in Mexico, and a please and discuss what they please; and I want them to know 
Catholic priest dipped his handkerchief in the blood of the red- that they can not fl'ightel! or intimidate me. That is what 

:handed Catholic assassin who struck down Obregon. who led they want to do. Senators, if you have not the courage to 
with the brave Calles in giving liberty to Rome-cursed Mexico. fight them now when you know that they are doing the things 

:For 400 years she bad suffered under the curse of Roman rule. here that brought the downfall of governments in other coun
, For 400 years Mexicans bad groped in the darkness. For 400 tries, the day will come, I fear, when no Senator will dare make 
I years their substance had been stripped from them by the a speech in opposition to the Catholic program in the United 
, priests. They were a priest-ridden people. The priests feasted States. If he is threatened by this group, he will be afraid, 
and fattened upon their substance, and finally Obregon. and and thQse are the tactics they have employed to accomplish 
Calles led the way, and gave liberty to Mexico. their purpose through the centuries. They have murdered 

They murdered Obregon, and the assassin said that he was enough public men, as you who are familiar with their history 
. inspired to his deed by Catholic priests and nuns, and now they know, to prov~ that they ha-ye executed their threats against 
. have sent some of them to the peni~ntiary, since they executed those who have interfered with the Catholic program and 
the assassin, and their pictures are being paraded in the United purpose. . 
States for the purpose of arousing sympathy for those who were I am going to repeat in part what I have said here before-
guilty of the " intellectual" murder of Obregon. if anything should happen to me, I want what I have written 

Do you know what they mean by. that? That is the Jesuit and left behind me carried out. It may startle some of you·, 
part of -it-putting thoughts in the mind. They made sugges- but I .want it carried out for the reasons that I have given. 
tions to the boy to murder Obregon, and kept feeding that If there are enough red-blooded men in America who love their 

; thought in his mind-that it was his duty to murder him; that country and love American ideals and institutions well enough 
if be did murder him, he would be doing the will of Christ and to rise up and put dowP. such ~archy and assassination, let 
:the priest would absolve him, and he would go straight to those who institute the assassination pay the penalty with their 
.heaven. They COI!Victed those who played: the part that the lives. I shall expect them to do that . 
. Jesuits in Washington play. We have an organization of them Just think of the conditions that we have in America, a 
:here. They are on the job constantly. I do not know ·whether country a little more than a century and a half old, the greatest 
·they have worked on any of your heads or not, Senators. They Government in all the world menaced this early in its history 
1may have. They claim that they can infiuence you; they can by -a ·foreign group with priests whose names you can hardly 
put thoughts in your mind; they can sway you when you are a pronounce! One of them shot and killed an American girl the 
jllttle doubtful and make you drop over on the Pope's side on other day. And you have not seen any condemnation of him in 
1 questions involved in the Catholic program. I do not know any big American daily. But if he bad been a Protestant 
1Whether they can or not, but that boy admitted that priests and · preacher or a Jewish ·rabbi a different -story would have been 

• 1 nuns suggested that it would be doing the service of God to told. 
:kill Obregon, this brave warrior and great Mexican patriot, and Most of their priests are educated abroad; I think all of them. 
' they struck him down. · ~ They do not have the American idea and the American ideal, 

When I bear a man's speech, if I do not agree with him I want and this foreign Roman idea is sought to be inculcated in 
to answer him. But when certain Catholics hear your speech America. They would have us conform, not to the principles 
·llild do not agree with it they want to mur<}er you and put you of our fathers, but to the new idea of the Catholic Pope-King 
out of the way. and help them to make America Catholic and then do the bid-

I was looking just this morning at the bust of McKinley in ding of the Pope. If you do that you are all right with them. 
the Prel:iident's room while I was there talking to a newspaper They will see that you get favorable publicity in the news
man. He was the first President I ever saw. I was on a com- papers controlled· by Catholics, and many of them are; and they 
mittee of the legislature of my State designated to call on him will have you praised as a great man, and they will vote for 
jin Atlanta when he came to speak at the peace jubilee in 1899. you because you are helping them-it may be ignorantly-
1He had the kindliest face; he was an able, courteous, magnificent against your own country. But the minute you show that you 
man, and a great American. They murdered him because they are an American, wide awake to the dangers involved in the 
did not like his position on the so-called friar lands of the Catholic desire and the Catholic program and purpose to change 
.Philippine Islands. He could neither' be persuaded nor intimi- the American form of government to the Catholic form of gov
:aated by the Catholics. You Senators remember that. So the ernment, and show intelligence enough and American courage 
noble McKinley perished at the bands of a Catholic. enough to oppose it, they attack you as they have me, with 

My friends, the day will have to come in the United States every instrumentality at their command. 
·when Catholics have a public man murdered when there must If you oppose them and delay or defeat their plan and pur
'be an eye for an eye, a tooth for a tooth, and a life for a life. pose, they seek to injure you in every way possible and, above 
[I am in favor of that. They have no right to kill a Protestant all things, to drive you from the position in which you preferred 
.Senator or a Protestant public man or any other public man to serve your country rather than betray it. 
because they do not like what he says and can not answer his nut, Mr. President, many of their queer antics are amusing. 
'arguments. I challenge them to answer my arguments. I de- I was on the elevator with two Catholic priests at the Congress 
~and that they quit their miserable and criminal scheming to do Hall Hotel not long ago, and what happened was amusing. 
rme bodily harm for daring to warn my country of the Roman Just us three on the elevator. One of them evidently knew 
·Catholic dangers that threaten it. They do not frighten me by me. When I got ·on, one of them nudged the · other one and 
:that. I do not know what may happen to me, but I shall con- nodded his bead to him, letting him know who I was, and that 
tlnue to do my duty and to serve my country to the very · best particular priest started to "cross" himself with his forefinger 

:.of my ability. They have no business planning the death ot to relieve himself from the contamination and curse that might 
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come on him from such close contact with a heretic. [Laugh
ter.] W.hen he lifted his finger across his chest, I looked 
straight at him, and he dropped his hand and looked off inno
cently. I interfered with his hoodoo gyrations. [Laughter.] 
He did not get to go through with it. 

Last Sunday I spoke out at the Confederate Monument in 
Arlington, at the Confederate memorial service. A little band 
of old and feeble Confederate veterans who followed Lee and 
Jackson marched upon the platform where I spoke. Six weeks 
or two months ago they had been to my office to request me to 
deliver that address. I accepted the invitation and went out 
and spoke at that memorial service. There was a large crowd, 
the largest, the commander told me, that they had had in 25 
years. The old veterans were kind in what they said to me 
about my speech, and I was happy to have them approve what 
I had said. But, Mr. President, I did not know until the next 
morning, when I read the Washington Post, that some Catholic 
women of Washington had tried to get the veterans and Daugh
ters of the Confederacy to withdraw the invitation to have me 
speak on that occasion. What do you think of that, Senators? 
Oh, yes; they objected, but the Confederate women and the 
Confederate soldiers paid no attention to it. It was not even 
brought to my attention. I did not know until the story was 
written and printed that these two Catholic women tried to have 
" Senator HEFLIN's name withdrawn as orator of the day." 

I attended the exercises out at Arlington on Mother's Day 
a year ago and I sat in the audience and heard them speaking 
about the resolution creating Mother's Day, passed in 1914. I 
was the author of that resolution. I kept listening, thinking 
they would say ·somethipg about who introduced the r~olution 
and secured its passage, but they never mentioned my name. 
They told about President Wilson signing it and about it becom
ing the law and how the flags were displayed in honor of the 
mothers of A.me1ica, but they never once referred to me. After 
it was all over, talking with some friends about it, I related the 
incident and found that a Catholic woman had asked them not 
to mention " Senator HEFLIN's name" in connection with the 
Mother's Day service. And out of respect for the wishes of 
Roman Ca tho lies they did not mention my name. 

Where are we; in America or in the Vatican City of Rome? 
Under what rulership do we live; in a government of the people, 
by the people, and for the people, or in a Roman Catholic 
oligarchy, with a Roman Catholic king? 

Who is going to rule this country? Who is going to be the 
master of the destiny of this Nation? Will it be a Pope in Rome 
or will it be the stalwart, patriotic men and women of America? 
These are questions that are worth considering-vital questions 
that concern us as Americans. 

In regard to my speech up at Brockton, Mass.--oh, the letters 
I am getting about the Brockton resolution you Senators de
feated here. They would make interesting reading for a lot of 
Senators, but you have suffered enough in this world already on 
account of your vote without my reading any of them to you 
now. There is one master of the Knights of Columbus, ·one 
l\Iassicotte-1\I-a-s-s-i-c-o-t-t-e--whatever it is. This paper says, 
"Massicotte hits IIEFLIN." He made a speech to the Holy Name 
Society. Among other things he said: 

It is time, gentlemen, that we should asset·t ourselves; belittle and 
quash anything in the line of the words said by a man like HEFLIN. 

What does that mean? Why, to stop, put down, suppress, put 
an end to, and prevent speeches being made by a man like 
HEFLIN? This is a land of liberty and free speech. We have 
a right to speak what we think we ought to say, every man, 
whether he is a Catholic, Protestant, or .Jew. I am going to 
repeat for their benefit, if they start to using force to destroy 
these free institutions in America the day will come speedily 
when they will wish they had not done so. Try to put it up to 
the Protestant American that he can not speak unless the 
Roman Catholics give him permission to speak and see how long 
they will last. I resent and I repudiate their un-American 
activities in our country. 

l\lr. President, I hold in my hand a Roman Catholic paper 
called the Messenger. It is published at Bishop's House, 222 
South Third Street, Belleville, lll. The editor of this paper is a 
Roman Catholic priest, Edward Dahmus-" damn us," probably. 
He is the editor. S. F. Lindenberger is the managing editor. 
.Joseph N. Buechler is the publisher. All Roman Catholics. 
This villainous Roman Catholic sheet carries an article or edi
torial giving the story of a Catholic attack upon me. They 
were bold and brazen enough to mail a copy to me Friday, May 
10, 1929. 

The work of a certain hireling in the United States Senate-

Referring to me. Are we going to permit the use of the mails 
to these villainous sheets of Roman Catholics that lie about 

and slander the public men of this Nation, charging a Senator 
with being hired to speak for his country against the supremacy 
of Roman Catholi~ism, which, if permitted to go on unchecked~· 
as we have seen 1t operate, means the overthrow of free gov~ 
ernment in America? Among other things it says: 

Why do they not lock him [HEFLIN] up? The editor. There is a 
reason in Senator HEFLIN's madness. 

I should say there is a reason for his alertness and indigna
tion. The Roman Catholics hold that the will of the Pope is 
the supreme law of all lands. I challenge any Senator to deny 
that. They hold that the supreme duty of a.ll Catholics is to do 
the will of the Pope. I challenge any Senator to deny that. 
They hold that the government has no right to permit the. 
citizen to have the religion of his or her choice. I challenge 

1 
any Senator to deny that. 

Pope Leo XIII-and this is the doctrine of the whole Catho- 1 
lie Church-said it was the duty of all Catholics " to have the 
constitutions of their states conform to the doctrine of the 
Catholic Church." I challenge any Senator to deny that. 

It is their purpose and· plan-Doetor Ryan admits it, and he 
is an appointee of the Pope of Rome here in the Catholic Uni
versity of America, a Catholic priest-to make America Cath
olic. I challenge any Senator to deny that. 

I assert that wherever they have been able to make a coun
try Catholic they have crucified other religions, they have 
destroyed religious freedom, free speech, free press, peaceful 
assembly, and the public-school system. They have destroyed 1 

civil and religious liberty, and I challenge any Senator to ' 
deny that. 

The .facts of history bear me out in these statements. No· ) 
body here has dared to dispute them. Nobody can. Then, Mr. : 
President, I submit that it is high time that every .real Ameri· ; 
can in the Senate and in the House was crying out against the 
present persistent and dangerous program of the Roman Cath- 1 
olics in the United States. Choose ye this day whom you will ' 
serve. 

This same Catholic paper says : 
It is the waste of valuable energy to fly into a temper whenever 

you read about another of his [HEFLIN's] attacks on the Catholic 
Church. Why not ~ve quiet thought to the whole affair? 

That, Mr. President, is what I want them to do. If the au- . 
thorities in that church-! mean the Pope and his college of . 
cardinals-will announce that they are not opposed to "free I 
speech"; that they will never meddle with it any more; that \ 
they are not opposed to " free press " and will not interfere 1 

with it any more; that they are not opposed to "peaceful as- I 

sembly" and will not interfere with that any more; that they 
are not opposed to the "public-school system" ; that they are 
not opposed to " religious freedom " ; that they are not opposed 
to the " separation of church and state," and will in no way 
interfere with them any more, I promise them that I will have 
no further quarrel with them. But they will not do that. The 
Roman program is fixed. It is in their canon laws, centuries old. 
They say they are going to "make America Catholic." I do 
not want them to make America Catholic. Have they_ a right 
to try tp make America Catholic and I no right to try to keep 
them from "making America Catholic"? That is the logic of 
their position. 

Let me read again from this same Catholic statement: 
The editor-

. This is the Catholic priest talking-
The editor : The only motive it can be is a motive inspired by poli

tics. Mr. HEFLIN, with 8 or 9 of the 13 who voted with him, are seeking l 
reelection next year. 

I 

That is not so. There are more of them who voted with ; 
me who are not running for office next year than those who are ; ' 
but suppose there were more of them, their voting with me 
would commend them to the American people who want to keep 
Americans on guard at the Capitol. There were 16 who voted 
with me. Fourteen voted outright and the Senator from Vir
ginia [Mr. SwANSON] and the Senator from South Caroliua 
[.Mr. SMITH] were paired on my side, making 16, and 14 of 
them were from the South. There were two Republicans, the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. SACKETT] and the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. RoBINSON], who voted to preserve free speech and 
peaceful assembly in the United States. 

Then, again, this same Roman Catholic paper says: 
Senator HEFLIN and his 13 helpers do not desire to pose as friends of 

Rome. 

What sort of an attitude is he putting you Senators in who 
voted with him? Do you desire to be listed as "friends of 
Rome," and as " enemies of America " 1 
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He says: 
·They expeet to profit by their "anti-Catholic attitude." 

I am sorry that there is the necessity in our country for an 
"anti-Catholic attitude." I have made the proposition to them 
to abandon their un-American tactics, to quit their program 
which means ruin to my country unless it is abandoned. Have 
not I as an American the right to do that? I am, I trust, a 

' whole-hearted American. I am not speaking for myself alone. 
I am speaking for as fine and patriotic a people as ever lived on 
this earth, representing in part Alabama, one of the greatest 
States in the Union. Have I not a right to speak for the good 
of my State and the good of my country, to try to preserve her 

. institutions and to give warning in time of dangers that 
threaten? It is the coward who sits idly by and folds his arms 
and refuses to speak because to speak might endanger his life 
physically or politically. The American people back home are 
learning something about.what is going on here. 

Again, this Catholic paper says: 
All the 13 (of those who voted ~ith bun) might be happier if Senator 

IlEFLIN were dead and buried and forgotten. 

They are still thinking about my death. Oh, they would re
joice, many of them, but what an exciting time Catholic priests, 
bishops, cardinals, and Catholic politicians would have for a full 
year following my death. How many of their number who con
:Jpired to assassinate me would pay the penalty-and I approve 
that course. _ 

Here is another statement in this same Catholic paper: 
While be lives and talks they must be on their guard. Votes are 

at stake and votes rank higher than convictions for many a politician. 

That is the Catholic conception of American Senators who 
are trying to do their duty and serve their country. Braver men 
never sat in the Senate than the men who voted with me on the 
Brockton resolution. What American citizen can vote to sustain 
a Senator who votes against a resolution to condemn mob in
terference with free speech-a resolution that condemned an 
attempt to do violence to an American Senator for discussing 
the dangers that threaten the American Government? 

Here is another Roman Catholic suggestion. Roman Catholic 
leaders and Roman Catholic newspapers are talking about op
position to me and they demana that I be defeated for reelec
tion to the Senate. These Roman Catholics up in illinois and 
in Boston and in New York and around in Raskob's Tammany 
-circles have all demanded that I be driven from the Senate. 
They say " Catholic interests demand it." All of them, multi
tudes of them, are conspiring against me; and then what are 
they going to do to me? After one of them, discussing me in 
this Catholic article, expressed a doubt that they could defeat 
me, what do they say? Listen to this and see if you attach 
any significance to the language used : 

What if HEFLIN is reelected to the Senate? 

The editor, the Roman Catholic priest, said : 
Let us wait until that happens. 

Wait for what? To see what disposition they would then 
decide to make of me. They are playing with firebrands and 
do not know it. I want the vigilance committee of illinois to 
take the names of those three men. 

I have read them into the REcoRD and they will have them by 
day after to-morrow. I want the American vigilance com
mittee in every State in the Union to take their names and to 
take in that connection this statement with all of the threats 
that have been made against me. In the face of the mob 
a ttack made on me at Brockton, Mass., I want to assert to you 
that not a single Catholic in public life or a single Catholic 
priest, bishop, or cardinal, or a single Catholic anywhere 
has ever offered one word of protest or criticism against 
their attacks upon me or against their threats against my life, 
or against any other of the un-American activities of which 
they have been guilty. If that does not place the responsibility 
upon the whole Catholic group, I am unable to make myself 
understood. 

This Catholic editor says again, and now he is talking 
politics: 

The Democratic Party might be given an npparently anti-Catholic 
character if men like Smith and Raskob could be compelled by anti
Catholic agitation to abandon their present leading position in the 
party. 

Do you get that, Senators? My Southern brethren, I want 
you especially to hear that. 

Another Catholic: 
Do you mean to say that big and honorable men like Raskob and 

Smith should step aside in order to pacify HEFLIN, SIMMONS and 
company? 

The editor-priest comes in again: 
Of course not, but that seems to be the purpose of the continuanc&J 

of the anti-Catholic agitation by anti-Smith Democrats. 

It goes deeper than that. The American people attended to 
that last Nov~mber. Alfred E. Smith was overwhelmingly 
defeated by them at the polls. They have eUminated him so 
far as that phase of it goes and now they say that I am seeking 
to get rid of the leadership of Smith and Raskob for the good 
of the Democratic Party and they are right about that. Such 
leadership muzzles and stifles the Democratic Party. It hamp
ers and holds it back in the work it was intended to do in 
America. 

Senators, I love my party. I love its long and glorious record • 
It has a record for devotion to duty and love of principle as 
pure as light and stainless as a star. There is not a scandal 
in all its national history, not one. While I love my party, I 
put my country first. I would not serve my party to the hurt 
and injur·y of my country. I want my country preserved, and 
then my party will live. But if my country dies, my party is 
dead and all that I hold dear is dead. This is not a partisan 
political battle. It is a battle for the preservation of American 
ideals and institution,s, for the liberty of the citizen and the 
freedom of the press. We are going to preserve those things at 
any cost in America. 

Again this Catholic statement says: 
They wish to impress upon the Democratic Party that it will be 

impossible to reunite the party and make the South solidly Democratic 
again as long as Catholic men like Raskob and Smit h are the highest 
leaders in the organization. " Out with Smith and Raskob or you will 
never restore_ the solid South." The vote of 12 southern Senat"Ors in 
favor of the Heflin resolution had such a ring in it. 

There were 15 southern Senators who voted for my resolu-
tion. _ 

I am going to assert something now, ltlr. President, and I 
challenge any one to dispute the accuracy of my statement. 
There is not a Senator in this body from the South who will 
stand up here now and let the people of the South know this 
far in advance that he is for Governor Smith for President 
in 1932. There is not one of them who will do it. There is 
not a Senator here from the South w.ho will rise in this body 
and say that he wants Raskob to remain at the head of the 
Democratic National Committee, that he believes it good for 
the Democratic Party, that he believes the South can be re
united under his Tammany leadership. There is not one here 
who will do it. Then what are we going to <lo to free our 
party of this dangerous and deadly leadership? We are tied 
at present to this body of political death. We are going to 
break the chains that. bind us and rid the Democratic Party 
of the things that hamper a,nd hinder it. .The things that 
produce discord, deep dissension, and disintegration. 

Listen to what this editor-priest says about the Ku-Klux 
Klan. They hate and fear the klan more than they do any 
other Protestant order in America. He is talking now about 
the klan moving its headquarters from Washington to Atlanta: 

Washington is too expensive and it is becoming too risky for 
politicians to be greeted or nodded at by wizards and kleagles. 

This Catholic priest seems to have the idea that Protestant 
Senators are afraid for a Roman Catholic to see them speaking 
to a member of the Ku-Klux Klan about the Capitol. I would 
speak to a patriotic member of the Ku-Klux Klan just as 
quickly as I would speak to any other patriotic American. 
I believe in many of the principles that order stands for. As 
I have said before, my father was the head of the klan in 
Alabama in reconstruction days, and knowing the good work 
done by that order then, I have always had an affectionate 
regard for the klan. My father and others like him saved the 
civilization of the white man in the South through the service 
of the Ku-Klux Klan. They walked the highways in the night
time with their rifles guarding the widows and daughters of 
Confederate soldiers dead in battle against negroes filled with 
lust and carnality and drunk on their new-found freedom. 
The Ku-Klux Klan .has made mistakes, and it has profited by 
them. And the Ku-Klux Klan has done a great deal of good. 
It rendered a great service to America in the last campaign. 
There were J-,700,000 of them who stood last fall in the cam
paign against Romanism, Tammanyism, wetism, and social 
equalityism, all typified in Alfred Smith and John J. Raskob. 

Mr. President, after the election and Smith was defeated the 
Tammanyites announced immediately that there was a deficit of 
$1,500,000. They thought that all out after they heard from 
the returns. They have no deficit and had none, but when the 
news came in that · Smith was overwhelmingly defeated they 
decided to say there was a deficit. They said Smith carried 
·Only eight States-and my State was listed in that number-but 
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I do not think that he carried my State. I had some interest-
( ing information on the subject t<rday. There were, I am re
liably informed, more than 25,000 Hoover ballots that the man
agers in various places did not think were properly marked, 
but under section 475 of our code they were. Those ballots were 
laid aside and never counted. The counting of those bal
lots would have given Hoover the State by 20,000 ·majority; oo 
Smith carried seven States in all. But when the news came 
in that he ·was defeated they said, "Now the cry will go up 
.from southern and western Democrats to get rid of Ra.skob, 
and the best way to meet that is to say we have a deficit of a 
million and a half dollars." So they agreed on the story and 
figure of this beautiful piece of Tammany fiction. They said, 
"If we tell them we have a deficit of a million and a half dol
lars, then they will say "Let Raskob alone until he pays it off 
and then we will get rid of him." 

So they held "Rasky " in his place because of a fictitious 
million and a half dollars deficit. They passed the word 
around : "Say nothing about Raskob until be pays off the 
deficit." That was said to me in the cloakroom. I said, 
" Raskob bas got to go ; he must give up the chairmanship of 
the national Democratic executive committee." They said, 
" Sh-..<ill. Do not bother him yet; let him pay off the deficit." 
I said, " There is no deficit ; that is a piece of Tammany de
ception employed to keep Raskob in." Then they brought Al
fred Smith out to say a word about the deficit. He got such a 
drubbing that he did not want to move; but finally the Roman 
Catholic leaders went to him and said, no doubt, "What is 
the greatest political influence in the United States?" "The 
Republican Party." "What is the next greatest political influ
ence ·in the United States?" "The Democratic Party." "Are 
you, a Roman Catholic, going to give up the leadership and 
control. And is Raskob going to give up the leadership and 
control of that great political machine? Have we ever had be
fore such a plausible national vehicle to carry forward in dis
guise Catholic propaganda in the United States? Have we 
ever had a vehicle on which we could travel so rapidly and in 
so many different directions as we could while using the Demo
cratic Party behind a Catholic candidate and directing its 
policies ; forget it ; the idea of your saying you will not run in 
1932 and of the talk of Raskob getting off of the Democratic na
tional committee a little later on." 

They said : " Stop all such talk and stay in control." Their 
continued leadership and control is seriously injuring the Demo
cratic Party. 

The Democrats of the South are not going to work under 
the leadership of Raskob; the Democrats of the West are not 
going to work under the leadership of Raskob. Go read the 
returns from the West and see how Democrats by the thousands 
and tens of thousands voted for Hoover. Go read the returns 
from the South, the Gibraltar of Democracy, the rock-libbed 
Democratic section, which has stood there tprough the years 
that have gone, carrying the banner when principle and right 
and fine leadership were at stake, and see how the South re
volted this time. Many of the best Democrats-men and women 
of the South-refused to support Smith. Many of the best 
Democrats did support him; they said, many of them, they had 
better go on and be regular, but others, and I was one of them, 
said it was best for the party and for the country that he and 
what he stood for should be defeated. 

Nobody can question my Democracy. I have espoused the 
cause of the party in my State when some of the little whipper
snapper critics of mine were in their swaddling clothes. 

I battled for white supremacy in Alabama and in other 
Southern States when many of the now apparently courageous 
politicians tucked their tails and sought the tall timber. I 
have been a party man, and I am a party man to-day; but the 
Democratic Party is not for Smith; the Democratic Party is 
not for Raskob. I challenge any southern Senator to rise here 
and say that Smith represents the Democracy of the South or 
that Raskob represents the Democracy of the South. · They 
will not do it. Then the correctness of my position is admitted. 

What has the Democratic Party got tied to it now? It has 
got Tammany tied around its neck. What is the record and the 
history of Tammany? Hold your nose and read it. Go ask 
Grover Cleveland, the stalwart old Democrat of New York. 
He said, "It is the most corrupt political organization in the 
United States." Call Woodrow Wilson and ask h.tm to give his 
judgment upon Tammany. He said, " It is the most corrupt 
political machine on earth." Go ask William Jennings Bryan, 
who did more to purify politics than any single force in 
America for 50 years ; ask his opinion of Tammany, and he 
answers, " It is the hotbed and home of graft and political 
corruption of every kind." And yet in the face of Tammany's 
unclean and criminal record Tammany is at the head of and 
has its hand on the throat of the great Democratic Party. 

Tammany is at the head of affatrs with Raskob, who is a 
Republican to-day. He is now a member of the Union League 
Club of Philadelphia, unless he has resigned within the last few 
weeks; and yet he is at the head of the Democratic Party in 
the Nation. My God, where are the statesmen of the old days 
who answered to the name of Democrat? Oh, think of it, you 
Democrats from the South ! Raskob, the Roman Tammanyite, 
at the head of our party. He does not speak for, he can not 
speak for, the white hosts of the Demo~ratic South who have 
preserved the ark of the Democratic covenant through an the 
years that are behind us. 

Mr. President, I have seen the time when the Republicans 
swept the East like a cyclone and not a Democratic governor 
was left in that section; I have seen the time when the Re
publicans swept the North and not a Democratic governor 
was left in that section; I have seen the time, during my public 
service, when the Republicans swept the West and no Democra
tic governor was left in that section; but the South, God 
bless her, stood with head erect and light upon her face, with 
a record for clean politics and "honest public service unparal
leled in the history of the country. Is the South to stand by 
her old standards of honesty-{)f high ideals and lofty prin
ciples--or is she to surrender them and become the miserable 
political agent of corrupt and criminal Tammany? Where is 
the South to turn to-day? The section that produced Wash
ington and Jefferson, Madison and Monroe and Lee, Jackson, 
and Wilson and the long line of illustrious men must now turn 
for leadership to Raskob, who would not know a governmental 
policy or a Democratic principle from a mouse-colored mule. 
[Laughter.] All hail! The Roman-Raskobian Tammanyite is 
the stalwart leader of our party now, and he comes out with the 
honors of Tammany thick upon him, whe1·e graft and corrup
tion constitute ·the order of the day. 

Oh, Mr. President, what is Tammany doing to the South? 
Tammany was against the South when the antilynching bill 
was before Congress. Oh, yes; and the other day when in 
the House some bewhiskered gentleman, a man from Massa
chusetts with a bosom full of beard, offered an amendment to 
the apportionment census bill to cut down the South's repre
sentation; where was Tammany then? Oh, Senators from the 
South, where, under the Raskob regime, was Tammany then, 
when the rights of the South were at stake? 

When the South, which had purified the ballot, driven corrup
tion from the polls, established an educational qualification for 
voters and a poll-tax plan-the Supreme Court having decided 
that the constitutions of Southern States were right and sound
when the South, which had no apology to make but stood up 
facing the world, was sought to be humiliated by a negro propo
sition which was thrust in her face by a northern Republican 
representative of Roman Catholic Massachusetts, how did Tam
many vote? Tammany walke-d over to the side of those who. 
would punish the South, those who would cripple and humiliate 
her, those who would deplive her of her fair representation in 
the Congress. Tammany voted to a man against the South. 
Then talk to me about that miserable and motley bunch leading 
the South! It will never be the judgment of the self-respecting 
and patriotic Democrats of the South. 

I charged in the Senate last spring before Governor Smith 
was nominated that he and his Tammany crowd were for social 
equality. I quoted the New York World, his warm supporter, 
saying that Governor Smith was for social equality. I asserted 
on the floor of the Senate that Governor Smith's record and 
affiliations showed him to be in favor of mixed schools for white 
and negro children; that Catholic parochial schools had white 
children and negro children side by side in tbe same schoolroom. 
I asserted on the information tba.t I have tbat Governor Smith 
favored marriage between whites and negroes and that he 
favored whites and negroes worshiping together in the same 
church. And I charged in the Senate that Governor Smith's 
church-the Catholic Church--does that very thing to-day and 
that the doctrine of that church is the same in every State in 
the Union. 

I also charged that Governor Smith permitted in the city of 
New York, while governor, the operation of "dance halls" 
where negro men danced with women of white skins, and that 
while Governor of New York he permitted the marriage of 
negroes, and helped to pass a bill in the legislature when he 
was a member of that body to compel all hotels and restaurants 
to admit on te·rms of equality whites and negroes alike. I chal
lenged him on the floor of tb.e Senate to deny the charges that 
I made there, but he made no denial. 

I challenged him on the hustings in my State to deny these 
charges, but, knowing that my charges were true, be made no 
denial then. And I now most respectfully request him to make 
denial of any one or all of them. He will not deny the-m. He 
can not deny them. 
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Those of you who believe that the southern men and women 

of the Democratic faith will surrender their self-respect, their 
convictions, and their principles to the Roman-Tammany leader
ship are very much mistaken. 

Now, there is being planned a dinner to be given in Wash
ington next Monday night to boost Raskob and this little fellow, 
Shouse, a Tammany pet from Kansas. Lord God <>f Hosts, be 
with us yet! Shouse is another Tammanyite in disguise. He 

· has been in their environment so long that he can almost talk 
like they can, and he bas got to the p<>int where he thinks as 
they do. Little Mr. Shouse! And he bas come down here to 
take charge of the Raskob regime at Washington. I wonder if 
he bas established connections as yet with the Nati<>nal Cath
olic Welfare Council. Joe Tumulty is the secretary of his 
association, I believe, and next Monday night they are to ba ve 
a feast to boost Raskob and try to continue him as chairman 
of the Democratic Nati<>nal Committee. Of course, they do not 
say that is what the dinner is for; tbey say that it is t<> h<>nor 
Mr. Shou'!>e. Well, I should like to know the whys and where
fores of that. I have not discovered anything yet in his per
formance that warrants Democrats in assembling to honor him. 
What is it all about? 

Mr. Shouse is not big enough and broad enough from any 
standp<>int to lead the Democratic Party. We have g<>t to have 
a new deal ; we are going to have a new deal. Mr. Raskob must 
go; he must get off the Democratic National Committee. Alfred 
Smith had no right to select him. He is a Republican; he voted 
at the preceding election for the Republican ticket, and was a 
member of the Unjon League Club of Philadelphia at the time 
he became chairman of the Democratic National Committee. 
He is now a member of that Republican club unless, as I have 
said, he has recently resigned, because early last fall when the 
campaign was in prog1·ess I was in Philadelphia, and I bad a 
gentleman t<> call up the Union League Club from my room and 
ask them to give him Raskob's address. He did so. I said, 
"Now ask, but do not let them know who you are, if Raskob 
is still a member of the Republican Union League Club." The 
question was asked, and the reply was, " Yes; be is still a 
member." So Raskob still belongs to that Republican club; and 
yet he is at the head <>f the Democratic group, leader of the 
great democracy of the South and of the West and .of the 
Nation. Think of the absurdity of such a thing. 

Mr. President, the salvation of this country depends upon an 
alliance between the Democratic Sooth and the Republican 
West; those two seetions must get together. In 1916 Wilson 
got them together, and we elected a President, with only two 
candidates in the field. It shows that the South and the West 
can control if they will get together. 

I have been in the western section of the United States and 
I never received a warmer welcome anywhere than amongst 
the western people. The Democrats of the West did not want 
Smith, and they did not all vote for him, though, of course, 
some of them did so and they were mighty good Democrats. 
In the South it was the same way. The cotton-growing South 
and the grain-growing West, I repeat, must get together. 

What bas happened to the debenture plan? The House 
conferees with a little encouragement from certain Senate 
conferees, have knocked it into a cocked hat; and they did 
not even let the House vote on it. What sort of ~ Congress 
have we got in the United States now? When one body votes 
to adopt the debenture plan, which would assure the farmers 
a good price for their wheat and cotton beyond all question, 
and the measure is taken over to the House; a handful of 
Members stand before the door and will not let the debenture 
plan come in and be. voted on ; and the whole House, represent
ing all the States of the Union, is denied the right to vote 
at all on the debenture proposition that the Senate put in the 
bill. Then the conference committee of the Senate hacks off 
and comes into the Senate with the debenture plan stricken 
from the bill without the House ever having a chance to vote 
on it. 

It is an insult to the Senate; a direct slap at every Senator 
here who voted on it to permit such an outrageous thing to 
happen over in the House of Representatives. The Members 
of the House had a right to vote on it, and their people back 
home had a right to have them v<>te on it; but ·they have not 
been permitted to exercise that right. New York and Tammany 
and the other big Eastern interests have done this dastardly 
thing. · 

Now, where is our hope? It is in uniting the South and the 
West. Senators, I believe you had better keep your eye on 
that combination in 1932. It looks to me as though if you permit 
the East to kill farm relief and you go away from here with 
nothing done, the farmers of the West are going to he so dis
gusted that they will revolt · and join with the Democratic 
South and elect a President. 

Mr. President, a word more about the South and the West. 
We have seen enough here, Senators, those of us who have been 
here a long time, to know that if you put through a bill for 
the benefit of agriculture that has teeth in it, before the East 
get through with it they will extract practically all those teeth 
and they will leave you with a toothless shell of a thing. It 

·looks like we have reached the point where the special inter-
ests, the predatory interests of the country, are literally con
trolling the Government. They are shaping its policies. They 
are having done just what they want done. That must be 
stopped. This Government must be restored to the rule of the 
people. 

It must be made to do what the people want done, and not 
be a mere rubber stamp in the · hands of the sinister interests 
of this Nation who are using the Government to concentrate 
the wealth of the Nation in the hands of a few, and at the same 
time robbing the masses of the people of a fair share of this 
world's goods. Centralization of power and the concentration 
of wealth have figured in the downfall of every nation that has 
perished, and it is time that we were giving attention to these 
dangers that threaten n·ee government in America. 

But some Senators ~eem to be so much tied up with certain 
big interests that they are of little value to the great mass of 
the people when their American rights and interests are as
sailed. So many Senators and Members rely on certain special 
interests to help them along in their political ambitions. That 
ought not to be. No Senator ought to be the enemy of a big 
corporation. · He ought to be the friend of it, if it is a legitimate 
concern ; but he ought not to be the tool of it and the agent 
of it. He ought to be the friend of every concern, whether it be 
big or little, and he ought to be big enough to do his duty 
and be fair to all concerned. He should do justice by the big 
concern and the little concern. The true statesman is the man 
who will serve his country at all hazards, and who will 
dare to defend the weak against the strong and call down a big 
interest just as he would a little interest. 

Before I close I want to mention another one of Tammany's 
attacks upon the South. Mr. President, I was astounded at 
this last performance <>f the Tammany crowd. The Washington 
Post of this morning says, in reference to the proceedings of 
the House yesterday : 

Another proposal to have all " aliens " in the United States registered 
was struck out of the measure. 

How shocking was that performance. They would not permit 
us to eliminate aliens from the basis of population for member
ship in the House and they would not even let us make a list 
of them to find out who they are, where they are, and how many 
of them are now in the United States. Seven millions of aliens; 
men who do not owe allegiance to this country; hundreds of 
thousands of them smuggled into our country; men who have 
not sworn allegiance to the flag ; men who have never been 
naturalized; men who are here eating up the substance that 
American men and women should have and getting wage-paying 
positions that they ought to fill. They are here; they are ·par
ticipating in politics ; they are penetrating into every nook and 
corner of the Nation. They are here, seven millions strong, and 
their influence and the Roman Tammany influence back of them 
is strong enough to prevent the American Congress from elimi
nating them from the basis for representation in Congress; and 
on that 7,000,000 aliens now in the United States 35 Members 
of this Congress sit, and these " aliens " are not even American 
citizens! And yet I am called intolerant and fanatical by 
Roman Catholics because I am demanding a fair deal and a 
square deal for my own country and exposing the same dan
gers here that have wrecked many governments in the past. 

Should not I and should not you be on guard every day 
against evils and dangers that are present and active in the 
very strongholds of our American Government? 

Mr. President, I want my country to remain true to the 
purpose of its creation. I want these aliens eliminated from 
the basis of representation; and, Senators, you will not be 
much older until they will be eliminated. If there ·is any one 
question that the American people are pretty generally agreed 
on, it is that aliens should not be counted for " representation " 
in the other branch of Congress. You have run counter to 
this will, and this foreign influence and this alien influence 
here amongst us is strong enough to paralyze the hands of 
Congress and the American Congress sits impotent in the face 
of that power. Oh, Mr. President, it is fearful! 

These Fascist agents of Mussolini and these criminal aliens 
must he deported-driven out of our country. Now, Mr. Presi
dent, I desire to include in my remarks a statement that I 
issued some time ago in regard to reuniting the Democrats of 
the South and also a statement as to who it was that first 
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. suggested that ·I be read out of the Dem<><;ratic Party. I want 
the history of this whole movement to be in the RECORD. 

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

The matter referred to is as follows : 
Senator HEFLIN is in favor of Democr-ats get~ng together in Alabama. 

In speaking of the Democratic situation in the State to-day, he said: 
"Thousands of Democrats in Alabama who voted for Governor Smith 

did not relish the idea of casting their votes for him for President of 
the United States. They voted for him reluctantly. The issues were 
so confused and misleading statements were so numerous during the 
campaign -that thousands of Democrats never got the real truth of 
what Governor Smith's candidacy represented, or the facts regarding 
the reprehensible methods employed by those backing him to secure 
his nomination. There were thousands of Democrats in the State who 
felt that under all the circumstances it was better for the Democratie 
Party and better for the country that Governor Smith, with all the 
foreign and domestic • isms' that were tied to his candidacy should 
be defeated. 

" On the ether hand, thousands of Democrats who did not want to 
vote for Smith decided that it was best to go ahead and vote for him 
and remain regular. I have never criticized them for doing what they 
thought they should do in the premises. I deeply regretted the un
pleasant and embarrassing situation that had come upon us. There was 
no trouble in the Democratic household so far as State candida.tes and 
State issues were concerned. The Democrats of Alabama were united 
and harmonious on the ticket nominated by the party in the State. 
Our trouble grew out of an unfortunate, dangerous, and deplorable 
situation that developed in the mismanagement of the party nationally. 
Coercive and intimidative methods had been employed to secure the 
nomination of Governor Smith. 

" In addition to that he bolted the platform adopted at Houston 
and went out of the Democratic Party and selected a Republican .to 
be chairman of the Democratic National Committee, · a Jhing distasteful 
and shocking to seven-eights of the Democrats of Alabama, and un
precedented in the history of the party. It was Indeed an extraordi
nary and an exceedingly trying situation that confronted the De~o
crats of our State. We were not 'responsible for the greit mistake 
made in nominating Smith at Houston. 

"I voted for · every Democrat on the State ~cket, but in vi~_ of the 
vital and far-reach.ing issues involved and his own undemocratic con
duct and the alien . iritluences back of him, I could . not conscientiously 
vote for Governor Smith to be President of the · United States. I did 
not vote at all on electors for presidential candidates. At almost 
every place where ·!' spoke my Democratic ft•iends who supported Smith 
and my Democratic friends who supported Hoover advised me person
ally to refrain from voting on the presidential • candidates. I had 
scores of letters requesting that I pursue that course. Some of those 
wbo talked to me and wrote to me had already heard a few ambitious 
fellows and would-be candidates for the Senate boasting that they were 
going to read me out of the party and prevent me from running as 
a Democrat to succeed myself in the Senate, and for that reason my 
friends in both groups wanted me to do as I did. I am not in favor 
of · reading anybody out of the Democratic Party for failing to vote 
for the Roman-social equality-Raskob-Tammany outfit, and I have 
had letters from hundreds of Democrats who voted for Smith and 
as many from Democrats who voted for Hoover, saying they favor the 
getting together of all Democrats in Alabama as soon as possible. 
That should be and will be the attitude of every true Democrat in 
the State. 

"Is it not a little strange that in all the 'other Southern States Demo
crats on both sides are arranging to ~t together and move on as 
before, but in _Alibama a few fellows are trying to prevent sueh an 
arrangement? I wonder if those ambitious men could be aiming at 
me. My friends write me that a few political jugglers in the State 
who imagine that tbey own the .Democratic Party in fee simple want 
to greatly reduce the party membership so they can handle it to better 
advantage to themselves personally. That small group is trying to 
influence the State Democratic executive committee to read all Demo
crats who opposed Smith out of the party and prevent me from run
ning in the primary. The party must not be controlled by a little 
coterie of selfish, short-sighted men at Birmingham and Montgomery 
who would, 1! permitted to have their way, do permanent injury to the 
Democratic Party in Alabama. 

" The Democrats of Texas, Virginia, Tennessee, North Carolina, 
Florida, and Georgia are working harmoniously in a '"get-together 
movement:' 

" The first demand that I be read out of the Democratic Party came 
not from Alabama but from Roman Catholics in Massachusetts when 
they wired Senator ROBINSON, minority leader of the Senate, to call a 
caucus of Democratic Senators to read me out of the party. Did not 
that look like these a.gents of Rome felt as if they owned the Demo
eratie Party? But three-fourths of the Democrats of the Senate let 
It be known that no such action as the Romanlsts suggested would be 
taken against me. 

" The next demand came from the same source, when Roman Catho
lics from Massachusetts wired Governor Graves, of Alabama, demanding 

-that he call the legislature together and have me read out of the Demo
cratic Party. Governor Graves ignored the Roman request. 

"'.Chose two requests were made 'to have me read out of the party 
because I had led the fight in the Senate to defeat the Roman Catholic 
program to involve the United States in war with Mexico; and because 
I exposed the Hearst-Catholic conspiracy to destroy me politically for 
daring to expose and oppose the Catholic program to use the United 
States Army and kill American boys in a war to put the Catholic Church 
back in control of the Government of Mexico. 

"When Congress reconvened, Roman Catholics demanded that I be 
denied committee assignments as a Democrat and not allowed to attend 
the Democratic conference, and they demanded tbat I be read out of 
the party by the Democrats of the Senate who had supported Smith, 
but more than two-thirds of them were outspoken in their ·opposition 
to such a course. And I have been invited to and have attended every 
Democratic conference and have participated in the conference delibera
tions just as I had done before. And when the Senate committee assign
ments were up for consideration at the beginning of this extra session 
of Congress, since the presidential election of 1928, I received the same 
committee assignments that I had sought and obtained when I first 
entered the Senate, and received one additional committee position. 
The two committees that I sought above all others were the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry and Post Offices and Post Road1>. I am 
also on the Civil Service Committee and the Pension Committee. 

"Now the same Roman Catholic interests are demanillng that I be 
read out of the Democratic Party in my State by the Democratic Execu
tive Committee of Alabama. These Catholics outside of my State and 
in it are demanding that I be denied the right to run as a candidate 
to succeed myself as a Democrat in the primary in Alabama because I 
have exposed the dangerous activities of Roman Catholics. They act 
like they own the Democratic Party iii every State. They have tried 

·all sorts of approaches and schemes on the Democratic Committee of 
Alabama. 

.:• Some of the whispered otl'ers made are shocking to contemplate. I 
don't believe the members of the Democratic State Committee. of Ala
bama can be reached and controlled by any such reprehensible means. 
I do not believe that the men selected as members of the State ·Demo
cratic Executive Committee for Alabama two years ago can be intimi
dated or corruptly controlled to do the bidding of .the social-equality 
Tammany grafters and wet Roman Catholic machine that hate ine 
because I have intertered with their plan and purpose in the United 
States. The men and women of the South a.nd West who know what 
Democratic principles are will not follow the leadership of the Roman
Tammany group. Tammany was denounced by Grover Cleveland, 
Woodrow Wilson, and William Jerurlngs Bryan as the most corrupt 
political organization in the United States. · In 1916, when Wilson 
denounced arid repudiated Tammany, the West united with the South 
and elected Wilson, a Democrat, President. 

" In the lAst 'presidential campaign hundreds of thousands of Demo
crats in the South would .not support Smith. There is nothing in 
common between the Democrats of the South and West and the 
social-equality, Roman, wet, Tammany Democrats of the East. We 
ought to profit by the mistake that was made in turning over the 
party ·leadership to Tammany, which .resulted in nominating Smith in 
1928, and ·we ought to get rid of the Tammany millstone that hangs 
around the neck of the great Democratic Party. Those who love the 
party. are ready, .for the good of ·the party, to do whatever is necessary 
to bring about a reconciliation among Democrats. Those who wish· t-o 
use the party for sordid purposes, to make it the tool of alien intluenees 
and Roman Catholicism in the United States, · do not want the Demo· 
crats who opposed Smith to have any voice in the councils of the 
party. It is plain that the Roman Catholic hierarchy has determined 
to use the Democratic Party to carry forward the Catholic program 
in the United States." 

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I hold in my hand-and this, 
perhaps, will be news to most of you Senators-a picture in a 
Catholic paper of Alfred E. Smith as President in 1932. This 
is cut from the Liberty Magazine, a Roman Catholic periodical. 
It is in competition with the Saturday Evening Post. They are 
printing a series of stories. Some fellow has drawn tremen· 
dously on his imagination-and, my God, what an imagination 
he has [laughter] that· Alfred Smith will be President in 1932! 
And listen. Here is the picture: With Alfred Smith sitting over 
on the left with his imaginary cabinet asking some fellow ques
tions about the "red· mena:ce." · I want them to talk about the 
" Roman menace" tor a while. Here is what it says bclow the 
picture: 

President Alfred E. Smith and his Cabinet questioning Mr. Gibbons 
about Karakhan and the red menace. Seated a~ the President's left;-;-

The wild and reckless imagination is at work again-
.Seated at the President's left are Secretary of the Treasury John 1. 

Raskob-

(Laughter.] 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD~ENATE 2511 
-.· Now, is not that enough· to jar a wagonload of tadpoles -out 
of a stagnant pool! [Laughter.] · 

Secretary of the Treasury John J: Raskob; - ~~~t :ts Attorney General 
Frank Comerford', and Secre~ary of Agriculture RuTH HANNA . McCoR
MICK. 

· Why, she is .a Republican, ~o called, and so is Rasky; and 
Mrs. McCoRMICK is running fur the -Senate, .I understand, in 
Illinois next year as a Republican. They-must intend to bring 
about some coalition, somehow. Yes; l\Irs. McCoRMICK is put 
down here as Secretary of · Agriculture. 

In the background. are Secretaries Cuneo and · Ryan-

Doctor Ryan, the Catholic priest at the Catholic University 
here in· ·washington- , 
and Postmaster General Emory Olds. . 

And the Smith-Roman Raskob regime is sitting on the neck of 
the Democratic Party planning for 1932. · 

What hope have we with such a dead load upon us-like the 
old man of the sea and Sinbad the Sailor! You have heard the 
story of Sinbad the Sailor, who was shipwrecked and about to 
starve. Wandering about on the seashore, he found an old 
pumpkin and some grapes hanging in purple clusters on the 
vines near by. He crushed them and put them in the shell of 
the pumpkin and made some food. . 

The old man of the sea inveigled Sinbad through his plead
ings and great promises . to take him on hi~ shoulde~s and 
carry him across a little stream and put bun down m the 
shade of a great tree. 

Sinbad bowed his back and took the old man on. He sat 
astride his neck, and when Sinbad got over to the shade of the 
tree the old man of the sea held on and refused to get off. 
He held on, but Sinbad the sailor, realizing how be had been 
deceived and imposed upon, was determined to get rid of 
his burden, and with one mighty effort he threw the old man 
of the sea from his shoulders and .walked f!)r~h a free man 
again. 

Smith secured the nomination through dec~tion . and repre-
hensible practices. · ·· · · : 

Raskob sits astride the neck of the Democratic Party. ~e 
Democratic Party is now getting ready . to shake. him off, to 
get rid of her unbearable burden. Shake Raskob off and watch 
the Democrats of the_ South get together. They will come back 
and strike hands ·about a common center and sit down as 
friends ·around the · campfires of the party for the good of the 
party of Jefferson and for the good of the whole United States. 

Out with Mr. Raskob! Away with the canaidacy of GOvernor 
Smith for President on the Democratic ticket in 1932. . Let our 
party have a breathing spell. Let her get back in her. ancient 
virile fighting form, when sh~ stoo_9 erect and looked the world 
in the face and had nothing tQ fear, nothing to apologize for. 
Long live the Democracy of Jefferson! 

. . 
"MEsSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the Ho~e o~.Representatives by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had agreed to the 
1·eport of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 1) to establish a Federal farm board to promote the 
effective merchandising of agricultural commodities in inter
state and foreign commerce, and to place agric'Ulture on a basis 
of economic equality wi_tl;t other industries. 

ENROLLF;D BILL SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 1648) to amend sec
tion 5 of the second Liberty bond act, as amended, and it was 
signed by the Vice President. 

CALL OF THE BOLL 

Mr. McNARY obtained the .floor. 
Mr. NYE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me for 

the purpose of suggesting the absence of a quorum? 
Mr. McNARY. I yield for _that purpose. 
Mr. NYE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will call· the roll. 
The legislative clerk called ·the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen 
Ashurst 
Bingham 
Blease 
Borah 
Bratton 
Brookhart 
Broussard 

Burton 
Capper 
Caraway 
Connally 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Cutting 
Deneen 
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Dill 
Edge 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
George 
Glass 
Glenn 
Gotr 

Goldsborough 
Harris 
Harrison 
Hatfield 
Hawes 
Hebert · 
Heflin 
Howell 

Johnson Oddle · Smith 
Jones Overman Steck 
King Phipps Swanson . 
McKellar Pittman Thomas, Idaho 
McNary Reed Thomas, Okla. · 
Metcalf Robinson, A.rk. Townsend 
Moses Sackett Trammell 
Norbeck Schall Tydings 
Norris Sheppard Tyson 
Nye Shortridge Vandenberg 

Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty-nine Senators having 
answered to their ~ames, a quorum is pr_es_ent. 

NATIONAirORIGINS CLAUSE OF THE IMMIGRATION ACT 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Oregon yield 
further? 

Mr. MoNARY. I yield. 
:Mr. NYE. I assume that . the Senator rises to have laid 

before the Senate the conference report on the farm relief bill. 
I wish he. would withhold his motion just long enough to have it 
ascertained whether or not it is possible at this time to agree 
upon an hour on which to vote upon the unfinished business now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. HEFLIN. No, Mr. President--
Mr. NYE. I direct my. inquiry to the Senator from Penn

sylvania as to whether he thinks we might agree upon an hour 
within the next f~w days at which time we would take a vote 
upon the re3oluti(1n now the unfinished business. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, on Wednesday last I went to the 
Senator from North Dakota saying that I thought it would best 
suit the convenience of Senators if we might have an agreement 
for a time to vote, but at that time he did not see his way clear 
to join with me in reaching such an agreement. 'l'o suggest it 
now, when it is obvious that we are going into a considerable 
debate on the conference report on the farm bill, would be 
tantamount to an agreement to choke off all debate on the 
Unfinished business. 

Mr: NYE. Mr. President--
1\Ir .. REED. For that reason I would not be willing to agree 

at this· time to such an arrangement. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the re

quest of the Senator. By way of reassurance to the Senator 
from North Dakota, the Chair will state that if the motion to 
be made by the Senator from Oregon shall prevail, it will not 
interfere with the status of the unfinished business. 

:Mr. NYE. I recognize that, Mr. President, but does the Sen
ator from Peliilsylvania mean to say that a proposal was made 
to-me for a given hour to vote upon Senate Resolution 377 

1\Ir. REED. No; not at all. I asked the Senator on Wed
nesday if we could not agree to fix some time for a vote on 
the unfinished business, and he said that he was not prepared to 
agree in reply to my reguest. 

Mr. NYE. MJ;". President, my recollection does not carry 
me back to an Understanding of that sort at all. . 

Mr. REED. There was no under~nding • . 
1\Ir. NYE. I would have been glad to enter into an agree

ment as to a time to vote. I wonder if we can not accomplish 
such an agreement at this tim~. 

Mr. REED. No, Mr. President; not when we are faced with 
a debate on two conference reports. . 

Mr. NYE . . Mr. Pres!dent, I understand from those who have 
the more important conference report in hand that there will 
be no endeavor on their part to press for its early considera
tion, if we can indicate the possibility of our getting a vote upon 
the unfinished business within the next day or two. 

Mr. REED. I am not so advised. I understand that both 
these conference reports will be pressed as rapidly as possible. 
to a conclusion, and until they are disposed of I do not 
care to make any such agreement. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. NYE. I yield. . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon· 

has th~ floor. 
Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
Mr. EDGE. I was under the impression that the Senator 

from Pennsylvania, when the debate opened on the national
origins question about a week ago--! do not recall the date-
in answer to an inquiry, I think, from the Senator from North 
Dakota, as to the time which would probably be consumed, 
stated that" be thought it would take about two days. Senate 
Resolution 37 has been before the Senate some time longer 
than that. · 

Mr. REED. That is true, but most of two days were con
sumed by the speech of the Senator from North Dakota. I, 
myself, intended to speak not more than an hour and a half, 
but the questions put to me extended my remarks to about 
four hours and a half. 
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Mr. EDGE. Has the Senator from Pennsylvania concluded 

his presentation ? 
Mr. REED. Yes; for the present. 

FARM BELI~ONFEB.ENCE REPORT 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate pro
ceed to the consideration of the conference report on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1) to establish a Federal farm board 
to promote the effective merchandising of agricultural com
modities in interstate and foreign commerce, and to place agri
culture on a basis of economic equality with other industries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connec

ticut will state it. 
Mr. BINGHAM. If the motion made by the Senator from 

Oregon shall be agreed to, will the conference report displace 
the unfinished business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No; it will simply serve as 
an interruption to the consideration of the unfinished business. 

1 Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Sena
tor from Oregon yield? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. May I inquire of the Senator 

. from Oregon whether it is his intention to proceed this afternoon 
· with the consideration of the report, or merely to bring it before 
· the Senate? 

Mr. McNARY. If I am successful in having the status of 
1 the conference report fixed, I shall yield to the Senator from 
:Indiana [Mr. WATSON], who desires an executive session, and 
ask the Senate to proceed to-morrow at 12 o'clock with the 
consideration of the conference report. 

· Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I understand that after the 
executive session, it is contemplated that a recess or adjourn
ment will be taken. I have no objection. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Oregon 
· yield? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
Mr. NYE. Will the Senator from Indiana permit me to make 

a unanimous-consent proposal, before a motion is made to go 
into executive session? 

Mr. WATSON. Certainly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the motion made by the Senator from Oregon, that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the conference report on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on H. R. 1. 

The motion was agreed to. 
NATIONAirORIGINS CLAUSE OF THE IMMIGRATION AC'P 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that at 
3 o'clock on next Monday afternoon debate upon the unfinished 
business before the Senate shall be limited to five minutes, and 
that a vote shall follow as soon after that hour as is possible. 

Mr. REED. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
Mr. WATSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con

sideration of executive business. 
Mr. NYE. Mr. President, will not the Senator withhold his 

motion and yield to me a moment? 
Mr. WATSON. I yield. 
Mr. NYE. I ask unanimous consent that, starting at 3 o'clock 

! on next Tuesday afternoon, the Senate be limited in debate 
to five minutes upon the unfinished business, and that then 

1 a. vote shall be taken. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I object. 
Mr. WATSON. I renew my motion. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, before that motion is made 

I I would like to ask those who are opposed to the suggestion of 
the Senator from North Dakota whether, in view of all that 

I was stated some time ago about the length of time the debate 
1 would probably consume, and the possibility of getting a vote 
on it in the very near future, they would not make some 
counteroffer of a time when a vote could be had? It does 

1 not seem to me that it is quite in keeping with the negotia
, tions which were entered into at that time that objection should 
be made to any proposal offered by the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. REED. I do not remember any negotiations. I was 
asked whether I would object to the motion to take up the 
resolution and I said I would not. I kept that agreement, 
and made no opposition to taking up the resolution and making 
it the unfinished business, and I expressed the belief that the 
debate would last about two days. It is perfectly evident now 
that it lasted longer than that. I do not want to enter into 
any agreement at this time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator from In
diana yield further? 

Mr. WATSON. A little further. 
Mr. BINGHAM. On Wednesday morning last a unanimous

consent request was agreed to that the unfinished business 
might be laid aside, and another matter taken up, because the 
Senator from Pennsylvania was not ready to go on with it at 
that time. We ought to have a vote. 

Mr. BORAH. We have all summer. 
Mr. WATSON. I hope not. 
Mr. MOSES. We have it nominally. 
Mr. WATSON. Mr. President, I move-
Mr. NYE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. WATSON. How much longer does the Senator want me 

to yield? · 
Mr. NYE. I want just about two minutes. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield? 
Mr. WATSON. I do. 
Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I do not believe that the best ot 

faith is being shown in this matter, and the reason for that 
statement I think it is not necessary for me to call to the atten
tion of the Senate. I want to say that if a vote were permitted 
at this hour upon the pending resolution it would carry. I can 
not look upon the opposition to an agreement for an hour to 
vote upon the resolution as anything other than an admission 
of defeat and a desire to filibuster it through to the recess which 
is about to be taken at this special session of the Congress. 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator from Indiana 
yield? 

Mr. WATSON. I yield. 
Mr. REED. I have talked with a number of Members of this 

body, and I am perfectly certain that if a vote were taken on 
this matter at this time, the unfinished business would be 
defeated. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then why not have a vote? I suggest the 
calling of the roll. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Let the roll be called. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. WATSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of executive business. · 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 45 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened; and the Senate (11t 
4 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) took a receSs until to-morrow, 
Saturday, June 8, 1929, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS 
Executive nominatiotl-8 received by the Senate June 7 (Zegislatwe 

aay of June .q.), 1929 

COLLECTOB OF INTERNAL REVENUE 

Emil S. Helburn, of Middlesboro, Ky., to be collector of in
ternal revenue for the district of Kentucky in place of Robert II. 
Lucas. 

JUDGE ADvOCATE GENERAL OF THE NAVY 
Rear Admiral David F. Sellers to be Judge Advocate General 

of the Navy, with rank of rear admiral, for a term of four years. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominatiom oonfirtnea by the Senate June 7 (le¢8-

Zatilve d,a;y of June .q.), 1929 
UNDERSECRETARY OF STATE 

Joseph P. Cotton. 
APPOINTMENTS AND PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY 

To be assistant sut·geons 

Wiley M. Sams. 
John K. Patterson. 
Irving J. Warmolts. 
Olin C. Hendrix. 
Otto L. Burton. 
Branham B. Baughman. 
Duane F. Hartshorn. 
Charles S. Gallaher. 
Louis E. Gilje. 
Ralph C. Boren. 
0. Henry Alexander. 
Herman A. Gross. 
Edward S. Lowe. 

Harold Simons. 
Robert J. Vaughn. 
John M. C. Covington. 
William C. McBride, jr. 
Frank P. Gilmore. 
Paul Vaughan. 
Arthur F. Gardner. 
Paul M. Fuller. 
Stanton K. Livingston. 
Oscar D. Yarbrough. 
Andrew A. Love, jr. 
Carr E. Ben tel. 
Charles T. Brown, jr. 
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James D. Boone. 
Warren G. Wieand. 
Albert R. Behnke, jr. 
Omar J. Brown. 
Jasper S. Hunt. 
Marshall 0. Boudry. 
George W. Dickinson. 
James J. V. Cammisa. 
Francis G. Gleason. 
John R. Weisser. 
Zack J. "'Waters. 
Francis W. Dwyer. 
Harold E. Beasley. 
Kenneth H. Vinnedge. 
Milton R. Wirthlin. 
Thenton D. Boaz. 
William L. Berkley. 
Warren E. Klein. 
Norris M. Hardisty. 
Everett N. Jones. 
Connie H. King. 
Cameron L. Hogan. 
Gerard B. Creagh. 
Brooks L. Roberson. 
Anselm C. Hohn. 
Thomas Q. Harbour. 
James G. Neff. 

Craig B. Johnson. 
Clarence L. Blew. 
Harold I. Brown. 
Herbert G. Shepler. 
William P. Stephens. 
Jack R. George. 
Ferrell H. Johnson. 
Edward C. Kenney. 
John D. Foley. 
Wadeeh S. Rizk. 
Garland A. Gray. 
Duncan C. McKeever. 
Barton R. Young. 
Benjamin N. Ahl. 
Russell w. Wood. 
Charlie M. Mathias. 
Roland G. Vaughan. 
Rafael A. Vilar e Isern. 
Julian M. Jordan. 
Lester L. Arntsen: 
Charles M. Parker. 
William Brecher. 
James R. Sayers. 
Irving D. Litwack. 

~ William C. Baty, jr. 
Vincent Flynn. 

MARINE CORPS 

Corpl. Alva B. LaSswell to be second lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS 

CALIFORNIA 

Cecil J. Brown, -Albion. 
Frank N. Blagen, Calpine. 
Margaret E. Bailey, Fort Jones. 
John M. Francisco, Los Altos. 
John J. Freeman, North San Diego. 
Clarence L. Templeton, Palm Springs. 
Charles F. Gallmann, Pinedale. 
William F. Shuck, Woodlake. 

ILLINOIS 

Mary A. Hannan, Ohio. 

INDIANA 

Samuel E. Ellison, Andrews. 

MINNESOTA 

Martin S. Kindseth, Goodhue. 
George W. Hanson, Kenyon. 
Roy J. Stroud, Mabel. 

NORTH OABOLINA 

Olivia J. Prescott, Ayden. 
Eula B. Greene, Waterville. 

OHIO 

Katherine Matson, Maynard. 

OKLAHOMA 

Zeb King, Avant. 
Viola B. l\Iason, Quapaw. 
Clara M. Ingram, Slick. 
Sallie M. Cooper, Snomac. 
Agnes H. Lockard, Tuskahoma. 

OREGON 

Adelle M. March, My1·t1e Creek. 

VIRGINIA 

Edgar E. Rawlings, Capron. 
Edward F. Raiford, Holland. 
Walter W. Blair, Ivanhoe. 
Robert W. Grove, Max Meadows. 

WITHDRAWALS 

Ezecu,tive nornina~i01"8 withdrawn from the Senate June 1 (Zegi8-
lative day of June 4), 1929 

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS 

Second Lieut. William Hill Lamberto-n, Infantry, from May 23, 
1929. 

Second Lieut. George William Busbey, Oav!!lry, from May 29. 
1929. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
FRIDAY, June 7, 191NJ 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by 
the S~ker. 

The Chaplain. Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 
the following prayer : 

Almighty God, while angels praise Thee we would seek Thy 
favor. 0 Thou loving Father, whose open hands give blessings 
of compassion and forgiveness , lift us into the sunlight and bid 
us face the open sky ; inspire us with the broad vision. Keep 
us in perfect proportion and in complete contact with Thee. 
Bless every silent advance, every defense of the truth, every 
combat with sin, and every triumph over wrong. Dear Lord 
God, do Thou make the glorified cross the undisputed throne of 
mankind. Thr(!ugh Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap
proved. 

FREIGHT RATES ON WHEAT FOR EXPORT 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HOWARD. A few days ago, erroneously or otherwise, a 

resolution which I introduced, House Joint Resolution 95, was 
referred to a nonfunctioning committee. I think the resolution 
was properly referred, but my parliamentary inquiry is, Would it 
be right and proper for me now to ask the pleasure of the 
Speaker to refer this resolution to a functioning committee-for 
instance, the Committee on Agriculture? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of the subject 
matter. 

Mr. HOWARD. The resolution instructs the Interstate Com
merce Coinmission to immediately put into effect the same rates 
on wheat for export that are now granted to steel products for 
export. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would not be good par· 
llamentary procedure to make such a reference. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. CLARK of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that on Monday next, after the reading of the Journal 
and the disposal of business on the Speaker's table, I be per
mitted to address the House for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? · 

There was no objection. 

ADDRESS OF BON. ROBERT S. HALL 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD by inserting an address by 
my colleague, Mr. HALL, of Mississippi, on the 4th day of June 
before the United Daughters of the Confederacy on Jefferson 
Davis. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 

remarks in the REcoRD, I include an address by Hon. RoBERT S. 
HALL, of Mississippi, on June 4, 1929, before the United Daugh
ters of the Confederacy on Jefferson Davis. 

The address is as follows : 
JEFFERSON DAVIS 

To the members of the United Daughters of the Confederacy, ladies, 
and gentlemen, I esteem it one of the greatest honors yet conferred upon 
me to receive an invitation from you to deliver ~ an address on the one 
hundred and twenty-first birthday of the greatest Mississi-ppian, Jefferson. 
Davis. 

I am mindful there is very little I can say of this great man that has 
not already been said, and been said by speakers more able than I. 

Jefferson Davis stands without a superior as a soldier, statesman, and 
martyr-. He came from a great lineage. He came from two racial stocks 
unexcelled in the annals of history for bravet·y, honesty, and fiddity. 
On his paternal side he came from the Welsh and on his maternal side 
from the Scotch. His grandfather immigrated to America and settled in 
Pennsylvania. In tlu>se early days the trend of immigration was south
ward, and as an ambitious young man we find him in South Carolina. 
True to the fidelity of his race, he shouldered arms in defense of America 
in the American Revolution. He was the father of an only sou, Samuel 
Davis, who grew into manhood during the formation of American ideals 
and American principles. This son married a Scotch lady, and after 
the birth of eight children of this union we find he moved to Kentucky 
and there- was born the president of the Confederacy. It is interesting 
to note that soon after his birth, and within a few miles therefrom, was 
also born one of the great Presidents of the United States, Abraham 
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Lincoln. Each was borri ln the pioneer regions ·and each grew Into 
manhood during the hardy pioneer days of this Republic. When Jeffer
son Davis was less than 1 year old his father and the large familY 
left Kentucky and located near Woodville, Miss., where young Jefferson 
Davis attended the neighborhood school. At the age of 14 he was 
entered in Transylvania College, Louisville, Ky., and there he remained 
until be was 17 years of age, when he was appotnted a cadet in West 
roint Military Academy by Congressman Rankin, of Mississippi. It 
seems that he and Abraham Lincoln were both tutored in the ragged 
pioneer honesty and virtue that prevailed in that epoch. American his
tory does not record the lives, the service, and the worth of any two 
~haracters whose virtue, honesty, and chivalry surpass that of these 
stars of American genius. 

Providence seems to have endowed Jeff'erson Davis with all the attri
butes of greatness-in personal appearance, in demeanor, in brilliancy, 
in oratory, military genius, and statesmanship. He seems to have 
received his full measure from the Creator ltnd Maker of men. As a 
student he was ever punctual, studious, and obedient. His great ability 
s'eems not to have gone in any particular direction but in alL He 
seems to have been well balanced at every point or angle. It is said 
that his lov-e of literature and his constant devotion to it, aside from 
the regular curriculum: of the academy, absorbed enough of his time 
to prevent him from graduating at the head of his elass, although we 
find he graduated a high medium, well balanced in all the requirements 
of the collegiate course. After graduating from West Point in 1828 he 
was commissioned as second lieutenant in the Regular Army, and spent 
seven laborious years in the military service, chiefly in the middle 
Northwest. In 1835 be resigned from the RegulaT Army and married 
the charming daughter of Gen. Zachary Taylor, one of ' the beautiful, ac
complished southern belles of that day. In his marrying begins the 
incomprehensible, strange, mysterious thread of tragedy that seems to 
have woven in and out along with the happiness, successes, and_victories 
of his conspicuous life. It seentl! that into his life more clouds and 
showers mingled than in the lives of most other great men. We realize 
that in the life of all "some rain must fall, some clouds must hover," 
the nights as well as the days, the Decembers as well as the J'unes, 
must come. We must believe that the decree of Him who guides us in 
order that the cha.tr may be separated trom the grain, In oriler that we 
may render the greatest service to mankind, ordains this mysterious 
arrangement. It seems a certain way to eliminate self and to augment 
crystal service. Why General Taylor objected to the marriage has neyer 
been revealed by our historians, but his opposition to tb1s union was 
so expressed and so determined that after this beautiful southern belle 
and the most promising son of the South were united in wedlock the 
father and daughter never met. . 

After their marriage the young couple settled immediately on a 
planta{\on of a thousand acres of rich land in south Mississippi near 
the Mississippi River. He intended to devote his lite as a plantation 
owner, both he and his wife dreaming and planning of the ease of a 
cultured life beneath the southern skies, amid the natural enchantment 
of that beautiful section. Yet less than a year after these fond hopes 
and plans were formed they were both taken suddenly ill and she passed 
into the beyond. 

With his fondest anticipations temporarily blasted and his health im
paired, he went to Cuba for a sojourn, but returned later to the planta
tion of his brother, where seven long years were spent in study and 
preparation for his great life. Jefferson Davis occupies a unique posf· 
tlon in national politics. He voluntarily left the House of Representa_ 
tives to answer the Nation's ea.ll to battle for his country's honor, and 
later voluntarily left a Senate seat vacated to answer the call of the 
Southland. One of his master mind, thorough preparation, and exalted 
statecraft, although apparently in seclusion after his wife's death, was 
not overlooked by his countrymen, and at the age of 36 he was sent 
to Congress as a Representative of his congressibnal district. No young 
Congressmap ever came to Washington more superbly equipped or more 
readily took leading rank than he. Although occupying this seat less 
than a year, he became one ot the great leaders in oratory and state& 
manship. But as much as thls Nation seemed so signally to need him 
in this branch of his country's service, the war with Mexico was on, 
and Jefferson Davis, believing his country's interest called him to the 
perilous duty of the battle field rather than the alluring atmosphere of 
the Halls of Congress, we find him resigning his seat, returning to his 
beloved Southland, and becoming colonel of the greatest arm of the 
Republic's Army on the plains of Mexico. His military training had 
taught him the necessity of equipping and training an army. The un
surpassed valor, discipline, and generalship of his division of that great 
army saved the day at Monterey and on the fields of Buena Vista, and 
but !or the participation of J'etrerson Davis in that struggle the history 
of the war with Mexico might have been written in chapters much less 
complimentary to our Republic. Having so signally immortalized him
self in this great war, he retired again to his plantation life with the 
hope that he might live the remainder of his days in quiet and in the 
peaceful pursuit of his literary delight. But ere long Mississippi called 
him again to the legislative halls of our Nation. He went this time as 
a Untted States Senator and entered the greatest deliberative body on 
earth when the glory of this great Chamber was at its height. Possibly 
never at one time had so many illustrious men sat in the highest conn· 

dls of the Nation. Among the great who sat tbere were: John C. 
Calhoun, of South Carolina; Daniel Webster, of Massachusetts; Henry 
Clay, of Kentucky; Thomas H. Benton of Missouri; Lou1s Cass, of 
Michigan ; and Stephen A. Douglas, of Illinois. 

In that great company of giants Jefferson Davis, of :Mlssisslppi, at 
once took rank among the greatest. "Eloquent among the most elo
quent in debate; the most accomplished Member of the body." One of 
the best authorities of that day says of him: " It is but simple justice 
to say that in ripe scholarship, wide and accurate information on all 
subjects coming before the body, native ability, readiness as a debater, 
true honor, and· stainless character, Jefferson Davis stood in the very 
first rank, and did as much to influence legislation and leave his mark 
on the Senate and the country as any other who served in his day." 
He was a consistent advocate of the doctrine of state rights. He took 
the position that had been taken by Massachusetts and by Connecticut, 
and by those who afterwards denominated him a traitor, that this 
Union was composed of separate, independent, sovereign States, and 
that the Federal power was delegated and limited. He expressed his 
views in these concise words: " Each State retains its sovereignty, 
freedom, and independence, and every power, jurisdiction, and right 
which is not by this confederation expressly delegated to the United 
States in Congress assembled." Time does not permit me to go into 
detail on the many issues and great debates of that period, but it is 
sufficient to say that any student of history or those who have taken 
the pains to read and classify the great men of that assembly, if fair, 
will accord Jefferson Davis a place second to none. His enemies, who 
were too ignorant to know the real man, have denominated him a traitor 
and have accused him of being the prime mover and instigator of the 
sentiment that culminated tn the bloody war of the States: Happy are 
we who are familiar with his life, who know and understand his great 
heart beats, and recognize in him the love of peace, and are delighted 
this base accusation is rapidly fading away, and that the intelligent 
and informed of our day are rapidly placing him on the high pedestal 
of a lover of peace and one desiring to avoid this bloody conflict. 

The strongest position that be maintained was the South would never 
surrender its position on State rights, and that it the remainder ' of 
the Nation was not willing to dwell in union with the South, maintain
ing this constitutional guaranty, that it was better that the Union sep.. 
arated and that the discordant elements segregated themselves into inde
pendent Commonwealths. During this heated, turbulent debate, and 
before he bid adieu to the Senate which he so signally honored, be 
uttered these words, which is conclusive proof of his noble position: 

"If the folly and fanaticism and pride and hate and corruption of 
the day are -to destroy the peace and prosperity of the Union, let the 
sections part like the patriarchs of old and let peace and good will sub
sist among their descendants. Let no wounds be inillcted which time 
may not heal. Let the tlag of our Union be folded up entire, the 13 
stripes recording the original size of our family, untorn by the unholy 
struggle of civil war." 

Jefferson Davis was twice honored with a seat in the United States 
Senate. During the interregnum between his first service and his last, 
be was appointed by President Pierce as Secretary of War and served. 
for four years. Our great Nation can not boast of a more efficient, con
structive execution of the War Department than the !our years under 
Jefferson Davis. It was under his direction that the beautiful Capitol 
was completed. It was be who designed and placed on the dome of the 
Capitol its present emblem. It time permitted, I would like to detail 
many of the policies he inaugurated for the beautlflcation and complete
ness of the Capital of our Nation. At the present we read and hear of 
the services of others in this direction, and I realize that the sectional 
feeling is not yet so dead but the services of Jelrerson Davis in this 
direction are temporarily eclipsed, but when all the history of tbe Nation 
bas been written, and all the great men have been fairly numbered, and 
the great phalanx of American patriots are in full view, then the 
services of Jefferson Davis will be written high on the scroll of his 
country's honored. 

I haven't the time to recount his varied policies and execution of the 
presidency of the Confederacy. It bas been conceded by his bitterest 
enemy that no republic was ever blessed with a stronger head than 
was the Confederate States. In the organization of the civil and mili
tary powers in a republic of agricultural States, where plants and fac
tories were un.known and with the ports of the world closed against it, 
the army that he organized and sent forth in defense of his country is 
unaparalleled and unequaled in all the history of the world. 

Hon. B. G. Lowery, for many years a great Congressman of my 
State, in an address at Arlington Cemetery, well said: "The wonder is 
not that the Confederacy fell, but that it fell at the end of four years 
instead of six months. The fact significant is not that there were 
occasional places where the civil and the military failed to coordinate, 
but that they coordinated anywhere. The ma.rvel is, and it is one of 
the marvels of history, that Jefferson Davis, without money, without 
equipment, with nothing but hls own strength and wisdom, beset by 
malicious critics everywhere and by friendly critics in his own councils, 
gave to the southern armies a civil backing in which any government 
might pride itself." · 

After the fall of the Confederacy upon the surrender of the peerless 
Lee the brutal treatment of this chieftain by llls viCious political ene· 
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mies will forever remain the blackest blot _on the escutcheon of this 
Republic. Yet his ~ravery, fortitude, and uncomplaining Eiutrering 
writes his name in the blood of his fallen army, in fame's eternal 
history a martyr unsurpassed and, I believe, unequaled. 

Not only did Jefferson Davis lose his political prestige, his fortune, 
and his health in the crash of the South, but during those dark days 
he lost two of his sons, and soon after the close of the bloody conflict 
his other son was taken by the cold band of death. Still his spirit 
rises buoyant, hopeful, and undaunted. By the generous hand of a 
wealthy benefactor he was bequeathed a magnificent home on the shore 
of the beautiful seaboard of Mississippi-the land of flowers and of 
hope, of brave men, beautiful, virtuous women-eternally wafted by the 
sea breezes of the Mexican Gulf, amid the enchanting shades of that 
fair region whose magnanimous people I have the honor to represent 
as a Member of Congress. There assembled the remnants of his once 
happy family, retiring for the peace of his old age. This home is now 
the State home of Confederate veter~ns and their wives, here, in their 
declining days, their hearts and Ups In attune with the fresh breezes, 
daily echo in sweet cadence their undying love for the vanquished hero. 

Hut the loving hearts of his adopted Mississippians were not content 
for him to dwell in ease, but for the third time offered him a seat 
In the Senate of the United States, but being consdous of the bitterness 
of other sections of the Nation, he feared his presence again in the 
Senate would militate against the interest of his Commonwealth. 
So true to the loyalty of his soul, he declined this honor. 

Let me pay a just tribute to the noble women composing the United 
Daughters of the Confederacy. It is not your purpose to minimize 
or undervalue the valor or sacred ideals of those wQo opposed us. 
Your motives are of higher birth. They are to perpetuate and keep 
ever afresh the lofty ideals and principles underlying the causes, deeds, 
and actions of the Confederacy. In doing this you do not dim the 
luster of those who differed. You, as do I, wish them. the most sublime 
happiness in perpetuating the memory of their cause and their loved 
ones departed. I am happy that I possess no bitterness toward the 
victors of this bloody vortex, but I am frank to say the multiplying 
years augment my belief in the eternal justness of our cause and the 
rectitude of those who followed the footsteps of the hero of this 
occasion. I but wish for the dawning of that beautiful day when the 
small remaining dark cloud of sectional hate which but dulls the other
wise beautiful firmament of this the greatest republie shall have floated 
far beyond the vision of every American citizen ; and there silently 
yield its blightening gloom in the measureless ethereal of eternity, 
never to show its repulsive presence anew. 

I thank God I am the proud father of five red-blooded American 
sons whose paternal grandfather wore the gray and whose maternal 
grandfather wore the blue. In equal proportion they glory in the 
surpassing heroism of the conflicting causes. They can enthusiastically 
join. in the sentiment so beautifully expressed by George Morrow Mayo: 

" Here's to the blue of the wind-swept North 
When we meet on the fields of France ; 

May the spirit of Grant be with you all 
As the sons of the North advance. 

" Here's to the gray of the sun-kissed South 
When we meet on the fields of France ; 

May the spirit of Lee be with you all 
As the sons of the South advance. 

" And here's to the blue and the gray as one 
When we meet on the fields of France ; 

May the spirit of God be with us all 
As the sons of the Flag advance." 

Let me close these remarks with a quotation from an address delivered 
by Bishop Charles B. Galloway, of Mississippi, at the University of 
Mississippi on the 3d day of June, 1908, whose brilliant tribute to the 
life and character of Jefferson Davis was closed with these eloquent 
words: 

" Greatest of Mississippians, the leader of our armies, the defender 
of our libel"ties, the expounder of our political creeds, the authoritative 
voice of our hopes and fears, the sufferer for our sins, if sins they were, 
and the willing martyr to our sacl."ed cause--we shall ever speak his 
name with reverence and cherish with patriotic pride the story of his 
matchless deeds. .He died without citizenship here, but he has become 
a fellow citizen with the heroes of the skies. 

"Marvelous, many-sided. masterful man, his virtues will grow 
brighter and his name be written larger with each passing century. 
Soldier, hero, statesmen, gentleman, American-a prince of Christian 
chivalry-the uncrowned chief of an invisible republic of loving and 
loyal hearts-when another hundred years have passed, no intelligent 
voice will fail to praise him, and no patriotic hand will refuse to place 
a laurel wreath upon his radiant brow. 

"'Nothing need cover his high fame but heaven, 
No pyramid set off his memories 
But the eternal substance of his greatness, 
To which I leave him.',. 

HON. THOMAS C. M'R.A.m 

Mr. P ~KS. Mr. S{>eaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex· 
t7nd my remarks in the RECORD by inserting a sketch of the 
life and character of the late Thomas C. McRae, of Arkansas, 
who was for _ Jll~Y y_ears__a Member of this House and repre
sented the district that I have the honor to represent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PARKS. Mr. Speaker, on June 2, 1929, Hon. Thomas C. 

~lcRae, ~t the age of 77 years, 6 months, 2 days, departed this 
life at his home at Prescott, Ark. Mr. McRae was born at Mt 
Holly, Uni~n County, Ark., December 21, 1851. He attended 
private school in Shady Grove, Columbia County, Ark., and 
~raduated from the Soule Business School, New Orleans, La., 
m 1~69 and .from the law school at Washington and Lee Uni
vers~ty,_ Lenngton, Va., in 1872. The following year he was 
admitted to the bar and began the practice of law in Rosston, 
Nevada County, Ark. 

_ In 1874 he was appointed .election commissioner of his home 
county_ and served three years. _He was elected to the State 
house- of representatives in 1877, in which year he moved from. 
Rosston to Prescott, to which latter place the county seat had 
been moved. In 1880 he was presidential elector on the Demo
cratic ticket for Hancock and English, and was chairman of 
the Democratic Stat;e convention in 1884 and 1902, was a dele· 
gate to the Democratic National .Convention at Chicago in 1884. 
He was elected to the House of Representatives as a Democrat 
in the Forty-ninth Congress to fill the vacancy caused by the 
re_si~tion of Hon. James K. Jones, and was reelected to the 
Fiftieth and to the seven succeeding Congresses serving from 
D~mber 7, 1885, until March 3, 1~3, when be voluntarily 
~etired to resume the practice of law and engage in the bank
Ing business at Prescott, Ark. He was president of the Arkan
sas Bankers Association in 1909-10, and chairman of the com
mittee that prepared the Arkansas banking law, and was presi· 
dent of the Arka_nsas Bankers Association in 1918--19, and a 
member of the Arkansas Consqtutional Convention in 1918. He 
served as Governor of Arkansas from January 14. 1921, .to 
1925, and was elected a life member of the Arkansas State 
Democratic convention in 1926. Governor McRae came to Con
gress when a very young man and soon became known as one 
of the ablest and most diligent Members of tlie House. He was 
a member of the Committee on Public Lands at a time when 
the Federal Government held title to enormous areas of the 
public domain. Many citizens of the United States made claim 
to ownership of some of these lands. Mr. McRae succeeded in 
bringing order out of chaos and won a national reputation by 
the businesslike manner in which he settled the claims for both 
the Government and the claimants. During the yoo.rs be was a 
Member of the House he g.rew in the affection and esteem of 
men who knew him. 

After 18 years of continuous service here he retired to private 
life. As a Democrat he was regarded not only as the head of 
the Democratic Party in Arkansas but an outstanding Demo
crat nationally. Time after time the party called him in an 
advisory capacity when his counsel was needed to keep the 
ship of state properly on its course. Day after day he gave his 
services without thought of reward or personal benefit to him
self. In 1920 the pe6ple of the State called him once more to 
active service, and at an election held at that time he was nomi
nated on the Democratic ticket for governor and on the follow
ing November was overwhelmingly elected. He served for four 
years, and from the time that the State overthrew carpet-bag 
rule under the leadership of Gov. Augustus H. Garland to the 
present time no man has served with greater honor more dis
tinction, or has done more for the State than Gov. Thomas c. 
McRae. At the end of his term of four years as governor he 
was strongly urged, for the good of the State, to accept a third 
term but resolutely declined. During his administration the 
public-school. system of Arkansas was pnt upon a firm basis. 
As long as time lasts the great school system in Arkansas that 
he so materially aided will be a monument to him. No man has 
ever retired from the office of governor with greater honor and 
higher esteem of his people than he. The enemies he made be
cause of his courage and strong adherence to duty soon became 
his most ardent supporters and admirers. At the time of his 
death his influence was greater than that of any man who lived 
in the State. He was a man without guile, and in public office 
his sole purpose was to serve his people without a thought of 
the possible political effect to himself. 

During the administration of President Wilson he attended a 
meeting of the American Bankers' Association at Boston. Of 
all the dele~ates thB;t attended be was the only man who sup. 
ported President Wilson's Federal reserve policy. He boldly 
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stood in that convention and raised his voice in favor of the 
,Wilson policy. Throughout his entire life he was an uncom
promising Democrat, who loved his party next to his church 
and his country. 

During the recent campaign, even a,t his advanced age, he gave 
Splendid service for his party and was in the forefront of the 
battle line from beginning to end. He was the most uncom
]>romising advocate of States' rights that I ever knew. His 
::fight for Democracy began at a time when he was but a boy 
l8.nd his home county bad a large third party, and he never .quit 
the fight for Democracy until his party was supreme and 
•unopposed there. 

The death of Governor McRae is not only a loss to his friends, 
jfamily, and State, but a loss tQ the Nation. After 77 years of 
~ life, in which he had been a, l~ader in the government of 

f

;bis State and had engaged in every battle of his party, he came 
to the end without a blemish on his character or a scar on his 
record. Truly he was a giant and his loss will be felt by us all. 
· For a half century he was a leader in political, religious, civic, 

; and business affairs of his State, and he stood foursquare to 
.every wind that blew, and around him rallied those who fought 
tfor a finer civilization, higher ideals, and a better land. By 
'energy and fine business judgment he accumulated a very com-

able fortune and was one of the most charitable. and liberal 
ers in the State. No worthy cau~e went empty handed from 
. 

When all that was mortal .of him. was laid to rest, representa
i tives from every section of the State came to attest the love and 
•esteem in which he was held. The former pastor of his church, 
tRev. J. C. Williams, said: _ 

Duting his course of 51 years in statesmanship be stood foursquare to 
•the world. After 18 years in Congress be returned with an unblemished 
.record of public service .and a character unsullied. He was a man 
unaffected by the mad rush for money. He could not be bought, be 
could not be bribed, be could not be dishonored. 

He gave ·54 years of love nild loyalty to his wife and to his :family. 

t
Tbe Nation's strength is built on -homes like that. Religion was the 

. basis of his great character. For their religious · faith; his ancestors in 
1 Scotland su1Iered martyrdom. Religious liberty to them also meant 
!political liberty. There was no hypocrisy, ·no deceit · about Thomas- C. 
;McRae. He was a Christian gentleman, kind, courteous, civil,' · and 
·dignified, but t<Hlay be bas entered ' through the pearly gates and is 
i ~~eated in the house of God. · 

The Rev. James R. Winchester, bishop of the Episcopal 
(diocese of AI·kansas, expressed my thought of Governor McRae 
11n this beautiful tribute when he said: 

In my judgment, Thomas Cblpman McRae was one of the finest 
eharacters in our public life, an outstanding figure as Congressman, 
governor, and chairman of the Democratic Patty in Arkansas. It was 
my prlvil'ege to know him as a law student in Wa.shington and Lee 
University. We were associated in the Washington Literary Society at 
college. ' He graduated in the law department in one yi!ar, having the 
esteem of professors and students. When be went to Washington to 
represent Arkansas in Congress, Judge John Randolph Tucker, his law 
dean, having a seat in the House of Representatives !rom Virginia, 
welcomed him with warmest greeting, saying: "You are the first of 
my biiys to meet me here." He cherished that .salutation and kept it 

tin his heart through lite. His congressional career fulfilled Judge 
·Tucker's expectations as his distinguished course at college bad done. 
Governor McRae was a splendid type of Christian manhood, as exempli
fled in his patriotic statesmanship with the highest ideals of true 
'American citizenship. .All who came into the circle of his friendship 
rea!Hed his loyal consistency in all circumstances. His life has been 
a benediction to our Commonwealth, inspiring young men to be true 
and just in all their dealings. Therefore we thank God for his superb 
example of justice, purity, and honor. Tom McRae should have a. 
·monument erected to his sacred memory in the capital of Arkansas, 
lwbere his 1llustrious public life stands as a beacon light to our whole 
country. I have never seen an inconsistency in his well-rounded, 

'oeompleted life. 

A staff correspondent of the Arkansas Gazette, in writing of 
his funeral, ·said: 

It was a great tribute to .this native-born Arkansas patriot. In 
the solemn interlude that lies between the cradle and the grave be 
bad pitched his career so that when be passed Into the obscurity that 
lles beyond the dark curtain of life the leading men and women from 
the State he loved so devotedly eame to mourn with Prescott over the 
loss <>f her great citizen. . 

The 77 years of his active life were recalled here to-day by bls 
neighbors and friends, who remembered him as a stalwart fighter for the 
truth as he saw it, an unfaltering Democrat, who was, as the poet 
said: 

'"Great in council and great in war, 
Foremost captain of his time, 

Rlch ln saving common sense, 
And in his simplicity sublime." 

Thus. was Thomas Chipman McRae laid at rest here in peace, strong 
in his Presbyterian faith, a pattern of the virtues of bls age and race, 
nnd "in his simplicity sublime." 

Mr. Speaker, a great man has gone; a friend whom I loved 
has passed ; as the last immortelle of honor has been laid by the 
loving hands of a sorrowing people, we will cherish his memory, 
while his spirit will live forever in the beautiful land of the 
Leal. 

PROHIBITION ENFOBCEMENT 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks on prohibition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, some weeks ago I wrote a letter 

to the New York Curb Exchange, New York City, N. Y., com;
plaining that they were listing for sale stock in the Gooderham 
& Worts Co. (Ltd.), of Toronto, Canada. 

My complaint was based on the fact that the name of the 
company as listed by the New York Curb Exchange did not 
show that it was stock in a company that was engaged in the 
manufacture of whisky. The truth, however, was that this 
was a whisky concern. I also complained that this firm was 
engaged in the manufacture of whisky for the purpose of smug
gling it into the United States. This concern is better known 
as Hiram Walker & Co., although that was not the name listed 
in the New York Curb Exchange. My complaint was that the 
New York Curb Exchange, as well as stockbrokers engaged .iu 
the selling of this stock, were violating the prohibition enforce
ment act. The prohibition enforcement officers, however, claim 
that the New York Curb Exchange is not violating the law in 
listing Oanadian distillery stocks. Evidently an amendment to 
the prohibition enforcement act is necessary in order to prevent 
the listing of distillery stock and the sale of it by stockbrokers 
in the United States. At the time I made the complaint to the 
New York Curb Exchange I stated that there was nothing to 
show that the stock mentioned was distillery stock. I also 
stated that I had bought some of the stock from a stock broker 
concern on the recommendation of a friend connected with it, 
and that he did not at the time I bought it state that it was 
whisky stock. I stated that as soon as I learned that fact I · 
sold it. My complaint was misrepresented throughout the coun
try and it was alleged that I was complaining because I lost 
money in the transaction. That was not the basis o.f my com
plaint. The loss I sustained was a very small one. I com
plained because Canadian distillers and brewers were able to 
manufacture and smuggle into the United States. liquor and beer 
in large quantities in violation of our own laws, while our own 
people were prevented from manufacturing liquor or beer for 
sale in the United States. When I stated in my letter to the 
New York Curb Exchange that I had bought some stock and sold 
it at a lo~ because it was whisky stock I did this merely as an 
opening wedge to bring it to the attention of the said exchange 
and the public. I said ' it was ... wrong for American stock ex
changes to advertise and sell stock to American investors in 
these liquor concerns in Canada because by doing that they were 
assisting the Canadian distillers to violate the law by furnishing 
them money in the sale of stock and which money they could 
use in smuggling liquor into the United States. 

At the time I made the complaint, officials of the concern 
known as the Gooderham & Worts Co. (Ltd.), otherwise known 
as the Hiram Walker Co., of Toronto, Canada, were under indict
ment in the United States courts for liquor smuggling. If the 
United StateS Gove~ent wishes to enforce the prohibition law 
they must find some way through Congress or treaties to pre
vent liquor and beer smuggling into the United States. To make 
same effective they must have authority under the law t() pro
ceed against not only bootleggers who sell the liquor but all 
other agencies that combine and assist in making it possible for 
the Canadian distilleries and breweries to smuggle their liquor 
and beer into the United States, and it should include stock 
exchanges and stock brokers, who advertise, offer, and sell 
brewery stock. . 

The United States grand jury at Buffalo, N. Y., returned in
dictments on the 4th of December last but nothing has been 
accomplished to bring the Canadians indicted to trial. It is 
stated our treaties with Canada d() not permit this being done. 
Until we are able to negotiate such treaties there will not be a 
let-up in the smuggling of liquor and beer into the United 
States from Canada. This is our great difficulty in enforcing 
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the prohibition law. When these indictments were returned at 
Buffalo on Deoember 4 the facts showed that these Canadians 
were indicted in a plot to flood the United States with liquor 
and beer. Rum running was on a huge scale. The heads of 
Gooderham & 'Vorts, which control Hiram Walker whisky and 
other distilleries and breweries, were names in the indictment. 
~'hirtv Canadian firms and individuals were charged with smug
gling ·liquor worth $25,000,000 or more into the United States. 

The information as given out at the time these indictments 
were voted by the grand jury was in substance that the division 
of foreign control of the prohibition department announced that 
the investigation was just beginning, while it was reported at 
Washington that under present treaties Canadians can not be 
extradited. It was stated, however, the State Department was 
attempting to arrange a conference with the Canadian customs 

. service for an agreement on a treaty making customs-law viola
tions extraditable. 

The indictments handed in without comment and received 
in silence by Judge Adler specifically charged that the firms 
and individuals conspired to violate the tariff act of 1892 and 
section 88 of the national prohibition law. 

This section relates to conspiracy and carries a term of im
prisonment to those found guilty under its provisions. 

For weeks the jury had been receiving evidence presented by 
United States Attorney Richard H. Templeton. The evidence 
was based on reports submitted by a large number of special 
investigators who came to Buffalo last summer, when certain 
customs and immigration men were caught dealing in freight
car seals and participating in a, conspiracy to pass liquor-laden 
cars into this country from Canada. 

Foremost among those indicted was Han·y C. Hatch, mil
lionaire chairman of the board of Gooderham & Worts (Ltd.), 
of Toronto, and the Hiram Walker Co., of Windsor. Both com
panies were recently merged to create the largest distilling 
organization in the world, and they are named in the indict
ments. Others indicted are: Herbert C. Hatch and Larry J. 
McGuinness, members of the liquor brokerage firm of Hatch · & 
McGuinness ·; Edward T. Sandell, president of the Taylor & 
Bate Brewery, St. Catherines, Ontario; C. A. Savard, Windsor, 
Ontario; Jules Thibideau, Porf Lambton, Ontario; Stanley B. 
Sutton, Simcoe, Ontario; Frank S. Harris; Lionel L. Sincla~; 
John J. Fitzpatrick; A. Smith; D. Cbulack; W. Rynols, alias 
W. Reynolds; J. Meyers; Morris Green; David Caplan; Louis 
Harris; Fred H. Boyd; James Harris; J. Tbampson; J. Penna; 
James Johnson; R. Robinson; W. Dingman; George McDermo~; 
Charles Currner; A. Travernor; Joseph Burke; and J. ~atson. 

The indictments reported were declared to be the opemng gun 
in a major war which the Washington authorities proposed to 
wage against what is called a big Canadian smuggling ring, 
said to hav-e shipped into the United State& liquor of the value 
of ruaQy millions of dollars. 

The Hiram Walker-Gooderham Co. (Ltd.) is listed on the 
·New York Curb Exchange and its shares have been widely pur
chaRed by American investors. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

l\lr. HALL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by printing some 
extracts from an article in the Country Gentleman on the Lakes
to-the-Gulf waterway. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Illinois? 

Mr. UNDERHILL. I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is beard. 

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING ACT 

Mr. PTJRl\TELL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill H. n. 1. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill by title. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (II. R. 1) to establish a Federal farm board, to promote the 

effective merchandising of agricultural commodities in interstate and for
eign commerce, and to place agriculture on a basis of economic equality 
with other industries. 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous c<>nsent that 
the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

Tbe SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 
The statement was read. 
The conference report and statement are as follows: 

to establish a Federal farm board to promote the effective 
merchandising of agricultural commodities in interstate and for
eign commerce, and to place agriculture on a basis of economic 
equality with other industries, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the 
Senate amendment insert the following: 

" DECLARATION 01' POLICY 

"SECTION 1. (a) That it is hereby declared to be the policy 
of Congress to promote the effective merchandising of agricul
tural commodities in interstate and foreign commerce, so that 
the industry of agriculture will be placed on a basis of economic 
equality with other industries, and to that end to protect, con
trol, and stabilize the currents of interstate and foreign com
merce in tlie marketing of agricultural commodities and their 
food products-

"(1) by minimizing speculation. 
"(2) by preventing inefficient and wasteful methods of dis

tribution. 
"(3) by encouraging the organization of producers into effec

tive associations or corporations under their own control for 
greater unity of effort in marketing and by promoting the estab
lishment and financing of a farm marketing system of producer
owned and producer-controlled cooperative associations and other 
agencies. 

" ( 4) by aiding in preventing and controlling surpluses in any 
agricultural commodity, through orderly production and distribu
tion, so as to maintain advantageous domestic markets and pre
vent such surpluses from causing undue and excessive fluctua
tions or depressions in prices for the commodity. 

" (b) There shall be considered as a surplus for the purposes 
of this act any seasonal or year's total surplus, produced in the 
United States and either local or national in extent, that is in 
excess of the requirements for the orderly distribution of the 
agricultural commodity or is in excess of the domestic require-
ments for such commodity. . 

" (c)' The Federal farm board shall execute the powers 
vested in it by this act only in such manner as will, in· the judg
ment of the board, aid to the fullest practicable extent in carry
ing out the policy above declared. 

"FEDERAL FARM BOARD 

" SEC. 2. A Federal farm board is hereby created, which shall 
consist of eight members· to be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and of the Sec
retary of Agriculture ex officio. In making the appointments the 
President shall give due consideration to having the major agri
cultural commodities produced in the United States fairly rep
resented upon the board. The terms of office of the appointed 
members of the board first taking office after the date of the ap
proval of tbis act shall expire, as designated by the President at 
the time of nomination, two at the end of the first year, two at 
the end of the second year, one at the end of the third year, one 
at the end of the fourth year, one at the end of the fifth year, 
and one at the end of the sixth year after such date. A 
successor to an appointed member of the board shall have 
a term of office expiring six years from the date of the expira
tion of the term for which his predecessor was appointed, ex
cept that any person appointed to fill a vacancy in the board 
occurring prior to the expiration of the term for which his 
predecessor was appointed, shall be appointed for the remainder 
of such term. One of the appointed members shall be desig
nated by the President as chairman of the board and shall b~· 
the principal executive officer thereof. The board shall select 
a vice chairman who shall act as chairman in case of the ab
sence or disability of the chairman. .The board may function· 
notwithstanding vacancies, and a majority of the appointed 
members in office shall constitute a quorum. Each appointed 
member shall be a citizen of the United States and shall not 
actively engage in any other business, vocation, or employment 
than that of serving as a member of the board; nor shall any 
appointed member during his term of office engage in the busi
ness (except such business as is necessary to the operation of 
his own farm or farms) of buying and selling, or otherwise be 
financially interested inr any agricultural commodity or product 
thereof. Each appointed member shall receive a salary of 
$12,000 a year, together with necessary traveling and subsist
ence expenses, or per diem allowance in lieu thereof, within the 
limitations prescribed by law, while away from his official 
station upon official business. · 

CONFEBENOE REPORT · • · · "ADVISORY COMMODITY COM:t.IITTEES 

. The committee of conference on the disagreeing vo.tes. of the. "SEO... 3 . . (a) The board. is. authorized to designate,. from time 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.lJ to time, as an agricultural commodity for the purposes of this 

J 
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act · (1) any regional or market classification ur type of any 
agricultural commodity which is so different in use or market
ing methods from other such classifications or types of the com
modity as to require, in the judgment of the board, treatment 
as a separate collliDodity under this act; or (2) any two or more 
agricultural commodities which are so closely related in use or 
marketing methods as to require, in the judgment of the board, 
joint treatment as a single commodity under this act. 

modi ties and food produds- thereof; methods of- developing by- . 
products of and new uses for agricultural con:unoclities · and 
transportation conditions and their effect upon tbe marketing 
of agricultural commodities. 

"REVOLVING FUND 

"SEC. 6. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated the 
sum of $500,000,000 which shall be made available by the Con
gress as soon as practicable after the approval of this act and 
shall constitute a revolving fund to be administered by the board 
as provided in this act. 

·• ( 1.>) The board shall invite the cooperative a ociations han
dling any agricultural commodity to establish an advisory com
modity committee to consist of even members, of whom at 
least two shall be experienced handlers or processors of the " LOANs TO cooPERATIVE AssociATIONS 
commodity, to represent such commodity before the boa1·d in "SEC. 7. (a) Upon application by any cooperative association 
matters relating to the commodity. Members of each advisory the board is authorized to make loans to it from the revolving 
committee shall be selected by the cooperative associations from fund to assist in-
time to time in such manner as the board shall prescribe. No "(1) the effective merchandising of agricultural commodities 
sulary shall be paid to committee members, but the board shall and food products thereof; 
pay each a per diem compensation not exceeding $20 for at- "(2) the construction or acquisition by purchase or lease of 
tending committee meetings called by the board and for time physical marketing facilities for preparing, handling storing 
devoted to other business of the committee authorized by the proc-essing, or merchandising agricultural commoditi~ or thea! 
boar<l, and nece sary traveling and subsistence expenses, or per food products; 
diem allowance in lieu thereof, within the limitations prescribed "(3) the fonnation of clearing-bouse associations· 
by l; w for civilian employees in the executive branch of the " ( 4) extending membership of the cooperative' association 
Qoyernment. Each advisory committee shall be designated by applying for the loan by educating the producers of the com
the name of the commodity it represents, as, for example, the modity handled by the association in the advantages of coopera-
' cotton advisory committee.' tive marketing of that commodity; and 

" (c) Each advisory committee shall meet as soon as practi- " ( 5) enabling the cooperative association applying for the 
cable after its selection, at a time and place designated by the loan to advance to its members a greater share of the market 
board. Each advisory committee shall meet thereafter at least price of the commodity delivered to the association than is 
twice a yeru· upon call of the board, and may meet at other practicable under other credit facilities. 
times upon call of a majority of the members thereof. Each "(b) No loan shall be made to any cooperative association 
advisory committee shall select a chairman and secretary. unless, in the judgment of the board, the loan is in furtherance · 

"(d) Each advisory committee may by itself or through its of the policy declared in section 1 and the cooperative associa
officers, (1) confer directly with the board, call for informa- tion applying for the loan has an organization and management, 
tion from it, or make oral or written representations to it, and business policies, of such character as to insure the reason
concerning matters within the jurisdiction of the board and able safety of the loan and the furtherance of such policy. 
relating to the agricultural commodity, and (2) cooperate with "'(c) Loans for . the construction or acquisition by purchase 
the bo-ard in advising the producers through their organizations or lease of physical facilities shall be subject to the following 
or otherwise in the development of suitable programs of limitations: 
planting or breeding in order to secure the maximum benefits "(1) No such Joan for the construction or purchase of such 
under this act consistent with the policy declared in section 1. facilities shall be made in an amount in excess of 80 per cent 

"GENERAL rowERs oF BOARD of the value of the facilities to be constructed or purchased. 
"SEC. 4. The board- "(2) No loan for the purchase or lease of such facilities shall 
"(1) shall maintain its principal office in the District of be made unless the board finds that the purchase price or rent 

Columbia, and such oth'er offices in the United States as in its to be paid is reasonable. 
judgment are necessary. "(3) No loan for the construction, purchase, or lease of such 

"(2) shall have an official seal which shall be judicially facilities shall be made unless the board finds that there are 
noticed. not available suitable existing facilities that will furnish their· 

"(3) shall make an annual report to Congress upon the ad- services to the cooperative association at reasonable rates; and 
ministration of this act and any other matter relating to the in addition to the preceding limitation, no loan for the construe
better effectuation of the policy declared in section 1, includ- tion of facilities shall be made unless the board finds that suit
ing recommendations for legislation. able existing facilities are not available for purchase or lease 

" ( 4) may make such regulations as are necessary to execute at a reasonable price or rent. 
the functions vested in it by this act. " (d) Loans for the construction or purchase of physical 

"(5) may appoint and fix the salaries of a secretary and such facilities, together with interest on the loans, shall be repaid 
experts, and, in accordance with the classification act of 1923, upon an amortization plan over a period not in excess of 20 
as amended, and subject to the provisions of the civil service years. 
laws, such other officers and employees, as ru·e necessary to·exe- "MISCELLANEOus LOAN PROVISioNs 
cute such functions. "SEC. 8. (a) Loans to any cooperative association or stabili-

" (6) may make such expenditures (including expenditures for zation corporation and advances for insurance purposes shall" 
rent and personal services at the seat of government and else- bear interest at a rate of interest per annum equal to the lowest 
where, for law books, periodicals, and books of reference, and rate of yield (to the nearest one-eighth of 1 per cent) of any 
for printing and binding) as are necessary to execute such Government obligation bearing a date of issue subsequent to 
functions. Expenditures by the board shall be allowed and April 6, 1917 (except postal-savings bonds), and outstanding 
paid upon the presentation of itemized vouchers therefor ap- at the time tbe loan agreement is entered into or the advance 
proved by the chairman of the board. is made by the board, as certified by the Secretary of the 

"(7) shall meet at the call of the chairman, the Secretary of Treasury to the board upon its request: Provided, That in no 
Agriculture, or a majority of its members. case shall the rate exceed 4 per cent per annum on the unpaid 

"SPECIAL POWERS OF BOAl!D principal. 
" SEC. 5. The board is autlwrized and directed- " (b) Payments of principal or interest upon any such loan or 
"(1) to promote education in the principles and practices of advance shall be covered into the revolving fum!. 

cOQperative marketing of agricultural commodities and food "(c) Loans to any cooperative association or stabilization cor-
products thereof. poration shaH be made upon the terms specified in this act and 

"(2) to encotu·age the organization, improvement in meth- upon such other terms not inconsistent therewith and upon such 
ods, and development of effective cooperative associations. · security as the board deems necessary. 

"(3) to keep advised from any available sources and make "(d) No loan or insurance agreement shall be made by the 
reports as to crop prices, experiences, prospects, supply, and. board if in its jud~nt the agreement is likely to increase 
tlemand, at home and abroad. unduly the production of any agricultural commodity of which 

"(4) to investigate conditions of overproduction of agricul- there is commonly produced a surplus in excess of the annual 
tural commodities and advise as to the prevention 'Of such over- marketing requirements. 
prodUCtiOn. " STABfLlZATION CORPORATIONS 
. "(5). to make ~nvestigations and reports and publish the same, "SEa. 9. (a) The board may, upon application of the advisory 
mcludmg investigations and reports upon the following: Land commodity committee for any commodity recognize as a stabili
utilization for agricultural purposes; reduction of the acreage zation corpor~tion for the commodity a.r{y corporation if-
of u:r;tprofitable marginal lands iQ cultivation; ~ethods of ex- 1 "(1) the board finds that the marketing situation with respect 
pandmg markets at home and abroad for: agncultnral com- ~ to the agricultural ~odity requires o~ may require the estab-

J 
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lishment of a stabilization corporation in order effectively to 
carry out the policy declared in section 1 ; and 

" (2) the board finds that the corporation is duly organized 
under the laws of a State or .Territory; and 

"(3) the board finds that all the outstanding voting stock or 
membership interests in the corporation are and may be owned 
only by cooperative associations handling the commodity; and 

" ( 4) the corporation agrees with the board to adopt such by
laws as the board may from time to time require, which by-laws, 
among other matters, shall permit cooperative associations not 
stockholders or members of the corporation to become stockhold
ers or members therein upon equitable terms. 

" (b) Any stabilization corporation for an agricultural com
modity (1) may act as a marketing agency for its stockholders 
or members in preparing, handling, storing, processing, and mer
chandising for their account any quantity of the agricultural 
commodity or its food products, and (2) for the purpose of 
cont rolling any surplus in the commodity in furtherance of the 
policy declared in section 1, may prepare, purchase, handle, store, 
process, and merchandise, otherwise than for the account of its 
stockholders or members, any quantity of the agricultural com
modity or its food products, whether or not such commodity or 
products are acquired from its stockholders or members. 

"(c) Upon request of the advisory committee for any com
modity the board is authorized to make loans from the revolv
ing fund to the stabilization corporation for the commodity for 
working capital to enable the corporation to act as a marketing 
agency for its stockholders or members as hereinbefore pro
vided. Not less than 75 per cent of all profits derived by a 
stabilization corporation each year fi·om its operations as such 
a marketing agency shall be paid into a merchandising reserve 
fund to be established by the corporation. No such payment 
shall be required whenever the fund is in such amount as, in 
the judgment of the board, constitutes a sufficient reserve for 
such operations of the corporation. Out of the remainder of 
such profits for the year the corporation shall repay any out
standing loan made under this subdivision and the accrued 
interest thereon, or if all such loans and accrued interest have 
been fully repaid, then it may distribute a patronage dividend 
to its stockholders or members. Such patronage dividend shall 
be paid to each stockholder or member on the basis of the total 
volume of the commodity or its products for the year marketed 
for his account through the corporation. 

•· (d) Upon request ot the advisory committee for any com
modity the board is authorized to make loans from the revolving 
fund to the stabilization corporation for the commodity to enable 
the corporation to control any surplus in the commodity as here
inbefore provided and for meeting carrying and handling charges 
and other operating expenses in connection therewith. The 
board shall require a stabilization corporation to establish · and 
maintain adequate reserves from its profits from its sm·plus 
control operations before it shall pay any dividends out of such 
profits. All losses of the corporation from such operations shall 
be paid from such reserves, or if such reserves are inadequate, 
then such losses shall be patd by the board as a loan from the 
revolving fund. Any amounts so loaned for payment of losses 
shaJl be repaid into the revolving fund by the corporation from 
future profits from its surplus control operations. Any stabiliza
tion corporation receiving loans under this subdivision for sur
plus control operations shall exert every reasonable effort to 
avoid losses and to secure profits, but shall not withhold any· 
commodity from the domestic market if the prices have become 
unduly enhanced, resulting in distress to domestic consumers. 
Stockholders or members of the corporation shall not be subject 
to assessment for any losses incurred in surplus control opera
tions of the corporation. 

"(e) A stabilization corporation shall keep ~ch accounts, 
records, and memoranda, and make such reports with respect to 
its transactions, business methods, and financial conuition, as 
the board may from time to time prescribe; shall permit the 
board to audit its accounts annually and at such other times as 
the board deems advisable ; and shall permit the board, upon its 
own initiative or upon written request of any stockholder or 
memb~, to investigate the financial condition and business' 
methods of the corporation. 

"(f) No loan shall be made to any stabilization corporation 
unless, in the judgment of the board, the loan is in furtherance 
of the policy declared in section 1. 

"CLEARING HOUSE ASSOCIATIONS 

" SEO. 10. Upon application of any cooperative association 
handling an agricultural commodity or of producers of an 
agricultural commodity, the board is authorized, if it deems 
such association or producers representative of the commodity, 
to assist in forming producer-controlled clearing house associa
tions adapted to effecting the economic distribution of the agri-

cultural commodity among the various markets and to mini
mizing waste and loss in the marketing of the commodity, if 
such assistance, in the judgment of the board, will be in fur
therance of the policy declared in section 1. The- board may 
provide for the registration, and for the termination of the 
registration, of any clearing house association in accordance 
with such regulations as the board may prescribe. Such clear
ing house associations are authorized to operate under rules 
adopted by the member cooperative associations and approved 
by the board. Independent dealers in, and handlers, distrib
utors, and processors of, the commodity, as well as cooperative 
associations handling tbe commodity, shall be eligible for mem
bership in the clearing house association: Provided, That the 
policy of such clearing house association shall be approved by a 
committee of praiucers which, in the opinion of the board, is 
representative of the commodity. Clearing house associations 
shall utiliz-e the Market News Service and other facilities of the 
Department of Agriculture as far as possible. 

"PRICE INSURANCE 

"SEC. 11. The board is authotized, upon application of co
operative associations, to enter into agreements, subject to the 
conditions hereinafter specified, for the insurance of the coop
erative associations against loss through price decline in the 
agricultural commodity handled by the associations and . pro
duced by the members thereof. Such agreements . shall be 
entered into only if, in the judgment of the board, (1) cover
age is not available from private agencies at reasonable rates, 
(2) the insurance will be in furtherance of the policy declared 
in section 1, {3) the agricultural commodity is regularly 
bought and sold in the markets in sufficient volume to establish 
a recognized basic price for the market grades of the com
modity, and ( 4) there is available with respect to the com
modity such market information as will afford an accurate 
record of prevailing prices for the commodity coV'ering a 
period of years of sufficient length to serve as a basis to cal
culate the risk and fix the premium for the insurance. The 
agreements shall require payment of premiums so fixed and 
shall include such other terms as, in the judgment of the board, 
are necessary. The boa1·d may make advances from the revolv: 
ing fund to meet obligations under any insurance agreement, 
but such advances together with the interest thereon shall, as 
soon as practicable, be repaid from the proceeds of insurance 
premiums. 

" ADMINISTRATIVE APPROPRIATION 

" SEC. 12. For expenditures in executing the functions vested 
in the board by this act (including salaries and expenses of 
members, officers, and employees of the board and per diem 
compensation and expenses of the commodity committees), 
incurred prior to July 1, 1930, there is hereby authorized to be 
appropriated the sum of $1,500,000. No part of the moneys · 
appropriated in pursuance of this authorization shall be avail
able for expenditures, including loans and advances, for the 
payment of which the revolving fund or insurance moneys are · 
authorized to be used. 

" AVOIDANCE OF DUPLICATION 

" SEc. 13 (a) The board shall, in cooperation with any gov
ernmental establishment in the Executive branch of the Govern
ment, including any field service thereof at home or abroad, 
avail itself of the services and facilities thereof in order to 
avoid preventable expense or duplication of effort. 

"(b) The President may by Executive order direct any such 
governmental establishment to furnish the board such informa
tion and data as such governmental establishment may have 
pertaining to the functions of the board ; except that the Presi
dent shall not direct that the board be furnished with any in
formation or dat a supplied by any person in confidence to any 
governmental establishment in pursuance of any provision of 
law or of any agreement with a governmental establishment. 

" (c) The board may cooperate with any State or Territory, 
or department, agency, or political subdivision thereof, or with 
any person. 

" (d) The board shall, through the Secretary of Agriculture, 
indicate to the appropriate bureau or division of the Depart
ment of Agriculture any special problem on which a research is 
needed to aid in carrying out the provisions of this act. 

"(e) The President is authorized, by Executive order, to 
transfer to or retransfer from the jurisdiction and control of 
the board the whole or any part of (1) any office, bureau, serv
ice, division, commission, or board in the executive branch of 
the Government engaged in scientific or extension work, or the 
furnishing of services, with respect to the marketing of agri
cultural commodities, (2) its functions pertaining to such work 
or services, and {3) the records, property, including office 
equipment, personnel, and unexpended balances of appropria
tion, pertaining to such work or services. 
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"icxAMINATION OJ' BOOKS AND ACCOUNTS OF BOARD 

"SEO. 14. Vouchers approved by the chairman of the board 
for expenditures from the revolving fund pursuant to an~ loan 
or advance or from insurance moneys pursuant to any msur
ance agreement, shall be final and conclusive upon all officers 
of the Government ; except that .all financial transactions of the 
board shall, subject to the above limitations, be examined by 
the General Accounting Office at such times and in such manner 
as the Comptroller General of the United States may by r~gula
tion prescribe. Such examination, with respect to expenditures 
from the revolving fund pursuant to any loan or advance or 
from insurance moneys pursuant to any insurance a&Teement, 
shall be for the sole purpose of making a report to the Congress 
and to the board of expenditures and of loan and insurance 
agreements in violation of law, together with fijlch recommenda
tions thereon as the Comptroller General deems advisable. 

" MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

"SEC. 15 (a) As used in this act, the term 'cooperative as
sociation' means any association qualified under the act e~
titled 'An act to authorize the association of producers of agri
cultural products,' approved February 18, 1922. Whenever in 
the judgment of the board the producers of any agricultural 
commodity are not organized into cooperative associations so 
extensively as to render such cooperative associations repre
sentative of the commodity, then the privileges, assistance, and 
authority available under this act to .co?perative a.ssociati?ns, 
shall also be available to other associations and corporations 
producer-owned and producer-controlled and organized for and 
actually engaged in the marketing of the agricultural com
modity. No such association or corporation shall be held to be 
producer-owned and producer-controlled unless owned and con
trolled by cooperative associations as above defined and/or by 
individuals engaged as original producers of the agricultural 
commodity. 

" (b) It sha 11 be un 1 awful for any member, officer, or em pl?yee 
of the board to speculate, directly or indirectly, in any agt'lcul
tural commodity or product thereof, or in contracts relall?g 
thereto or in the stock or membership interests of any associa
tion or' corporation engaged in handling, processing, _or d!-sposi~ 
of any such commodity or product. Any person VIOlating this 
subdivision shall upon conviction thereof be fined not more than 
$10 000 or imprisoned not more than 10 years, or both. 

"'(c)' It shall be unlawful (1) for any cooperative associa
tion stabilization corporation, clearing-house association, or com
modity committee, or (2) for any director, officer, el!lPl.oyee, or 
member or person acting on behalf of any such assoc1at10n, cor
poration, or committee, to which or to who~ informatio~ has 
been imparted in confidence by the board, to disclose such mfor
mation in violation of any regulation of the board. Any such 
as ociation, corporation, or committee, or director, officer, em
ployee or member thereof, violating this subdivision, shall be 
fined ~ot more than $5,000, or imprisoned not more than five 
years, or both. 

" (d) The inclusion in any governmental report, bulletin, or 
other such publication hereafter issued or published of any pre
diction with respect to cotton prices is hereby prohibited. Any 
officer or employee of the United States who authorizes or is 
responsible for the inclusion in any. s"?ch report, bulletil';', or 
other publication of any such prediCtion, or who knowmgly 
causes the issuance or publication of any such report, bulletin, or 
other publication containing any such prediction, shall, upon 
conviction thereof, be fined not less than $500 or more than 
$5 000 or imprisoned for not more than five years, or both: 
p;01Jiitea That this subdivision shall not apply to the members 
of the bOard when engaged in the performance of their duties 
herein provided. . . 

" (e) If any provision of this act is declared unconstitutional, 
or the applicability thereof to any person, circumstance, com
modity, or class of transactions with respect to any commodity is 
held invalid the validity of the remainder of the act and the 
applicability' of such provision to other persons, circumstances, 
commodities, and classes of transactions shall not be affected 
thereby. 

"(f) This act may be cited as the 'agricultural marketi~ 
act.'" 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
G. N. HAUGEN, 
Ii'RED S. PURNELL, 
T. S. WILLIAMS, 
J. B. AswELL, 
D. H. KINCHELOE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
CHAB. L. McNARY, 
ARTHUR CAPPER, 
J OS. E. RANSDELL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 1) 
to establish a Federal farm board to promote the effective 
merchandising of agricultural commodities in interstate and 
foreign commerce, and to place agriculture on a basis of eco
nomic equality with other industries, submit the following 
statement in explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon 
by the conferees and recommended in the accompanying con
ference report : 

The Senate amendment struck out all of the House bill after 
the enacting clause. The House recedes from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate, with an amendment which is 
a substitute for both the House bill and the Senate amendment. 
The e ential differences between the House bill and the Senate 
amendm'ent, and the nature of the corresponding provisions of 
the substitute agreed upon by the conferees, are set forth in 
the following discussion : 

DECLARATION OB' POLICY 

The House bill (sec. 1) declared it to be the policy of Con
gress to promote the effective merchandising of agricultural 
commodities in interstate and foreign commerce so that the 
industry of agriculture would be placed on a basis of economic 
equality with other industries. This end was to be obtained 
by (1) minimizing speculation, (2) preventing inefficient and 
wasteful methods of distribution, (3) limiting undue and ex
cessive price fluctuations, ( 4) encouraging the organization of 
producers into cooperative associations and promoting the estab
lishment and financing of a farm-marketing system of producer
owned and producer-controlled cooperative associations and other 
agencies, and (5) aiding in preventing and controlling surpluses 
in any agricultural commodity, through orderly production and 
distribution, so as to maintain advantageous domestic markets 
and prevent such surpluses from unduly depressing the prices 
for the commodity. 

The Senate amendment (sec. 1) declared it to be the policy 
of the United States to minimize price fluctuations by con
trolling surpluses, and by encouraging producers to organize 
effective associations or corporations under their own control 
for greater unity of effort in marketing. The Senate amend
ment described a surplus as a " seasonal or year's total surplus, 
produced in the United States and either local or national in 
extent; that is, in excess of the requirements for the orderly 
marketing of any agricultural commodity or in excess of the 
domestic requirements for such commodity." The substitute 
(sec. 1) retains substantially the provisions of the· House bill, 
together with the provisions in the Senate amendment defining 
a surplus. The Senate amendment (sec. 1 (2)) contained a 
provision declaring that the objects hereinbefore referred to 
shouid be accomplished in such manner as to bring about a 
substantial and permanent improvement in agriculture and pro
mote the best interests of the country as a whole. It also de
clared (sec. 14 (f)) it to be the purpose of this act to organize, 
encourage, and utilize existing cooperative farm organizations 
and farm cooperative marketing agencies. Both of these provi
sions have been omitted from the substitute. 

WE>Jm.AL FARM BOARD 

The House bill (sec. · 2 (a)) provides for a Federal farm 
board to consist of a chairman and five other appointed mem
bers 'the chairman to serve at the pleasure of the President 
and' his salary to be fixed by the President. The House bill 
also provided that the President should designate any appointed 
member to act as chairman in case of the ab ence or disa
bility of the chairman. These provisions are omitted from the 
substitute. 

The Senate amendment (sec. 2) provided for a Federal farm 
board, to consist of 12 appointed members. 1 from each of 
the 12 Federal land-bank districts, the chairman to be desig
nated by the President and to be the principal executive officer 
of the board and the board to select a vice chairman. It also 
provided that the terms of office and the salary of all appointed 
members, including the chairman, should be the same, namely, 
$12,000 a year. The Senate amendment further provided that 
no appointed member should during his term of. office en~age 
in the business of buying and selling or oth·erwise be financially 
interested in any agricultural commodity or product thereof, 
except such business as was necessary in the operation of his 
own farm or farms. 

The substitute (sec. 2) provides for a Federal farm board to 
consist of eight appointed members and retains the provisions 
of the Senate amendment providing that the salaries and terms 
of office of all the appointed members, including the chairman, 
shall be the same, namely, $12,000 a year. It also contains a 
provision requiring the President to give due consideration to 
having the major agricultural commodities produced in the 
United. States fairly represented upog the board rather than to 



1929 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 2521 
select them from the several land-bank districts. The provi
sions of the Senate amendment requiring the President to desig
nate the chairman of the . board and authorizing the board to 
select a vice chairman are adopted in the substitute as well as 
the provision providing that no appointed member should, during 
his term of office, engage in the business of buying and selling 
or otherwise be financially interested in any agricultural com
modity or product thereof. 

The Senate amendment (sec. 2) contained a clause providing, 
as a qualification to membership on the board, that each ap
pointed member shall have demonstrated his capacity and fit
ness by a record of success in agricultural activities. This 
provision is omitted from the substitute. 

ADVISORY COMMODITY COMMITTEES 

The House bill (sec. 3 (b)) provided that the board should 
invite the cooperative associations for any commodity to estab
lish advi&ory commodity committees to consist of seven mem
bers, at least two of whom were to be experienced handlers 
and processors of the commodity. l\Iembers were to be selected 
by cooperative associations in such manner as the board might 
prescribe. The Senate amendment (sec. 4 (a)) provided for 
the establishment of an advisory council for each commodity 
prior to the first certification of a stabilization corporation for 
that commodity. Each council was to consist of seven members 
selected by the board from persons nominated by the cooperative 
associations for the commodity in such manner as the board 
should prescribe. 

The substitute retains the House provisions with the addition 
of certain provisions from the Senate amendment (sec. 4) not 
found in the House bill and covering such details as meetings of 
the advisory committee, the selection of its chairman and 
secretary, and an outline of the functions and authority of the 

· committee. Among these latter are conferences with the board, 
calling for information from it, making oral or written repre
sentations to it, and cooperation with it in advising producers 
of the commodity in the development of suitable programs of 
planting and breeding. 

While the House bill (sec. 3 (a)) and the Senate amend
ment (sec. 5 (a)) both give the board power to provide for 
combined treatment of one or more agricultural commodities 
as one commodity or separate treatment for different classi
fications or types of a single commodity, neither the House bill 
nor the Senate amendment defines the term " agricultural com
modity." However, the Senate amendment (sec. 1 (3)) pro
vided that the term shall include, among other matters, corn
stalks, wheat, oat and rice stalks, cotton stalks, and other like 
agricultural products. This provision is omitted from the sub
stitute. 

GENERAL POWERS OF THE BOARD 

The substitute (sec. 4) makes no change from the House 
bill (sec. 2 (b)) in the general powers of the board except 
that it omits from the House bill the requirements that the 
principal office of the board shall be located in the Department 
of Agriculture and retains the provisions in the Senate amend
ment (sec. 3 (a) and (f)) to the effect that the board shall 
have its princip3l office in the District of Columbia, meet at the 
call of the chairman, the Secretary of Agriculture, ot· a majority 
of its members. 

The Senate amendment (sec. 3 (e)) provided that the ap
pointment of experts should be subject to the civil service laws 
and their salaries should be fixed in accordance with the classi
fication act of 1923. The House bill did not contain the8e 
restrictions, and they have been omitted from the substitute. 

SPECIAL POWERS 

The substitute (sec. 5) contains the identical provisions of 
the House bill (sec. 4) with the exception of omitting therefrom 
the requirement that the board shall have authority to make 
investigations and reports upon the economic need for reclama
tion and irrigation projects. 

REVOLVING FU~D 

The provisions of the House bill (sec. 5 (a) ) and of the Sen
ate amendment (E:ec. 8) establishing a revolving fund of $500,-
000,000 were identical. The substitute (sec. 6) of course makes 
no change. 

LOANS TO COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATIO~S 

The House bill provided for loans (sec. 5 (b)) to coopera
tive associations for effective merchandising, for the construc
tion or acquisition by purcllase OJ' lease of storage or other 
physical marketing facilities, for the formation of clearing
bouse associations, and for the ex.'i:ension of membership of 
cooperative associations through education in the advantages 
of cooperative marketing. The Senate amendment (sec. 6 (c)) 
provided for loans to cooperative associations for the acquisi
tion by purchase, construction, or otherwise of facilities and 
equipment for preparing, handling, storing, processing, or sale 

or other disposition of agricultural commodities, for working 
capital for cooperative associations, and for the purchasing o:t 
supplies and equipment by cooperative associations for use in 
the production of agricultural commodities by their members. 
The substitute (sec. 7 (a)) retains the provisions of the House 
bill, except that the provision for the loans for physical facili· 
ties is broadened so that physical facilities may be acquired for 1 

any phase of marketing, such as preparing, handling, storing, 
processing, or merchandising agricultural commodities or their. 
food products. 

The House bill (sec. 5 (b) ) contained certain provisions 
not found in the Senate amendment restrictjng the loans for 
physical facilities to 80 per cent of their value and further 
restricting them so as to avoid unnecessary duplication of 
existing facilities if the services of existing facilities were avail
able at reasonable rates or the facilities could be purchased or. 
leased for a reasonable price or rent. The substitute (sec. 7 (c))' 
retains these House provisions. 

In addition to the loans above set forth the Senate amend· 
ment (sec. 6 (c)) provided for loans to agricultural purchas
ing associations (as well as to cooperative marketing associa
tions) for the purchase of supplies and equipment for use 
in production. The House bill contained no similar provision, 
and the substitute likewise omits the provision. 

The Senate amendment (sec. 6 (d)) also provided for loans to 
cooperative associations for the purpose of enabling them to 
advance to their members a greater share of the market price 
of the commodity delivered to them than is practicable under 
other credit facilities. These loans were to be secured by a lien 
upon the commodity and, together with advances made by inter
mediate credit banks and other agencies upon the commodity, 
were not to exceed 85 per cent of its market value. The House 
bill had no such provision. The substitute (sec. 7 (a) (5)) re
tains the Senate provision, but with modifications eliminating the 
per cent limitation and leaving the matter of security to the 
discretion of the board. 

MISCELLANEOUS LOAN PROVISIONS 

The House bill (sec. 5 (a)) provided that all loans to co
operative associations or stabilization corporations or ad
vances for insurance purposes should be at a rate of interest 
fixed by the ooard. The Senate amendment (sec. 6 (f)) 
provided that such loans and advances should bear interest at a 
rate of interest per annum equal to the lowest rate of yield of 
any Government obligation bearing a date of issue since April 6, 
1917 (except postal-savings bonds), and outstanding at the time 
of the loan or advance, provided that in no case should this rate 
exceed 4 per cent per annum on the unpaid principal. The 
substitute (sec. 8 (a)) retains the Senate provision with au 
amendment to clear up a minor administrative difficulty. The 
House bill (sec. 5 (a)) provided that payments of interest 
should be covered into the Treasury, while the Senate amend
ment (sec. 6 (f)) provided that such payments should be 
covered into the revolving fund. The substitute (sec. 8 (b)) 
retains the Senate provision. 

The Senate amendment (sec. 6) in many cases specified the 
nature of security upon which the various loans were to be made. 
The House bill (sec. 5 (b) ) and the committee substitute (sec. 
8 (c)) leave this matter to the discretion of the board. 

The House bill (sec. 5 (e)) required that no Joan or insur
ance agreement should be made by the board if, in its judgment, 
the agreement is likely to increase unduly production of a com
modity of which there is commonly produced a surplus in excess 
of the annual domestic requirements. The Senate amendment 
h'ad no such provision. The committee substitute (sec. 8 (d)) re
tains the House provision with a modification which limi,ts the 
restriction to commodities of which there is commonly produced 
a surplus in excess of the annual requirements for orderly dis
tribution among both domestic and foreign markets. 

The Senate amendment provided for the allocation of the re
volving fund among the various classes of loans for cooperative 
associations and stabilization corporations by specifying maxi
mum amounts which the amount of the outstanding loans for 
the particula1· purpose could not exceed. The House bill con
tained no such restrictions, and the substitute likewise omits 
such restrictions. 

STABILIZATION CORPORATIONS 

Dual functions: Both the House bill and the Senate amend
ment recognized two main functions of stabilization corpora
tions. Fii·st, the stabilization corporation for any commodity 
was to engage in surplus control operations for the purpose of 
stabilizing the market for the commodity. This was to be done 
through purchasing, storing, and merchandising the commodity. 
In the second place, the stabilization corporations were to act 
as marketing agents. They were to be central marketing agen
cies through which their stoc.kholders or members, namely, the 
cooperative associations, might on their own account dispose 
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of tbe commodity produced or lawfully acquired by tbem, retain· 
ing the profits and suffering -the losses. (See sec. 6 (b) of the 
House bill and sec. 5 (d) of the Senate amendment.) 

Loans: The House bill (sec. 6 (b)) provided th~t loa.J?S from 
the revolving fund might be made to a stabilization corporation 
for working capital for its surplus-control operations. The 
Senate amendment not only provided for similar loans to a sta
bilization corporation (sec. 6 (b)) but also authorized the board 
to· subscribe to stock of a stabilization corporation from the 
revolving fund in order that the corporation might have avail· 
able working capital for its merchandising operations on ac· 
count of its members (sec. 5 (f)). The §ubstitute provides for 
obtaining working capital for both surplus-control operations 
and merchandising operations by means of loans (sec. 9 (c) 
and (d) ) , which will supplement the funds accumulated in its 
reser\es or obtainable from existing banking facilities. 

Reserves: The House bill (sec. 6 (d)) required a stabiliza· 
tion corporation to establish and maintain reserves before it 
could pay dividends out of its profits from any source. Losses 
which exceed its capital and reserves for all purposes were to 
be met out of future profits from any source and were not per· 
mitted to be assessed against stockholders or members. The 
Senate amendment segregated the two operations of the cor· 
poration, namely, surplus control operations and merchandising 
operations on account of its members. To this end the Senate 
amendment provided that 75 per cent of all profits made from 
surplus control operations should be paid into a surplus _con
trol reserve fund so long as that fund was inadequate in the 
judgment of the board. The remainder of the profits from the 
surplus control operations could ·be distributed as a patronage 
dividend. All losses from surplus control operations were pay
s.ble from the surplus control reserve fund, or, if that fund was 
Inadequate, then from the revolving fund, subject to _repay· 
ment with interest from future profits from surplus control 
operations. The profits of a stabilization corporation from its 
merchandising operations for the account of its members were 
in nowise subject to liability for losses from the surplus con· 
trol operations. On the other hand, the Senate amendment pro· 
vided that 75 per cent of its profits from merchandising op. 
erations for the account of its members should be paid into 
a merchandising reserve fund so long as that fund was inade
quate in the judgment of the board. Out of the remainder of 
such ·profits there was required to be paid a cash dividend on 
the outstanding stock which had been issued in order to obtain 
working capital, and any balance might be distributed as a 
patronage dividend. 

The substitute (sec. 9 (c) and (d)) retains the segregation 
principle provided in the Senate amendm'ent. A merchandis
ing reserve fund is established into which go 75 per centum 
of the profits derived by the stabilization corporation from its 
operations as a marketing agency for its members so long as 
that fund is inadequate in the judgment of the board. The re
mainder of its profits from its merchandising operations are 
to be used for repayment of the loan (which loan, as above 
noted, takes the place of the stock issue provided in the Sen
ate amendment) for working capital for its merchandising 
operations and interest thereon, and thereafter for patronage 
dividends. As to profits from surplus control operations, these 
are required to be paid into such reserves as the board may 
require the stabilization corporation to establish and maintain. 
Any excess may be paid out in dividends of such character as 
the corporation may lawfully declare and may in its discretion 
so declare. 

Establishment: The House bill (sec. 6 (a)) provided for 
the establishment of stabilization corporations only upon 
application of the advisory commodity committee for the com
modity. The Senate bill (sec. 5 (a)) permitted any qualified 
corporation to make application for certification as a stabiliza
tion corporation for a commodity. The substitute retains the 
r'equirement of the House bill. 

Accounts: The substitute (sec. 9 (e)) retains the provi
sions found in the Senate amendment (sec. 5 (c)), but not in 
the House bill, to the effect that the board may prescribe 
accounts, records, and memoranda of a stabilization corpora· 
tion, may require it to make reports with respect to its transac
tions, business methods, and financial condition, may audit its 
accounts annually and at such other -times as the board deems 
advisable, and may, upon its own initiative or upon written 
request of a stockholder or member of tbe stabilization cor· 
poration, investigate the financial condition and business 
methods of the corporation. 

The substitute (sec. 9 (d) ) also retains the provision found 
ln the House bill (sec. 6 (c)), but not the Senate amendment, 
to the effect that a stabilization corpo_ration shall exert every 
reasonable effort to a void losses and to secure profits, but shall 

not withhold any commodity from the domestic market if the 
prices thereof have become unduly enhanced resulting in distress 
to domestic consumers. 

By-laws: The House bill (sec. 6 (a) (4)) required the stabill· 
zation corporation, before being recognized as such by the board, 
to agree with the board to adopt such by-Iaw,s as the board may 
from time to time require and, among other matters, by-laws 
which permitted cooperative associations not stockholders or 
members of the corporation to become stockholders of members 
therein upon equitable terms. The Senate amendment (sec. 5 
(a) (3)) required a stabilization corporation to agree with the 
board, before being certified as a stabilization corporation, to 
adopt by-laws, and make such changes therein as in the judg. 
ment of the board were necessary to enable the corporation 
effectively to conform to the requirements of the act. The Sen· 
ate amendment (sec. 5 (a) ) further provided that the board 
shall prescribe the terms upon which a cooperative association 
should be entitled to admission to membership in a stabilization 
corporation. The Senate amendment :furt;her provided (sec. 5 
(b) ) that upon becoming a member of the stabilization corpora
tion, a cooperative association should subscribe for shares of 
stock in the corporation in number equal to tbe number of mem
bers of the cooperative association. The substitute (sec. 9 (a)) 
retains the provisions of the House bill upon the above matters. 

Duration: The charter of a corporation must be satisfactory 
to the board before the corporation will be recognized by the 
board as a stabilization corporation. Further, the board con
trols the by-laws of the corporation. It therefore follows that 
the surplus-conb·ol operations and the merchandising operations 
of a stabilization corporatJon are subject to control by the 
board in the interest of effectuating the declared policy. The 
Senate amendment (sec. 5 (a)) provided that the authority 
of a corporation to act as a stabilization corporation would 
expire at the end of five years unless renewed. The House bill 
and the substitute omit this provision as unnecessary in view 
of the control which the board has over the stabilization cor· 
poration, as a~ove set forth, and in view of the power of the 
board to supervise the reserves of a stabilization corporation. 
· Federal instrumentalities: The Senate amendment (sec. 5 
(a)) also declared stabilization corporations to be Federal in· 
strumentalities. The House bill had no similar declaration and 
it is omitted in the substitute. 

CLE.A.BING-HOUSE ASSOCIATIONS 

The substitute (sec. 10) retains the provisions of the House 
bill (sec. 5 (c) ) with the exception of a clerical change and 
the addition of the provisions of the Senate amendment (sec. 9) 
which required clearing-house associations to utilize the market 
news service and other facilities of the Department of Agricul· 
ture, as far as possible, and which gave the board power to 
terminate the registration of any clearing-house association. 

Under the provisions of the Senate amendment only coopera. 
tive associations handling perishable commodities could form a 
clearing-house association. The House bill and the substitute 
make possible clearing-house associations for all commodities. 

PRICE INSURANCE 

The House bill (sec. 5 (d) ) authorized the board to enter 
into insurance agreements with cooperative associations only 
upon application of the advisory commodity committee for the 
commodity. It also provided that such agreements should oo 
entered into only if, in the judgment of the board, the agricul· 
tural commodity was regularly traded in upon an exchange in 
sufficient volume to establish a recognized basic price for the 
commodity and such exchange had accurate price records of 
sufficient value to serve as a basis to calculate the risk and fix 
the premiums for the insurance. 

The Senate amendment (~ec. 7) contained no provision re
quiring the advisory commodity committee to make application 
for tbe insurance on behalf of the cooperative associations for 
the commodity. The Senate amendment also provided that 
such insurance agreements should be entered into if in the 
judgment of the board the agricultural commodity was regularly 
bought and sold in the markets in sufficient volume to establish 
a recognized basic price for the commodity and there was avail
able with respect to the commodity such market information 
as would afford an accurate record of prevailing prices for the 
commodity of sufficient value to serve as a basis to calculate 
the risk and fix the premiums for the insurance. 

The substitute (sec. 11) adopts the provisions of the Senate 
amendment. 

The House bill (sec. 5 (a)) provided that the interest rate 
on insurance moneys temporarily advanced from the revolving 
fund should be fixed by the board. The sub~titute omits this 
provision and- fixes the rate of interest the same as for loans. 
(See sec. 8 (a) of substitute.) 
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· ADMINISTRATIVE Al'PROPRIATION 

The House bill (sec. 8 (a)) authorized an appropriation of 
$1,500,000 for the administrative expenses of the board incurred 
prior to July 1, 1930, whereas the Senate amendment (sec. 11) 
authorized an appropriation of $500,000 for the administrative 
expenses of the board incurred prior to July 1, 1930. The sub
stitute (sec. 12) retains the provision of the House bill. 

AVOIDANCE OF DUPLICATION 

Cooperation with governmental establishments: The House 
bill (sec. 7) and the Senate amendment (sec. 13) were sub
stantially the same in providing for the cooperation with 
governmental establishments in the executive branch of the 
Government ; authorizing the President to direct any govern
mental establishment to furnish the board with information and 
data pertaining to the functions of the board; and authorizing 
the board to cooperate with any State or Territory, or depart
ment, agency, or political subdivision thereof, or with · any per
son. ' However, the House bill, in authorizing cooperation with 
any governmental establishment in the executive branch of the 
Government, included in addition any field service thereof, at 
home or abroad. The substitute (sec. 13 (a), (b), and (c) ) 
adopts the language of the Senate amendment but includes the 
provision of the House bill relating to cooperation with the field 
service of any governmental establishment at home or abroad. 

The Senate amendment (sec. 3 (g)) directed the board 
through the Secretary of Agriculture to indicate to the appro
priate bureau or division of the Department of Agriculture any 
special problem on which a research is needed by the board to 
aid it in carrying out the provisions of the act. No such pro
vision was contained in the House bill. The substitute (sec. 13 
(d)) adopts the Senate amendment. · 

Transfer of bureaus, etc.: The House bill (sec. 9) authorized 
the President to transfer to or reti·ansfer from the jurisdic
tien and control of the board the whole or any part of any office, 
bureau, service, division, commission, or board in the execu
tive branch of the Government engaged in scientific or extension 
work, or the furnishing of service with respect to the marketing 
of agricultural commodities, together with the records, property, 
personnel, and appropriations pertaining thereto. N-o such pro
vision was contained in the Senate amendment. The substitute 
adopts the provision of the House bill with a clerical change. 

EXAMINATION OF BOOKS AND ACCOUNTS OF BOARD 

The House bill (sec. 10) and the Senate amendment (sec. 12), 
which provided that vouchers approved by the chairman of the 
board for expenditures from the revolving fund should be final 
and conclusive on all officers of · the Government and which pro
vided that the General Accounting Office should examine · such 
expenditures only for the purpose of making a report to Con
gress of expenditures and advances and of loan and insurance 
agreements made in violation of law, were substantially the 
same except for a provision in the Senate amendment which 
related to export debentures. The substitute (sec. 14) retains 
the provisions of the House bill with clerical changes found 
necessary in order that the language in this section should con
form to the language of other portions of the substitute. 

MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 

The definition of the term "cooperative association" and the 
provisions prohibiting the members, officers, and employees of 
the board from speculating in agricultural commodities or food 
products thereof were identical in both the House bill (sec. 8 
(b) ) and the Senate amendment (sec. 14 (d) ) , and are there
fore adopted in the substitute (sec. 15 (a) and (b)) without 
change. 

The provisions of the House bill (sec. 8 (d)) and the Senate 
amendment (sec. 14 (c)) prohibiting cooperative associations, 
stabilization corporations, clearing-bouse associations, and advi
sory committees or any director, officer, or employee to which or 
to whom information bas been imparted in confidence to disclose 
such information in violation of any regulation of the board, 
were substantially the same. The House bill, however, provided 
that such prohibition should extend to any member of such asso
ciation, corporation, or committee, or any person acting on 
behalf of any such association, corporation, or committee, and 
except that the penalty provisions of the House bill provided 
for a fine of not more than $10,000 or imprisonment for not 
more than 10 years, or both. The Senate amendment provided 
for a fine of $2,000 ar imprisonment for not more than two years 
or both. The substitute (sec. 15 (c)) incorporates the provision~ 
of the House biJl, except that the penalty provisions are fixed 
at a fine of not to exceed $5,000 or imprisonment for not more 
than five years, or both. 

The Senate amendment (sec. 14 (e)) contained a provision 
which. prohibited the inclusion in any governmental report, 
bulletm, or other publication of any prediction with respect 

to the prices of cotton. No such proVISIOn was contained in 
the House bill. ~he Senate amendment is incorporated in the 
substitute with slight clerical changes. The· penalty provisions 
contained in the Senate amendment have been reduced in the 
substitute from a fine of not less than $1,000 or more than 
$10,000 to a fine of not less than $500 or more than $5,000. 

The Senate amendment (sec. 14 (a)) contained a separabil
ity clause which did not appear in the House bill and which 
is adopted in the substitute (sec. 15 (e) ) . . 

The House bill (sec. 11) provided that the act may be cited 
as the " Federal farm board act " and the Senate amendment 
(sec. 14 (g)) provided that the act may be cited as the "Agri
cultural surplus control -act." The substitute (sec. 15 (f)) 
provides that the. act may be cited as the "agricultural market
ing act." 

EXPORT DEBENTURES 

The Senate amendment provided for the issuance of export ' 
deb.Ji!ntures by the Secretary of Agriculture to exporters of agri
cultural commodities or their products. The debenture rates 
were one-half the rate of· tariff duty in effect with respect to 
the particular commodity, · except that so long as no import 
duty was imposed on cotton the debenture rate thereon would
be 2 cents per pound. Proportionate rates were provided for 
products of the comm9dity. Debentures if presented within one · 
year were receivable at face value in payment of duties col- 1 

lectible against any imported articles. In order to prevent 
undue stimulation in the production of any commodity by reason 
of the issuance of debentures, reduction& in debenture rates 
were authorized. The greater the increase in production over 
the average annual production .for the preceding five years, the 
greater the amount of the reduction in the debenture. 

The House bill contained no provision upon this subject, and 
the substitute likewise omits the debenture provisions. 

G. N. HAUGEN, 
FRED S. PURNELL, · 
T. S. WILLIAMS, 
J. B. AsWELL, 
D. H. KINCHELOE, 

Managers on the part of the H (ruse. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, the bill agreed upon in confer
ence is identical with the House provisions, with the exception 
of a few amendments. I shall refer to a few of the amend
ments. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield there? 
Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 
Mr. ASWELL. How much time will we have? 
Mr. HAUGEN. I expect to yield 20 minutes to the gentle

man, if that is agreeable. 
Mr. ASWELL. Yes. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, the bill agreed upon in con

ference is, as I said, practically the same as it passed the 
House, with a few amendments. I shall undertake to call 
attention to a few of the amendments agreed upon in con
ference. 

Section 1, relating to the declaration of policy, is identical 
with the House provision, except it adds a definition of sur
pluses in the following language : . 

There shall be considered as a surplus for the purposes of this act 
any seasonal or year's total surplus, produced in the United States 
and either local or national in extent, that is in excess of the require
ments for the orderly distribution of the agricultural commodity or is 
in excess of the domestic requirements for such commodity. 

That is the only amendment. Section 2 of the House bill 
created a farm board to consist of five members, to be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate; the chairman of the board to be appointed by the 
President and h~s term and salary to be fixed by the President; 
and the Secretary of Agriculture to be an ex officio member of 
the board. The Senate amendment created a board of 12 mem
bers, 1 to be appointed from each of the 12 land-bank districts, 
the salaries of all to be $12,000. The conferees agreed upon a 
membership of ei%bt, and the salary of all is fixed at $12,000, the 
Secretary of Agnculture to be an ex officio member of the board. 
The board is to appoint a vice chairman, who shall act as chair
man in case of absence or disability of the chairman. The con
ferees agreed upon 8 members, 2 to serve for 1 year, 2 to serve 
for 2 years, and the remaining members to serve for 3, 4, 5, and 
6 years, and thereafter for 6-year terms. 

Mr. BYRNS. Will the gentleman yield? · ii 
Mr. BA UGEN. Yes. . 
Mr. BYRNS. I want to ask the gentleman if there is any 

provision ·in the bill looking to at least a suggestion to the Presi
dent that these members of the board shall be appointed with 
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reference to the maJor agricultural products of the -country and 
.also as to the various sections of the country. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will read the provision. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. In section 2, appearing on page 

~ <Yf the report, is a provision that the Federal farm board shall 
.consist of so many members, and so on, and then there is the 
provision that in making the appointments the President shall 
give due consideration to having the major agricultural com
modities produced in the United States fairly represented upon 
the board. 

Mr. BYRNS. That is the only provision? 
, Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. That is the only provision which 
ln any way undertakes to limit or direct the President. · 

Mr. BYRNS. Is there anything in the bill with reference to 
the location of the various members of the board? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Nothing at all. 
Mr. BYRNS. Nor as to politics? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. That is correct. 
Mr. BYRNS. I am sure the gentleman agrees with me that 

)t should be a nonpartisan board? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Absolutely. 

, Mr. HAUGEN. Section 2 (b), relat4tg to general powers, 
provided that the principal office of the board shall be located 
1n the Deparbnent of Agriculture. The Senate provision pro
~des that it shall be maintained in the District of Columbia. 
ftrhe Senate amendment was agreed to. · 
· &ection 3 relates to the designation of agricultural commodi
~es. The House provision is agreed to with an amendment as 
1provided in the Senate amendment as follows: 
jBhall meet at the call of the chairman, the Secretary of Agriculture, or 
:a majority of its members. · 

I The Honse bill did not specify when the meetings were to 
·be held. 
~ Section 3 (b) relates to commodity advisory committees. The 
nouse provision is agreed to, with an amendment as provided 
in the Senate amendment as follows : 
, Each advisory committee shall be designated by the name of the 
commodity it represents, as, for example, the " cotton advisory · com
mittee." 

(c) Each advisory committee shall meet as ·soon ·as praeticable after 
Its selection, at a time and place designated by the board. Each ad
Visory committee shall meet thereafter at least twice a year upon call 
of the board, and may meet at other times upon call of a majority of 
the members thereof. Each advisory committee shall select a chairman 
and secretary; 

(d) Each advisory committee may by itself or through its officers (1) 
confer directly with the board, call for information from it, or make 
oral or written representations to it, concerning matters within the 
jurisdiction of the board and relating to the agricultural commodity, and 
_(2) cooperate with the board in advising the producers through their 
organizations or otherwise in ·the development of suitable programs of 
planting or breeding in order to secure the maximum benefits under this 

' _act consistent with the policy declared in ~ectlon 1. 

. That is the Senate provis~on. As to secti(}n. 4, th~ House 
provision provides that the board ~all keep advised from avail
able sources and make reports as to crop prices, and so forth ; 
to make investigations and report upon the economic need tor 

;reclamation and irrigation projects, but the words "economic 
need for reclamation and irrigation projects" were stricken from 

·the bilL 
1
- Section 5 relates to the revolving fund. The House provision 

rfs agreed to with an amendment to strike out "all such loans 
. shall bear interest at the rate to be fixed by the board," ·and the 
1 Senate amendment is agreed to as follows : 

SEC. 8. (a) Loans to any cooperative association or stabilization cor
' poration and ·advances for insurance purposes shall bear interest at a 
rate of interest per annum equal to the lowest rate of yield (to the 
nearest one-eighth of 1 per cent) of any Government obligation bearing 

, a date of issue subsequent to April 6, 1917 (except postal-savings 
· bonds), and outstanding at the time the loan agre'ement is entered 
1 into or the advance is made by the board, as certified by ·the Secretary 
. of the Treasury to the board upon its request : PrO'Vid-ed, That in no 
ease shall the rate exceed 4 per cent per annum on the unpaid principal. 

Also to strike out of the House provision the following: 
Repayment of principal on any loans or advances shall be covered 

into the revolving fund, and payment of interest of any loan or advance 
ahall be covered into the Treasury of the United States. 

And the Senate amendment is agreed to, as follows: 
(b) Payments of principal or interest UP<>n any such loan or advance 

eha.ll be covered into the revol-.ing fund. 

Referring to subsection (3) of section 5, the House bill 
provides-
that no loans for the construction, purchase, or lease of facilities shall 
be made unle.ss the cooperative association demonstrates to the satis
faction of the board that there are not available suitable facilities-

And the provision is agreed to with an amendment to strike 
out the words "the cooperative association demonstrates to the 
satisfaction of." 

Another Senate amendment is agreed to, as follows: 
(5) Enabling the cooperative association applying for the loan to 

advance to its members a greater share of the market price of the com
modity delivered to the association than is practicable under other credit 
facilities. 

And as follows: 
All losses of the corporation from such operations shall be paid 

from such reserves, or if such resenes are inadequate, then such losses 
shall be paid by the board as a loan from the revolving fund. Any 
amount so loaned for payment of losses shall be repaid into the revolving 
fund by the corporation from future profits from its surplus-control 
operations. 

Section 5 (c) relates to clearing-house associations. The 
House provision is agreed ·to, with an amendment striking out 
the foll?-wing : 

And provided further, That such clearing-house association shall 
operate under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the 
board. 

Also inserting after the word " registration " the words " and 
for the termination of registration," as provided in the Senate 
amendment. . 

Also the amendment, as provided in the Senate amendment, 
as follows: 

The association sha:q utilize the market news service and other f~cili
ties of the Department of Agriculture as far as possible. 

Section 6. Stabilization corporations: The House provisions 
are agreed to, except subsection (b), which has been redrafted 
embodying certain provisions of the Senate amendment. Th~ 
~e will not permit at this time to go into detail. The redraft 
of this section is cleal'ly set up on pages 15 and 16 of the report. -

The debenture p-rovision has been eliminated. 
Mr. WINGO. Right on that point, it has been suo-gested to 

me that this farm board could use the debenture pi~ if it saw 
fit and found it necessary. Is that true? 

Mr. HAUGEN. No; it is not included in the bill. 
Section 7 relates to cooperation with Government departments. 

The Senate provision is agreed to, with an amendment insert
ing the words " including any field service thereof at home or 
abroad " after the word " Government " in the third line of the 
section. 

Section 8 : For administrative expenses the House bill au
thorized to be appropriated $1,500,000. The Senate provided an 
authorization of appropriation of $500,000; and the House pro
vision is agreed to. 

Section 9 provided that the President is authorized by Ex
ecutive order to transfer or retransfer the whole or any part 
of any office. The House provision is agreed to. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. I understand that if this goes through, 

then the money will be available so that this law may go into 
operation immediately? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It will be for the Committee on Appropria
tions and Congress to appropriate the money. It is being au
thorized in this bill. 
Mr~ ABERI\TETHY. That is the gentleman's understanding-

it will be made available? 
Mr. HAUGEN. My understanding is that it will be; yes. 
Mr. CHALMERS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 
Mr. CHALMERS. Do you make any recommendation as to 

how much of the $500,000,000 shall be made available at oncer 
Mr. HAUGEN. The recommendation is that the entire $500,-

000,000 shall be made available and that it may be drawn as 
needed. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question right 
there? 

1\fr. HAUGEN. Yes. 
Mr. -WINGO. On page 6 of your report, subdivision (b), I 

find this language: 
Any stabilization corporation for nn agricultural commodity (1) may 

act as a marketing agency for its stockholders or members in preparing, 
handling, storing, pro-cessing, and merchandising for their account any 
quantity of the agricultural commodity or its food products,-
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A comma, not a sen:ricolon-

and (2) for the purpose of controlling any surplus In the commodity in 
furtherance of the policy declared in section 1, may prepare, purchase, 
handle, store, process, and merchandise otherwise than for the acco-qnt 
of its stockholders or members, any quantity of the agricultural com
modity or its food products, whether or not such commodity or products 
are acquired from its stockholders or members. 

The last few lines, to me, are about as clear as mud. Will 
the chairman tell us what they mean? 

Here is the point I have in mind, I will say to the gentleman; 
I read subdivision (b) and I call the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that (1) and (2) in subdivision (b) are separated by 
a comma. 

Mr. HArGE....~. It reads, "may prepare, purchase, handle, 
store, proces."!, and merchandise." 

:Mr. WINGO. Yes; I ha-ve read that. I imagine what you are 
trying to do is to authorize unrestricted open-market operations? 
Is that true? 

Mr. HAUGEN. It says to handle, store, purchase, and 
merchandise. 

Mr. WINGO. Notwithstanding what was said in the de
bate before, the phrase "open-market operations" has a well
understood meaning as used in the Federal reserve act. " Open
market operations" means to purchase and sell without restric
tion to members of the organization engaging in the operation. 
It mE:'ans to buy or sell from or to any person or corporation, 
whether they are stockholders in the stabilizing corporations or 
nonmembers, and is this language intended to give them that 
authority? . 

Mr. HAUGEN. Merchandising includes selling and purchas-
ing. There is no question about that. 

Mr. WINGO. Does subdivision (b) authorize these stabiliza
tion corporations to buy and sell in the open market without 
regard to whether the persons from whom they buy or to whom 
theY sell are members of a cooperative association or not? 

:rtir. HAUGEN. It simply provides here that the stabilization 
corporation--

:Mr. WINGO. I know what it states ; I want to know what 
it means. 

Mr. HAUGEN. It means exactly what it states-merchan-
dising. 

1\Ir. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAUGEN. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. That refers only to when the 

stabilization corporation goes out to stabilize the price and to 
buy in the open market and not to dealing with its members. 

:Mr. WINGO. In the open market? 
l\Ir. WILLIAi\IS of lllinois. In the open market. 
l\Ir. WINGO. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit, I 

would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois whether there 
is any restriction upon their open-market operations. Can 
the stabilization corporations buy and sell in the open market 
without regard to whether the purchaser, when they sell, or 
the seller, when they buy, is a member or stockholder of the 
stabilization corporation or not? 

Mr. WILLIA::\18 of illinois. 1\lr. Chairman, may I inquire 
in wlwse time the gentleman is speaking? 

Mr. WINGO. I was not speaking. I stated that with the 
permission of the chairman, who yielded, I would ask the 
gentleman from Illinois a question. I have asked the question. 
Will the gentleman please answer? 

1\Ir. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the 
gentlE:'man from Louisiana [Mr. AsWELL]. 

1\lr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gen
tleman from Kentucky [l\lr. KL~CHELOE]. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question before 
he starts? 

l\1r. KINCHELOE. I want to explain this bill if I can, but 
I will yielu. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman, in the course of his re
marks, answer the last question I asked the chairman [Mr. 
HAUGEN] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mt·. WILLIAMS], 
and which they side-stepped and did not answer? 
. Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Speaker, nobody is side-stepping any

thing. That is a very simple question to answer, ·and I may 
suggest to the gentleman that if he will wait a moment the 
queRtion will be fully answered . 
. Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, I do not yield for this 

discussion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LEHLRACH). The gentle

man from Kentucky lias the floor and declines to yield. 
Mr. WL."'IGO. I admit it was a very simple question that 

could have been answered, yes or no. I shall await the 
answer. 

Mr. PURNELL. The gentleman might not be able to submit 
any other kind. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WINGO. E-ven if I were able, I should not think of ask
ing the gentleman any other kind of question. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
in the very short time that we have under the rules on the 
conference report, if you will indulge me I want to discuss the 
report and show what changes there are from the original bill 
as it passed the Hollile, and the only way I know to do it is to 
follow the bill, and I hope you gentlemen all have before you 
the bill and the report. 

There is no change to amount to anything in the declaration 
of policy. Consequently I shall not touch upon that. 

The House provision with respect to the Federal farm board 
provided for six members and the Secretary of Agriculture. 
The conference report provides for eight members and the 
Secretary of Agriculture. The Hollile bill provided that all the 
members of the board except the chairman should draw $12,000 
a year, of course, all to be appointed by the President and 
confirmed by the Senate, except that the House provision pro
vided that the salary of the chairman of the board and his term 
of office should be fixed by the President. 

The House conferees yielded on that. So we now have a 
board of eight members and the Secretary of Agriculture and 
the salary is to be $12,000 a year for the chairman and for each 
member of the board. 

The provision with respect to the advisory commodity com
mittees is just the same as it was in the House except as to its 
meetings. In the House provision we provided that they should 
meet upon call of the board except that they should meet at 
least once a year. We agreed to an amendment that provides 
they may meet at least twice a year upon the call of the board 
and may meet at other times when a majority of the members 
thereof asks for a meeting. 

Under the House bill the offices of the farm board were to be 
in the D~rtment of Agriculture. We yielded on that and 
provided ihat the offices of the board should be in the District 
of Columbia, not necessarily in the Department of Agriculture. 
Of course, the idea of the House bill was not only to save office 
rent but that they might be close to the department where they 
could get information. 

Under the special powers of the board the substitute bill 
contains the identical provisions of the House bill with the ex
ception of omitting the requirement that the board shall have 
authority to make investigations and report upon the economic 
needs for reclamation and irrigation projects. 

In section 8 (a) we agree to a provision providing for loans 
to any cooperative associations, stabilization corporations, clear- ! 
ing-house associations, and so forth, and that the rate of in
terest shall be the same as now provided in the Shipping Board . 
act. 

The House bill provided that no loan or insurance agreement 
should be made to the board if, in its judgment, the agreement 
is likely to increase unduly the production of any agricultural 
commodity, of which there is commonly produced a surplus in 
excess of the annual domestic requirements. When this pro
vision was discussed on the floor of the House, the gentleman i 
from Alabama [1\fr. STEAGALL] offered an amendment to strike 
out the word "domestic" and insert the word "marketing." 
Also the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SuMNERS] made an able 
speech in behalf of this amendment, but the amendment was 
defeated. 

The conferees of the House, on their own initiative, got the 
Senate conferees to yield, and they have put in the word ; 
"marketing" instead of "dom'es.tic." 

The stabilization corporation provision, the most important . 
part of the bill, was rewritten. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KINCHELOE. I yield. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman please tell 

the distinction between a distribution of and excess of domestic 
requirement and the distribution of any excess in market re
quirements. What is the difference? 

Mr. KINCHELOE. It would take considerable time to ex
plain that, but the reason we changed that is that we always 
have an excess of domestic requirements of certain commodi
ties, like wheat, cotton, and some tobacco. If we confined our- · 
selves to the language of the original House bill provision, the 
domestic requirement, it always exists, and therefore, in my 
judgment, the board would be prevented from making any 
loans at all on some classes of tobacco, wheat, or cotton, and 
so we put in the word " marketing " instead of " domestic." In 
other -words, I do not think wheat, cotton, and some parts 
of tobacco could get any loan ·at all under the original House · 
provision. 
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The House uill provided for the creation of stabilization cor- fund of $500,000,000 to assist in the rehabilitation of agriculture, 

porations for two purposes: First, to act as a marketing agency I think that agricultural products will be stabilized and that 
for its stockholders or members; and, second, for controlling seasonal gluts will not occur. As I said in my speech when this 
any urplus in the commodity in furtherance of the policy legislation was pending before the House, I made up my mind 
declared in section 1. The conferees rewrote this section, which before I came to Washington to attend this extra session that I 
is section 9 in the conference report, but the stabilization cor- was going to do everything I could as a member of the Com
poration has the same powers as it had in the original bill. mittee 011 Agriculture to secure the best farm bill possible that 

But the stabilization corporation when it borrows money for would be signed by the President, and that no politics would 
the purpose of marketing the products of the cooperatives can enter into my activities in this matter. I am glad to say that 
not borrow money for the purpose of equipment. That is one there has been no politics in the framing of this bill by the Sub
difference. Secondly, as I say, they borrow for the purpose committee on Agriculture, or the Agricultural Committee, and 
of controlling the surplus, and taking it off the market, and I certainly there has been no polities with the five conferees of 
want to read this that the gentleman f1·om Arkansas [Mr. the Hou e in its deliberations with the conferees of the Senate. 
Wmoo] was so anxious about: If I have been of service in this matter I am happy, because no 

(2) For the purpose of controlling any surplus in the commodity in one in Congress wants to see agriculture rehabilitated any more 
furtherance of the policy declared in section 1, may prepare, purchase, than I do and I think this is a great step in the right direction. 
handle, store, process, and merchandise, otherwise than for the account If the bill is imperfect, Congress will be in ses ion all the time 

and it can be amended. No great constructive piece of legisla
of its stockholders or members, any quantity of the agricultural com- tion was ever perfect in the first law enacted. I sincerely tru.,t 
modity or its food products, whether or not such commodity or products 

that this legislation wiil be of great service to the farmers of 
are acqujred from its stockholders or members. the Nation, and I heartily thank the House for its cooperation 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. LEHLB.ACH). The time of With the Committee on Agriculture and the conferees in the 
the gentleman from Kentucky has expired. passage of this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Has the gentleman from Louisiana any The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
more time? Kentucky has again expired. 

Mr. ASWELL. The only time remaining that I have not · l\1r. ASWEL.L. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
promised is three minutes, and I yield those to the gentleman. man from Texas [Mr. JoNEs]. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I thank my colleague. So then they .Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I think the conferees 
can borrow, as I ay, for the purpose of taking the products off have very materially improved this bill, but I think they over
the market in the case of a glut, and they can buy from an looked the greatest opportunity to improve the bill which was 
individual or their own members, or anybody else. If they offered to them. I do not believe anyone would undertake to 
borrow that money for marketing purposes, they must take 75 offer the so-called debenture plan as an original proposition, 
per cent of their profit and put it into the surplus fund for but as a part of the tariff system I do not believe a man lives 
thi purpose, provided there is not already a sufficient surplus who can deny its logic or its justice. It has been frequently 
fund in there to put this over, and to make it a safe transaction. stated that a protective tariff tends to protect the home-market 
Then, after they put 75 per cent in there, the other !{5 per cent manufacturer against the cheap foreign laborer. The cotton 
may be used for one of two purposes, or both ; first, to pay producer, and in large measure the wheat producer, must not 
back to the board any loans outstanding from the revolving only compete with cheap foreign labor but with the added llandi
fund, from which it was borrowed for the purpose of market- cap of a higher market in which he must buy his supplies. My 
ing, and then, if there is anything left in the way of profit, chief purpose in rising to-day is to call attention to two or three 
it goes· to the stockholders of this stabilization corporation. different forms of export premium. Some of the big newspapers 
Personally, if I had my way about it, I would not J>Ut the of this counh·y through their editorial columns have pronounced 
question of marketing in the stabilization corporation at all. the expm·t premium plan a subsidy; I call attention to the fact 
I should confine it simply to the purpose of taking the surplus that the method, if it be a subsidy, is not new. 
Qff the market; but we llave done it and I think it is safe, A subsidy is a subsidy, whatever its name. For many years 
because they can borrow only for marketing purposes, they can the railway rates from interior points to points of exportation 
not borrow for facilities, and, therefore, the member coopera- have been very much less when the manufactured article was 
tives of the stabilization corporation, when the stabilization destined to a foreign country than the 1·ates on such articles 
corporation markets for them, must furnish equipment, must when intended for domestic use. 
furnish all the capital practically ; and I do not see how the I recently asked the Interstate Commerce Commission about 
stabilization corporation would ever lose a dollar in marketing these rates, with special reference to some of the items. I find 
but I was just a little bit afraid that there would be duplica- that farm implements, when they are intended for use in this 
tion of effort between the member cooperatives and the stabili- country, bear a rate almo t twice as high as the same implements 
zation corporation itself in this field of endeavor. Under that bear when they are intended for use in foreign countries. For 
provision no lo s comes out of the Treasury, but it does pro- instance; farm implements shipped from Chicago, Ill., to San 
vide in sub ection (d), where they borrow the money for the Francisco, Calif., for export trade cany a railway rate of $1 

. pm·pose of relieving a congested market, that they must main- per hundred ; if they are intended for domestic u e the freight 
tain n. reserve, and then if they lose that reserve and they make charge is $1.93 per hundred. This is a direct export bounty or 

. any more money in subsequent transactions in after ye..'l.rs, they premium. If it is all right to pay an export premium in the 
have to pay it back, but if they lose entirely, it specifically form of reduced rates which must be made up in the rise of the 
provides that whatever loss the sta,bilization corporation general rate structure of the country for the exportation of farm 
eventually suffers by reason of taking any surplus crop off the implements which the farmer must buy when he produces sur
market in order to stimulate the price, then the loss eventually plus crops, is it unfair to allow him an e::\.'l)Ort premium on his 
will come out of the Federal Treasury, if the reserve is all surplus commodity which he ships abroad and which he produces 
wiped out. with those farm implements? . 

The insurance p1:ovision of the House bill was stricken out Farm implements sllipped from Cincinnati, Ohio, to New 
entirely and the Senate provision .was inserted, which is section Orleans, La., bear a rate of 38¥.! cents per hundred if intended 
11 of the conference report. These, in substance, are the changes for the export trade and 69 cents per hundred if they are in
made in the House bill. However) all essential features of the tended for domestic use. 
House bill have been retained. · In other words, loading them at-the same station and unload-

Mr. Chairman, the struggle for farm legislation in the House ing them at the same station, fl'eight rates are nearly twice as 
has been a long and tedious one. The first McNary-Haugen much on farm implements when purchased by the farmers of this 
bill was introduced in tbe House on Jn.nuary 16, 1924, and hear- country than when they go into export trade. I would like some 
ings began ·January 21 of the same year. This bill was defeated of these newspapers which have been crying subsidy to think 
in the House. Then what are known as two more McNary- about that, and I appeal to the press gallery to carry that to the 

, Haugen bills were passed by both Houses of Congress and vetoed country. I know the newspapers want to be fair. Let them tell 
by the President. So the Committee on Agriculture, of which I us editorially just why an export premium on farm products is 
have the honor to be a .me~ber, has been making every effort a sub idy and why an export premium in the form of reduced 
to ena~t some farm legislatiOn that .would redo.und. t~ benefit railway rate for exports of manufactured commodities is merely 
!lgriculture fo~ ove: five y~ars. I .belleve .th~ tins btll 1s ;:><;und good bu iness. 
rn ~very partlcula~. It Wlll not, m my JUdt>ment •. r~abilltate Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. 1\fr. Speaker, I make the point of 
agriculture over mght. I have every reason to beheve that the . · t th tl fl T 
President of the United States . will appoint a .brainy and ord;r agams e gen eman ·om exa~. . . ? 
sympathetic farm board to administer this law . . I have gained 'Ihe. SPEAKER pro te~p?re .. Wh;t I.S the P?mt of. orde~. 
that impression in every conference that I have bad ~ith h~. I Mr. WILLIAMS of ~~hn01s. The bentleman Is uddressinb the 
"With a brainy and sympathetic fa.r,m board and a revolvmg gallery n.nd not addl'essmg the House. 
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The SPEAKER pr<r tempore. The: Chair· Sustains the -point· of 

onler. 
Mr. JONES of Texas. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WIL

LIAMS] should be an expert in addressing the press gallery, and 
I yield to his superior wisdom on that. I just want to say this : 
Two or three times the gentleman who writes the "blister 
'column " for the Washington Post--though I understand now that 
he has transferred his affections-Mr. George Rothwell Brown, 
has referred to the debenture as a subsidy. I recognize in M.r. 
Brown a brilliant and intelligent man, and I pay tribute to 
brilliance and intelligence wherever. I find them. But I would 
like for him to write in his column what he thinks about the 
export premium which is allowed in the form of reduced railway 
rates on export steel of about 50 per cent. I am going to put 
into the RECORD a number of those steel rates that are reduced 
around 50 per cent, which have been in effect nearly 30 years. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 
. Mr. JONES of Texas. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Does the gentleman say the for
eigner receives cheaper freight rates than the American? 

Mr. JONES of Texas. Yes. A foreigner, when he buys an 
automobile, pays half rates and the American farmer pays full 
rates; and the same on steel ; the same is true of farm imple
ments . 

. There are no such reduced rates on export cotton. True, only 
recently a small reduction on export wheat was allowed, but 
this is an emergency proposition ; but the reductions on manu
factured products mentioned are woven into the permanent rate 
structure of the country. 

Mr. RAGON. :Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JON1l1S of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. RAGON. Who is responsible for that? Does the Gov-

ernment have anything to do with it? 
Mr. JONES of Texas. The Interstate Commerce Commis

sion-and the Congress created the Interstate Commerce Com
. mission-has the power over these rates. 

The United States Steel Co. and other steel companies pay 
40 cents a hundred in freight rates from Chicago to San 
Francisco when intended for export and $1 per hundred when 
intended for domestic use. The dividends of the United States 
Steel Co. for the past 26 years have ranged from 4 per cent 
to above 30 per cent per annum, averaging a dividend of 
12.77 per cent on its common stock per annum for the last 
26 years. I am not attacking the steel company. I glory in 
the success of American business institutions. I ask the big 
newspapers of the country to state editorially whether that 
~xport preJ;Ilium is justified. If .one is justified, why is not the 
other? 'Vhy has cotton, the . greatest export commodity in 
America, never had these preferential" rateS? 

Mr. ADKINS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
. Mr. JONES of-Texas. Not now. Is it just and fair to give 

The SPE..!KER pro tempore. The tlme of the gentleman 
from Texas has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. ':Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous eon
sent to insert two letters from the Interstate Commerce Com 
mission, giving various rates on which the export rate is cheaper · 
than the local rate, and also to insert a statement showing the 
profits of the United States Steel Co. since 1901. These merely 
for the purpose of showing that there is at least no greater 
need for a premium on export steel than on cotton or other 
surplus farm commodity. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the manner indicated. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
INTERSTATE COMME.RCiil COMMISSION, 

BUREAU OF TRAFFIC, SECTION OF TARIFFS, 

Wa8hington, May 18, 1!nfl. 
Memorandum: Request Hon. MARVIN JONES, House of Representa

tives, Washington, D. C., May 16, 1929. 

Present rates on manufactured iron ana steel artf.ctes, carloads, for 
ea;port and for domestic use-

[Rates apply in cents per 100 pounds] 

From- . To--

Chicago, ID-------------------------- San Francisco, Calif __ _ 
Gary, Ind.----------------·--------- New York, N. Y ------
Pittsburgh, Pa __ ---------·---------- _____ do __ --------------

1 Subject to minimum carload weight of 80,000 pounds. 
' Subject to minimum carload weight of 60,.000 pounds. 
a Subject to minimum carload weight of 40,.000 pounds. 
• Subject to minimum carload weight of 45,000 pounds . 
• Subject to minimum carload weight or 36,000 pounds. 

Rates 

When for 
When for . domestic 
export use 

I 40 I' 100 or a 125 •34 6 56~ 
4 20~ 6 34 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION, 

BUREAU OF TRAFFIC, SllCTION. OF TA.JUFFS, 

Washington, June- :t, 1929. 
Memorandum : Request Hon. MARVIN JoNEs, House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C., Ma;r 28, 1929. Present rates on agricultural imple.. 
ments and automobiles for export and for domestic use. 

We have chosen producing points for the two commodities indicated 
and have compiled present rates therefrom to west coast, Gulf coast, 
south Atlantic coast, and north Atlantic ports, as follows : 

A.g1'icultural implements (including harvesting fiWWMnery), -carlQad.t 

[Rates in cents per 100 pounds] 

From- To- Export Domestic 

these reduced rates to the steel companies when their goods are Chicago, m ____________________________ San Francisco, Calif __ 100 193 
186 shipped for export and not do the same for the farmers? Waterloo, Iowa. ____________________________ do _______________ _ 

· Let me give ·you a few more instances. On automobiles from XW:n~~a~a~~~-~===~::::::::::::::::: :::::~~:::::::::::::::: 
Cleveland to New Orleans, La., the rate is $1.04 per hundred { 
fOr export and $2.46 a hundred for domestic use. From Moline, Chicago, ID---------------------------- New Orleans, La _____ _ 
Dl., to New Orleans the rate for export is 84 cents and for waterloo, Iowa _____________________________ do _______________ _ 
'domestic use twice as much. The consumer who lives around Cincinnati, Ohio---------·~----·------ --~--do. ______________ _ 
New Orleans when he buys a car must pay twice as much Atlanta, G8 --------------------·------ -----d0 ----------------
freight from Moline to New Orleans as i charged 1f the car Chicago, TIL _______ : ____________ ,:_____ Savannah, Ga _________ l 
goes to a foreign consmner. · waterloo, Iowa _____________________________ do-----------:-----

I .ask why the controlling ·authorities who have Permitted 
these export premiums for 30 years are so outraged when a r~~~ag~~~~==:::::::===~====== =====~~==~============= 
premium is suggested for the farmer. I do · not say that in ~~C:r~~.ll£owS:::::::::·:::::~:::::::: -~~~;:~r_k:_~-.~-~==::: 
order to stimulate the world trade these preferential rates are 
not J

'usti'fied. The rate structure· of th1's country 1's a tremen· Cinci..rl:nati, Ohio ___________________________ do _______________ _ 
Atlanta, Ga __ ------------------·------ _____ do. ____ L _________ _ 

100 
100 200 
12n 225 
147~} 
'41~ 73 
165 

·~lli 90 
381A 69 
3~}i 63 

4141~} 87 . 147~ 
4 55 } 103~ 769 
38~ 76 
30~ 33 
47~ 56~ 
7~H 83 
41~ 4.9 
53 81 

dously intricate one. I would not undertake to pass judgment · ____________ ___,_ _______ .!.__ __ ....:...._ __ 

on that; but I do insist that if it is fair to say to the steel 
concerns and the automobile concerns and tlle farm-implement 
manufacturers that they shall have a subsidy in tbe form of 
reduced. rates why would it not be fair to say that the farmer 
-lB. shipping his products abroad should also 'have reduced rates 
or an export premium? 

I have fought to the best of my ability to secure a farm bill 
·that will place agriculture· and industry on an equal basis 
before the law. While this is not my ideal of a bill, the last 
opportunity to change it has passed. The gentleman from 
Kentucky has just stated that subdivision (d) of section 8 has 
been so changed as to leave no doubt that loans may be made 
for crops that are annually produced above the domestic re
quirements. This is also in accordance with my understanding 
of the language. I therefore withdraw any opposition to the 
bill. · l shall hope for success for the measure and shall be 

-happy to contribute in any way to th.a:t success. 

LXXI-160 

I Applies when destined to insular possessions of United States, Panama., Canal Zone 
all foreign countries other than Europe, Africa, Canada, Newfoundland, and Nova 
Scotia. 

2 Applies when destined to Europe, .Africa, Asia, Australia, New Zealand, Philippine 
Islands, and South America. 

a Applies when destined to Europe and Airica. 
• Applies when destined to Asia, Australia, New Zealand, and Philippine Islands. 
1 Applies when destined to Africa, Europe, and South America. 
1 Applies when destined to insular possessions of United States, Canal Zone, and for

eign countries other than Africa. 
r Applies when destined to all foreign countries except as included in reference 4. 

Automobiles (passenger), carloads 
[Rates in cents per 100 pounds) 

. . . . . From- . . ~- . To- . 

Cleveland, Ohio-------~-~------------ San Francisco, Calif __ _ 
.Detroit, Mich_ ·- ·-------- ----------- _ _ _ ___ do ______ ••.. _--- __ _ 
Moline. rn ____ ------------------------ --- __ do ________________ _ 
Cleveland, ~hio __ ._ ____ ·--------.------ _New Orleans, La.. ____ _ 

Export 

210 
210 
210 
17~ 

Domestic 

480 
465 
450 
242 
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Automobile• (pa$8enger), CMZoad8-continued 

From- To- Export Domestic 

Detroit, Mich.----------------------- New Orleans. La _____ _ 
Moline, ill ________ --------------------_ -- ___ do _______________ --
Cleveland, Ohio_______________________ Savannah, Ga ________ _ 
Detroit, Mich. ________ ----- ___ -------- ___ .• do ____________ ----_ 
Moline, ill __________________ --------- _______ do ____________ -----
Cleveland, Ohio_______________________ New York, N. Y ------
Detroit, Mich.---- ________________ ---- _____ do ______ -----------
Moline, ill ________________ ------------- _____ do ____________ ----

174 239 
84~ 215 
105~ 218 
116 224 
17. 218 
75 111 
82~ 122 
123~ 182~ 

UNITED STATES STEEL CORPORATION 

MAY 21, 1929. 

I. ORIGINAT ... CAPITAL STOCK WHEN INCORPORATED • 

" The authorized capital stock consists of $550,000,000 7 per cent 
cumulative preferred and $550,000,000 common stock. Par value, $100 
per share. Listed, July 1, 1901: $508,486,300 preferred and $506,473,· 
000 common stock." (Moody Corporation Securities 1901, vol, 2, p, 
712.) 

II. PRESENT CAPITAL STOCK 

" Common, $711,623,500; preferred, $360,281,100; total, $1,071,· 
904,600." 

Quoted from twenty-seventh annual report for the fiscal year Decem
ber 31, 1928, as given in Commercial and Financial Chronicle, March 
23, 1929, volume 128, page 1934. 

III. Total dividends paid for each 11ear since organization 

[Quoted from ~oor's Industrials, 1928, p. 1286] 

Year 

19011 __ ------------------------------------
1902.--------------------------------------
1903. --------------------------------------
1904_----- ---------------------------------
1905---------------------------------------
1906---------------------------------------
1907------------------------------·-- ------
1908.--------------------------------------
1909---------------------------------------
1910---------------------------------------
1911.--------------------------------------
1912_---- ----------------------------------
1913---------------------------------------
191._--------------------------------------
1915---------------------------------------
1916.--------------------------------------
1917---------------------------------------
1918.--------------------------------------
1919-----------------------------------.---
1920- --------------------------------------
1921. --------------------------------------
1922.--------------------------------------
1923.--------------------------------------
1924---------------------------------------
1925.--------------------------------------
1926.--------------------------------------
1927---------------------------------------

Preferred Balance for Earned on 
dividends common common 

$26,752,894 
35,720,177 
30,404,173 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 
25,219,677 

$34,64.2,309 
54,586,347 
25,012,4.79 
5,047, 852 

43,365,815 
72,908,910 
79,345,887 
20,509,037 
53,854,018 
62,187,508 
30,080,620 
29,0W, 372 
55,997,309 
11, 7'1:1,, 909 
50,614, 155 

246, 312, 054 
198, 999, 888 
112, 312, 700 
51,574,906 
84,474,551 
11,397,340 
14,433,778 
83,487,387 
69,847,515 
65,382,977 
91,447,728 
62,677,159 

Per cent 
9.08 

10.74 
4.92 
.99 

8.53 
14.34 
15.61 
•• 015 

10.59 
12.23 
6.92 
6. 71 

11.02 
------------9.95 

48.46 
39.15 
22.09 
10.14 
16.62 
2.~ 
2.83 

16.42 
11.73 
12.86 
17.99 
8. 80 

19 months only. t Debit; 

Divtdends tor 19!8 
Preferred, 7 per cent-------------~--------------- $25,219,677.00 
Common, 7 per cent-------------~---------------- 49,813,645.00 

Surplus net income ________________________ 39,140,452.74 

Quoted from the twenty-seventh annual report for the fiscal year 
December 31, 1928, in Commercial and Financial Chronicle, March 23, 
1929, volume 128, page 1935. 

Louxs R. DERouEN. 

Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SuMNERs]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas is 
recognized for two minutes. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have 
the attention of the Members of the House, and particularly 
the attention of the House conferees on this bill. 

First I want to express my appreciation of the action of the 
conferees incorporating in the conference report language which 
effects a very important improvement in the bill. I understand 
those changes were effected at the suggestion of the House 
conferees. I refer to the changes in subsection (d) of section 
8 of the conference report which was subsection (e), section 5, 
of the House bilL I am grateful to those gentleman for that 
modification. 

In view, however, of certain language remaining in the bill 
and the broad discretion with which the board is to be in
trusted, I would like to have incorporated in the RECORD, as 
a construction of· the ·whole bill before the House votes on the 
conference report, an answer to ·this question : Is it a fact 
that the conference report as agreed upon gives to the pro-

ducers of exportable surpluses the same benefits under the 
bill which are given to producers whose sales are limited to 
the domestic market, and that in practical operation "surplus" 
as applied to commodities produced for the world market, 
would be that part of the production in excess of world 
requirements? 

Mr. PURNELL. I think there is no question but that sec
tion 8 (d), which retains the House provision as modified, 
limits the restriction to coiDl:nodities of which there is an 
excess in domestic and foreign markets. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. How does the gentleman answer 
my question? 

Mr. PURNELL. Yes. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I am glad to be able now to vote 

for the conference report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 

Texas has expired. 
Mr. ASWELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes, the re

mainder of my time, to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
HASTINGS]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma 
is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, the fann bill has been im
p•roved, in my judgment, by a number of helpful amendments. 

The membership of the board has been increased to nine, 
including the eight members, and the salaries of all definitely 
fixed at $12,000 per annum. 

The bill as it passed the House made a strange departure 
from our usual method of legislating by making the term of 
the chairman uncertain and permitting the President to fix the 
salary. Both of these have boon corrected. It is inconceivable 
to me that any Member should have voted against either of 
these amendments while the bill was pending in the House. 
If such a departure had been enacted into this law, the same · 
argument for indefinite tenns of service and for authority to 
fix the salary of any official would have been used during the 
consideration of practically every piece of legislation to come . 
up hereafter in Congress for consideration. It would have 
established a dangerous precedent. The responsibility is with 
Congress. We should assume it, and I am glad that this con
ference report makes these corrections. 

Another helpful amendment which a number of us 1.trged · 
while the bill was under consideration in the House is that 
contained in subdivision 5, section 7, authorizing loans from 
the revolving fund to cooperative associations for the purpose 
of-

(5) enabling the cooperative association applying for the loan t<> 
advance to its members a greater share of the market price of the 
commodity delivered to the association than is practicable under other 
credit facilities. 

I invited attention to the fact, while this bill was pending, 
that the language was not explicit in this regard and that it 
would not, in my judgment, authorize these advances to be 
made and that the langu~ge should be more definite and spe
cific. The language of the bill should not be made to conceal the 
purposes of the legislation, but should always be clear and 
specific. This provision authorizes these loans to be made for 
the purpose of making these advances pending the marketing of 
farm products. 

Another helpful lfm.end.ment is found in .subdivision (a) of 
section 8, fixing the rate of interest on loans made from the 
revolving fund to any cooperative association or stabilization 
corporation and advances for insurance purposes which shall 
bear interest equal to the lowest rate of yield of any Govern
ment obligation, with the proviso that in no case should it 
exceed 4 per cent. This amendment was urged while the bill 
was- in the House for consideration. The House during the 
consideration of the bill was in no mood for any amendment, 
and it was found that it was determined by those in charge of 
the bill to pass it without amendment as reported, and to adopt 
no constructive suggestions, however helpful, that were offered. 
This amendment will enable these associations and corpora
tions to figure with certainty and definiteness the amount of 
interest they will be required to pay. 

Another beneficial amendment authorizes the board to main
tain its principal office in the District of Columbia and does 
not require it in the Department of Agriculture. It lifts it 
from the status of a subordinate bureau dominated completely 
by the Secretary of Agriculture to the prestige and dignity of 
an independent board. It wiH result in greater independence 
and freedom of action. 

One other suggestion which I urged in the House was not 
incorporated into the bill and that was to authorize the board 
to enter into agreements of insurance of the stabilization cor
porations against loss through price decline, the same that is 
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done with cooperative associations . . I see no reason why this 
insurance should not be extended to· stabilization corporations. 
It would be a most helpful amendment, and I regret it is not 
incorporated in this bill. 

Another constructive criticism which I desire to make is that 
in my judgment the powers conferred upon the stabilization cor
poration, if I may use the term, are too hazy and are not suffi
ciently definite, and I fear that disappointment will be voiced 
throughout the country by those who - read and attempt to 
analyze the bill, that the authority conferred upon stabilization 
corporations, and the methods to be used, are not enacted in 
clearer language or more definite detail. 

As I took occasion to say when this bill was before the House 
for consideration, I regard it as the first step and believe that 
its benefits are largely educational and that, in my judgment, 
it would lead to recommend,ations by the board and to more 
helpful and beneficial legislation to place agriculture on a 
parity with industry. 

.Much will depend upon the personnel of the board appointed 
to administer the law. If a broad-minded, sympathetic board 
is appointed, familiar with agriculture and agricultural condi
tions, it can and will be helpful to agriculture. Everyone ap
preciates the depressed condition of the farmer, and while I 
share the opinion that this bill should go much further, I regard 
it as the first step. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. 1\fr. Speaker, I yield one minute to the gen
tleman from Iowa [Mr. CoLE]. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, I have taken some pains to prepare 
a statement on the effect of countervailing duties on debentures. 
I had hoped to get time enough to permit me to present it in 
connection with this conference report. But the time is limited 
to one hour, sg that we may get this important legislation back 
to the Senate, and there are many here who are more entitled 
to that time than I am, men who deserve to be heard, for they 
have perfected a splendid piece of legislation. 

And so I am going to ask permission to extend my remarks 
pn this subject of countervailing duties as offsets for the pro
posed debentures--and I hope, and I know, you will all want 
to read my statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 
. There was no objection. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. Speaker, now that the debentures amend
ment has been eliminated from the farm bill, it may be perti
nent to call attention to the fact that the benefits which would 
have accrued to producers were more hypothetical than real. 

The assumption has been that these debentures would be 
automatically added to the prices received by the producers. 
On that assumption a Member from Missouri [Mr. CANNON] 
stated on the tl.oor the other day that if these debentures were 
now paid farmers would be getting the benefit of them, and I 
think he computed these benefits in actual dollars and cents. 

He did not take into consideration that these debentures 
would be paid to exporters, and that they are available only in 
payment of import duties. In the ordinary processes of busi
ness the exporter who receives these debenture certificates, not 
being an importer, would sell them to an importer, probably 
through some Wall Street broker. Needless to say there would 
be discounts and commissions and other coverage charges so 
well known in the business world. {!'he chances are that there 
would be little left for the actual producer to be retl.ected back 
in the form of higher prices. These gains tl.uently promised 
may be likened to the mythical gains of the woman who carried 
the famous basket of eggs on her head, but stumbled before 
the chickens were hatched. 

But there is a more serious phase of this question that I want 
to set forth brietl.y this morning. It is one that bas been almost 
ignored in the debates on this question. I refer to the effect of 
what are known as countervailing duties, which would be offsets 
for these proposed debentures. At my request, the Bureau of 
Foreign and Domestic Commerce of the Department of Com
merce has furnished me with information as to these counter
vailing duties in the tariff laws of foreign countries. It is dis
dosed that such duties are provided for in the tariff laws of 
practically all countries, both in Europe and the Orient, and 
those who are not sd provided can quickly enact them, or have 
other means of making such countering effective. In Great 
Britain and in Canada we know that such things can be done 
through what are called "orders in council," which can be 
promulgated to meet any contingency and that overnight. 

'Vhat are countervailing duties? To countervail literally 
means to oppose with equal power. As used in tariff laws, they 
mean to offset in an importing country any bounty, privilege, or 
other benefit granted in an exporting country. 

In our own country we are firmly and consistently committed 
to a system of countervailing duties, and we have repeately 
made use of them. Such duties have been embodied in tariff 
acts framed by l>oth Republicans and Democrats. In the tariff 
act of 1922 they are found in section 303, and this section is 
copied word for word into the bill which the House has just sent 
to the Senate. Here is some of the language: 

Whenever any country, dependency, colony, province, or other sub
division of government, person, partnership, association, cartel, or cor
poration shall pay or bestow, directly or indirectly, any bounty or grant 
upon the manufacture or production or export of any article or mer: 
chand.ise manufactured or produced in such country, dependency, colony, 
province, or other political subdivision of government, and such article 
or merchandise is dutiable under the provisions of this act, then upon 
the importation of any such article or merchandise into the United 
States • * • there shall be levied and paid, in all such cases, in 
addition to tlie duties otherwise imposed by this act, an additional duty 
equal to the net amount of such bounty or grant, however the same be 
paid or bestowed. 

Note how explicit the language is. It is both water-tight and 
air-tight. No nation can assist its exporters to get over our 
tariff barriers, directly or indirectly, without encountering the 
Ame1ican customs collector. The aroount of the countervailing 
duties which the collector must add must be the net equivalent 
of the bounties or benefits paid or bestowed by the exporting 
country. 

It w~l be recalled that during the McKinley administration 
our Treasury Department imposed such countervailing duties 
against somewhat indirectly subsidized sugar from Russia. The 
importer protested the payment of the additional duty on the 
ground that the advantage enjoyed could not be construed as a 
bounty or subsidy. The issue was tried in our courts, not in 
theirs, with the result that the American Treasury was enriched 
exactly to the extent that the Russian Government had at
tempted to assist her exporters of beet sugar. (In the Supreme 
Court case of Downs 1..'. United States.) The bounty went into 
the Treasury of the United States and did not accrue to the 
benefit of the Russian sugar producers or the exporter thereof. 

I might cite many more cases. The Bureau of Customs 
informs me that at the present time the United States is levying 
countervailing duties on sugar, jams, confections, butter and 
fencing wire .exported from Australia under bounty or 'other 
stimulation. 

From the same source I have the information that we are 
levying such countervailing duties on spun silk yarn from Great . 
Blitain. · 

Is it reasonable to suppose that Australia and Great Britain 
would treat our debenture-fed exports to them more leniently 
than we do theirs? Or have our political theorists evolved the 
doctrine that in trade and commerce we do not do unto others 
as others do unto us? 

The iniquity, at least the absurdity, of the proposed deben
tures consists, in part, in a brazen and unblushing attempt to 
do to other countries exactly what under both Republican and 
Democratic tariffs we have effectually prevented from being 
practiced on us. Is anyone foolish enough to think that we 
can do this, though we tried it by any manner of subterfuge of 
phraseology, when nearly all countries have laws like or similar 
to our own, and that those countries which have no express 
statutes on the subject have other methods of preventing inva
sions of their markets by artiiicially stimulated imports? · 

Is it reasonable to assume, I repeat, that other countries would 
permit from us what we prohibit from them? England, for 
instance, is just as ready to protect her loyal subjects in Canada 
and Australia against snbsidi.zed or bounty-fed or debenture-fed 
competition in her ma1·kets as we are to protect Americans in 
our own markets. And has not Germany, to cite another in
stance, ever been ready to go to extreme limits to protect her 
agriculture against such competition 1 

It will be recalled that in one case when Germany found 
herself unable to proteet ber hog growers under her tariff laws 
against the hog products of 20-cent corn fed in the Mississippi 
Valley, that she prohibited the importation of all American pork 
products on the alleged ground of the unwholesomeness of such 
products because of the prevalence of trichina, which, as a 
matter of fact, did not exist. 

England is never asleep when trade policies and practices are 
at stake. Recently when tl1e railroads, at the suggestion of 
President Hoover, reduced freight rates on wheat from the 
interior to the seacoast to facilitate disposal of the surplus, the 
6 or 7 cents were immediately reflected in the Liverpool prices, 
thus translating the bounty of our railroad into benefits for the 
British consumers of wheat. 
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What Canada's attitude is on such matters we know also. 

When bounty-fed butter from Australia was offered in her ports 
she added countervailing duties in equivalent amount to protect 
her own butter producers. 

When New Zealand proposed to offset the increased duty on 
butter from 8 to 12 cents a pound, under the proclamation of 
President Coolidge she was notified that any such bounty paid 
would be added to our existing tariff duty under section 303 of 
the tariff act. 

Let us take a concrete lllustration of the operation of such 
countervailing duties. 'The duty on lard iB 1 cent a pound. 
The debenture that would be paid to the exporter of lard would 
be one-half of that duty, or one-half of 1 cent a pound. The 
packer exports the lard and receives his debenture certificate. 
At the foreign port he would encounter an equivalent counter
vailing duty. The benefit which he received on the American 
side would be offset by an equivalent penalty on the foreign side. 
He would get no more for his lard by reason of the debenture, 
and therefore he could not pay more for the hogs from which the 
lard is derived. 

As a matter of fact, the debenture would be a handicap instead 
of a benefit in such case. The debenture certificates are good 
only in payment of import duties. But the exporter is not an 
importer, and so he would have to sell his certificate to some 
importer, probably, as alTeady stated, through some Wall Street 
broker. In order to break even he would have to deduct from 
the price paid to the farmer for his hogs the discount he would 
be compelled to accept on his debenture plus a reasonable charge 
for interest on the countervailing duties he would have to pay 
in advance on the other side of the ocean. 

In such transactions the total face value of the debenture 
would be taken out of the Treasury of the United States in an 
indirect way and be transferred to the treasury of the foreign 
country in a very direct way. Does anyone doubt who would be 
the ultimate loser? 

Instead of being styled an amendment for the benefit of agri
culture, these debentures might more properly be styled a device 
to ·enrich foreign treasuries at the expense of the American 
Treasury. 

Those who put their trust in such promises of politicians may 
sit down with the psalmist to eat "ashe~ like bread." [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 
gentleman -from Indiana [Mr. PURNELL]. 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 
. House, obviously in four minutes none of us can hope to dis
cuss more than two or three of the high spots of this bill. Per
sonally I am very much delighted that in coming back to the 
Bouse with this conference report we are able to report the 
elimination of the so-called debenture plan. [Applause.] For 
the benefit of the House, as well as the country, and without dis
cussing the merits or demerits of the debenture plan, we recog
nize the fact that the debenture plan and the equalization fee 
were not discussed in the last campaign ; they were not written 
into any party platform; and that the incorporation of either in 
a farm relief bill at this time could result in but one thing, 
namely, no farm relief legislation. 

In addition, the President of the United States, who must of 
necessity be the head of this great organization and responsi
ble for the success or failure of the board which he creates, has 
expressed himself as oppo ed to the debenture plan, and there
fore without going into the question of its merits, the House 
conferees regarded it as an absolute waste of time to discuss 
it. [Applause.] After five days of watchful waiting on the 
part of the House conferees, during which time nothing was 
done, we began the consideration of the other points of con
troversy in the bill and now bring back to the House what, in 
my judgment, is the best farm relief bill ever presented to the 
Congress of the United States. [Applause:] 

This bill, in my judgment, is an improvement in many respects 
over the House bill. We have retained, with one or two excep
tions, all of the major features of importance which were in 
the original House bill. Personally, I reluctantly yielded upon 
that provision in our bilL which gave to the P1·esident the 
power to appoint the chairman of the board and fi:x: his salary. 
I s till think it was. a mistake to take out this provision. I 
wanted the President of the United States to go out into the 
highways and byways and do exactly what big business does
select the best man to be found and pay him in accordance with 
his ability [applause], because that man, whoever he may be, 
will head the greatest marketing organization that has ever 
been set up in this country. 

In my judgment, the next 1Q days will see the enactment into 
law of this farm relief bill and a realization of the dreams of 
many of us who have worked in season and out for the last 10 
years to bring this ~bout. I undertake to predict further, that 

in a short time farm products in this country will feel very 
keenly the helpful effect of this new legislation. 
· Mr. FORT. Will the gentleman yield? . 

Mr. PURNELL. I yield to my colleague on the committee. 
Mr. FORT. I am very much interested in the gentleman's 

views, as one of the conferees, as to whether it is his sense, 
and as he understands it, that of the other conferees, that in 
the stabilization corporation provisions, the board, in approv
ing the by-laws of such a corporation may insist upon such 
conditions as will protect the Government against undue loss 
or Jiability from unwise operations of the corporation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Indiana bas expired. 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Chairman, may I have one minute 
more, because I think this is an important question? 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman one addi~ 
tiona! minute. 

Mr. PURNELL. I want to say to the gentleman that if that 
is not true the House conferees are mist.aken. We believe 
absolutely that the board has the power to so protect the 
funds in the revolving fund and hedge them about with by-laws, 
rules, regulations, or whatever else may be necessary so as 
to reduce such losses to a minimum. 

Mr. FORT. The board has that power? 
Mr. PURNELL. Yes. 
Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield for just a short 

question? 
Mr. PURNELL. I am sorry, but before I sit down I want 

to express the apprBciation that the Republican members of 
the conference have of the services rendered by the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Doctor AswELL] and the gentleman from Ken
tucky [Mr. KINCHELOE]. [Applause.] I want to say that in 
the deliberations in connection with this bill, as well as in 
the consideration of bills previous to this, there has been no 
thought of politics on their part or our own, and that at all 
times they have been most helpful and fair in our common 
effort to place on the statute books a sound and constitutional 
farm relief measure. [Applause.] 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wrr~LIAMs]. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I know the House 
is ready to vote, and, of course, I can not punish you very 
much in three minutes. I do want to say, however, that, in my 
judgment, the report of the conference committee which is now 
before the House brings back to the House a bill which in every 
vital sense retains the principles of the original House bill. 

We have improved the bill. We had a fine conference. The 
conferees of the Senate and the conferees of the House, during 
the 10 days we discussed this bill, went over almost every line, 
especially every paragraph, of the bill, and.the bill was improved. 

The cardinal differences between the House bill and the Sen
ate bill in which the conferees of the House felt they must sus
tain the House was with respect to the stabilization corporations 
l!nd the commodity committees. 

The House bill provided that these should be farmer-controlled 
agencies. The House bill prodded that the commodity com
mittees should be selected by the cooperatives themselves, while 
the Senate bill provided that the board should select the com
modity committees. The provisions of the House bill are re
tained. in the conference report. 

The House bill provided that the stabilization corporations 
should be set up by cooperative organizations and that they 
should own all the stock in the corporations. The Senate bill 
provided that the board should organize the stabilization cor
porations and that the Government of the United States should 
subscribe to stock in the corporations which, in effect, put the 
Government of the United States squarely into the business of 
merchandising and marketing farm products. The bill we 
return to you now preserves the provisions of the House bill. 
[Applause.] 

These agencies, the commodity committees and the stabiliza
tion corporations, are not Government inst rumentalities. They 
are instrumentalities created, controlled, owned, and managed 
by the farmers of the United States themselves. 

We bring back this bill in all of its essential features as it 
was passed by the House of Representatives. In my opinion, it 
carries out every promise made by the Republican Party at 
Kansas City covering farm relief legislation. There is written 
into the bill every pledge of President Hoover in his speech at 
St. Louis when he addressed himself to the subject of agricul-" 
ture, and, as the gentleman from Indiana [1\Ir. PUR ELL] has 
said, it is the finest piece of legislation ever written upon the 
statute books of any country in the world in behalf of agricul
tm·e, and, under proper management; it will work and redeem 
the pledges of both major parties. [ApplR;use.] 
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This bill marks the establishment of a definite agricultural 

program, one that will enable the farmers to CQntrol the market
ing of their products. It will give them the bargaining power 
they do not now have. It is the maximum aid the Government 
can render agriculture. Ithelps the_farmer to help himself and 
places him on an economic and commercial equality with those 
engaged in other industries . . 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman one min-
ute more. 

Mr. KETCHAM. Will the gentleman yield to me? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of illinois. I yield~ _ _ 
Mr. KETCHAM. Referring to section 13, paragraph (e), the 

language is, "The President is authorized, by Executive order, 
to transfer to or retransfer from the jurisdiction and control 
of the board the whole or any part of any office, burea,u," and 
so forth. Does the gentleman interpret that to mean a re
transfer of the officers from any department to the board and 
back to the department? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Illinois. If I transfer a thing from one 
place, I put it in another place, and when I retransfer !t I put 
it back where it was, do I not? [Laughter.] That IS what 
that language mean . 

Mr. KETCHAM. May I say that that was the interpretation 
of the committee, and I wanted it in the REOORD. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of lllinois. Yes; that is the plain meaning of 
the language of the paragraph to which th~ gentleman from 
Michigan refers. When the President retransfers an agency or a 
bureau he puts it back where it was before it was transferred 
to the board. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for one minute on the conference report. 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. I object. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 

gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. TILSON]. 
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, it is a very 

pleasant duty I am about to perform, not in my capacity as 
majority leader but r epresenting, as I believe, the sentiment 
of practically the entire House. We are approaching the final 
vote on one of the major measures which we were called to
gether in extraordinary session to consider. Before we vote, 
I wish to present the congratulations and thanks of the mem
bership of the House to the committee of conference on the part 
of the House that has handled so ably and effectively the 
farm relief bill. These five Members, three Republicans-Messrs. 
HAUGEN, of Iowa; PuRJ\'ELL, of Indiana; and WILLIAMS of illi
nois-and two Democrats-Messrs. AswELL, of Louisiana ; and 
KINCHELOE, of Kentucky-have labored long, faithfully, and 
with excellent results in bringing back here a bill which is 
deserving of the support of every Member of the House. 

The motto of the House conferees must have been while con
sidering this measure in conference, " In nonessentials be always 
conciliatory, in essentials remain adamant." They have brought 
back here substantially the bill that the ·House passed, and 
under considerable pressure have refused to bring back some 
provisions which would have made it impossible in the first 
place for the bill to become a law, and in the next place, if it 
had become a law, in my judgment, would have been more 
injurious than helpful to agriculture. · 

The rest of us, Members of the..House who have not taken part 
in the conference, owe to these five conferees a debt of grati
tude for their firmness, their sound judgment and tact, in so 
handling a difficult problem as to secure an outcome so satis
factory. [Applause.] In congratulating them upon the result 
of their work, I think that I voice the sentiment of the entire 
House when I sa.y, Well done good and faithful conferees. 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer
ence report. 

The question was taken, and the conference report was 
agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. PuRNELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Sen~te by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk, 
announced that the Senate disagrees to the amendments of the 
House to the bill ( S. 312) entitled "An act to provide for the 
fifteenth and subsequent decennial censuses and. to provide for 
apportionment of Representatives in Congress," requests a con
ference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. JoNES, Mr. JoHNsoN, 1\Ir. 
VANDENBERG, Mr. FLETCHER, and "Mr. SHEPPARD to be the con
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

CENSUS AND APP9RTIONMENT BILL 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill (S. 312) to provide for 
the fifteenth and subsequent decennial censuses and to provide 
for apportionment of Representatives in Congress, insist on 
the House amendments, and agree to the conference asked for. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unani
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 312, 
insist on the House amendments, and agree to the conference 
asked for. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Chair appointed as conferees on tbe part of the House 

Mr. CHINDBLOM, Mr. FENN, Mr. MoLEOD, Mr. RANKIN, and Mr. 
GREENWOOD. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman · from Indiana 
[Mr. GREENWOOD] is unavoidably absent, and I suggest that 
the Speaker appoint some one in his place. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. LoziER as one of the conferees 
in place of Mr. GREENWOOD. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND REM.ARKS ON . THE F.ABM BELIEF BILL AND 
CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. PURNELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask· unanimous consent that 
all Members may have five legislative days to extend their 
remarks in the REcORD on the bill H. R. No. 1, and also on 
the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen
tleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
MUNICIPAL CENTER, DISTRICT OF OOLUMBIA 

Mr. WQOb. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House Joint Resolution 97, which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. · 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved., etc., That there is hereby appropriated, out o! any money 

in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum or $3,000,000, to 
be paid in like manner as appropriations for other expenses of the 
District of Columbia !or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, toward 
the acquisition of squares No. 490, 491, and 533, and reservation lO, in 
the District of Columbia, including buildings and other structures 
thereon as a site for a municipal center, in accordance with the pro
visions of the act entitled "An act to provide for ·the establishment of a 
municipal center in the District of Colombia," approved February 28, 
1929, to b~ available until expended. Of such amount not to exce.ed 
$10,000 shall be available for the employment by contract or otherwiBe 
for architectural and other professional services as shall be approved 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and without reference 
to the classification act of 1923, as amended. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the joint resolution? 

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
what committee in the House reported on this? 

Mr. WOOD. The deficiency subcommittee of the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

1\Ir. EDWARDS. But, as I understand, there has been no 
authorization by the House for this. 

Mr. WOOD. The legislation was passed at the last session 
of CongreSs. 

Mr. EDWARDS. I am on the Public Buildings and Grounds 
Committee and I do not recall that this bas been authorized. 

Mr. WOOD. Oh, yes. As I understand it, it came from the 
District Committee. 

Mr. EDWARDS. If it has been authorized, very well. I did 
not recall it for the moment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera· 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 
:Mr. WOOD. :Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 

which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as followS: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WooD: Strike out all the matter in lines 

·5 and 6 and in line 7 up to the comma preceding the word " toward " 
and insert in lieu thereof the following : " to be paid out of the revenues 
of the District of Columbia and the Treasury of the United States in 
the manner prescribed for defraying the expenses o! the District of 
Columbia by the District of Columbia appropriation acts for the fiscal 
years during which payments hereunder may be made." 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Not being acquainted with the legislation 

that was enacted in the last session of Congress, I wish the 
chairman would. state generally what squares have been au
thorized to be condemned or used for the municipal center. 
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Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit, 

they are the four squares generally between Third and Sixth 
Sh·eets and north of Pennsylvania Avenue to Judiciary Square. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As related in the public press during the 
last few weeks? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Yes; that is substantially correct. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Including the Ford Building? 
Mr. SIMMONS. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. The Ford Building will be a r.ather ex

pensive building to condemn, will it not? It is the only modern 
building on the whole site. 

Mr. SIMMONS. And it is fortunate for the District of 
Columbia that the rest of the buildings are not modern. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What estimate has been made as to what 
the total cost will be for condemning these four squares, in-
cluding reservation 10? · · 

Mr. SIMMONS. Approximately $6,000,000. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Of which the United States pays how 

much? 
Mr. SIMMONS. All the purchase price is to be paid out of 

the surplus now in the United States Treasury belonging to 
the District of Columbia. No part of it comes direct from the 
Federal Treasury. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Referring to the provision for architec
tural and other professional services, I presume that woUld mean 
engineering as well as architectural? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is the language to authorize the hiring 
of special services. 

Mr. BYRNS. May I ask the gentleman from Indfana what is 
the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. WOOD. It is the same amendment that has been ordi
narily attached to appropriations of this character to be paid 
out of the revenues of the District of Columbia and the United 
States-

In the manner prescribed for defrayil'lg the expenses of the District 
of Columbia by the District of Columbia appropriation acts for tbQ 
fiscal years during which payments hereunder may be made: 

1\Ir. SIMMONS. It is the language that is carried in the 
deficiency appropriation acts, whereas the resolution as origi
naJly drawrr carried the language· used in the annual appropria-· 
tion bill. · · 

Mr. BYRNS. And the Government contributing a lump sum, 
of course it comes out of the District revenues. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Is this amount sufficient to pay for the 
whole of the civic center? 

Mr. SIMMONS. . Oh, no; it will pay only about half. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is there any provision in the existing 

law which would require that the plans for new buildings on 
the opposite side of Pennsylvania Avenue--that is, on the side 
opposite to where the new Government buildings are going to be 
constructed-=-be submitted to anyone for approval? In other 
words, we are improving all of one side of Pennsylvania Avenue 
from the Treasury down to the Capitol and leaving the other 
side, with the exception of this municipal center, entirely open; 
In all likelihood the value of that·-property will greatly enhanee, 
and those buildings there will eventually have to come down. 
Is there any requirement in the zoning or other laws of the 
District of Columbia that would compel a proper architectural 
style to be adopted for any new buildings that may be erected 
upon that side of Pennsylvania Avenue? 

Mr. WOOD. The existing law requires the plans for any 
Government building to be submitted to the Fine Arts Commis· 
sion. That should also be extended to private buildings. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The existing law is one which ought 'to be 
extended in order to properly protect the situation. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly. If we are going to have one 
style of architecture on one side of Pennsylvania Avenue, and a 
hodgepodge of buildings on the other, it would simply destroy 
the beauty of the whole scheme. . 

Mr. STAFFORD. We are proposing to condemn everything 
from Third to Sixth Streets on the northerly side of Pennsyl
vania Avenue. Has any provision been made for the condem
nation of property from Second t<;> Third, which faces the Capitol 
Grounds? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is under another bill. 
1\fr. WOOD. There is provision being made for that purpose. 

It is not the intention of the Government to permit any other 
than Government buildings in any portion of that section down 
to the Peace Monument. 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. There has been some special legislation 
carrying out that proposal? _ . . . 

Mr. WOOD. An act was passed at the last session providing 
for an extension of the Capitol Grounds and to include that 
area. 

· The SPEAKER. The question ls on agreeing tQ the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the joint resolution, as amended. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, . and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolution 

was passed was laid on the table. 
REHABILITATING FARM LANDS IN FLOODED AREAS 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3548) to continue, dur
ing the fiscal year 1930, Federal aid in rehabilitating farm lands 
in the areas devastated by floods in 1927, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That any unexpended balance of the appropriation 

to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the provi
sions of the act entitled "An act for the purpose of rehabilitating 
farm lands in the fiood areas," approved January 26, 1928, contained 
in the act entitled "An act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1929, and for other 
purposes," approved May 16, 1928, is hereby reappropriated, and shall 
remain available for the same purposes during the fiscal year 1930. 

Mr. WOOD. The purpose of this measure is to reappro
priate a balance of $60,000 of an appropriation made in 1928 
of $500,000 for extension work by the Agricultural Department. 
There is $60,000 of that still remaining. Within the last few 
weeks there has been another great :flood down there in Mis
sissippi .and Louisiana, which destroyed all the crops that were 
planted and growing, and in order that there may be some
thing saved out of the wreck it is recommended by the Presi
dent and also by the Budget Bureau that this appropriation 
be made. 

Mr. COOPER of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WOOD. - Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Tennessee. Is that the resolution recently 

passed? 
Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
· There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered ro oo engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 
JUDGMENTS .AGAINST THE GOVERNMENT' 

Mr. \VOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill H. R. 3663. 

The SPEA.KER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent- for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 
3663. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read_ as follows: 
H. R. 3663 

A bill making appropriations for the payment of certain jud~PDents ren· 
dered against the Government by various United States courts 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums are appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the payment 
of the following judgments, namely : 

JUDGMENTS, UNITED STATES COURTS 

For payment of the final judgments a'nd decrees, including costs of 
suits, which have been rendered under the provisions of the act of 
March 3, 1887, entitled "An act to provide for the bringing of suits 
against the Government of the United States," as amended by the 
Judicial Code, approV'ed March 3, 1911, certified to the Seventy-first 
Congress in House Document No. 25, under the following departments 
and establishments, namely: United States Shipping Board, $17,836.98; 
Navy Department, $9,433.94; Treasury Department, $6,348.15; War 
Department, $3,149; in all, $36,768.07; together with such additional 
sum as may be necessary to pay interest on the respective judgments 
at the rate of 4 per cent from the date thereof until the time this 
appropriation is made. 

For payment of the judgments, including costs of suits, rendered 
against the Government by United States district courts in special cases 
and under the provisions of certain special acts and certified to the 
Seventy-first Congress in House Document No. 26, under tl}e following 
departments and establishments, namely : United States Shipping Board, 
$6,089.54; Navy Department, $29,233.03; War Department, $113,219.85; 
in all, $148,542.42, together with such additional sum as may be neces
sary to pay interest on certain of the judgments as and where specified 
in such judgments. 

\_it 
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For the payment of jndgmenb:l, including costs of suits, rendered 

against the Government of the United States by United States district 
courts under the provisions of an act entitled "An act authorizing suits 
against the United States in admiralty for damage caused by and sal
vage services rendered to public vessels belonging to the United States, 
and for other purposes," approved March 3, 1925 (U. S. C. p. 1529, sees. 
781-789), certified to the Seventy-first Congress in House Document 
No. 28, under the following departments, namely : Department of Com
merce, $6,844.73; Navy Department, $1,498.32; in all, $8,343.05, together 
with such additional sum as may be necessary to pay interest as and 
where specified in such judgments. 

None of the judgments contail1ed under this caption shall be paid 
until the right of appeal shall have expired, except such as have become 
final and conclusive against the United States by failure of the parties 
to appeal or otherwise. 

Payment of interest wherever provided for judgments contained in 
this act shall not in any case continue for more than 30 days after the 
date of approYal of the act. 

JUDGMiliNTS~ COURT OF CLAIMS 

For payment of the judgments rendered by the Court of Claims and 
reported to the Seventy-first Congress in House Document No. 27, under 
tbe followjng departments and establishments, namely: United States 
Railroad Administration, $60,428.39; Navy Department, $877,449.65; 
War Department, $244,784.92 ; in all, $1,182,662.96, together with such 
additional sum as may be necessary to pay interest on certain of the 
judgments at the legal rate per annum as and where specified in said 
judgments. 

None of the judgments contained under this caption which have not 
been affirmed by the Supreme Court or otherwise became finiu and 
conclusive against the United States shall be paid until the expira
tion of the time within which application may be mnde for a writ of 
certiorari under subdivision (b), section 3, of the act entitled "An act 
to amend the Judicial Code, and to further define the jurisdiction of 
the circuit courts of appeals and of the Supreme Court, and for other 
purposes," approved February 13, 1925 (U. S. C. p. 900, sec. 288). 

Mr. WOOD. I will say to the House that all these judg
ments have been properly certified and the Budget estimate ap
proved by the President. It will save 4 per cent. We desire 
to save that 4 per cent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was r·ead the third time, and . pa~ed. 
A motion to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

POST-oFFICE BUILDING AT CORINTH, MISS. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the · 
present considerati()n of House Joint Resolution 88. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent for . the present consideration of House Joint 
Res()lution 88, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Honse Joint Resolution 88 

Joint resolution making an additional appropriation for the extension 
to the post-office building at Corinth, Miss. 

Resolved~ etc.~ That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $876.04 for the 
purpose of providing granite entrance steps for the extension to the 
post-office building at Corinth, Miss., authorized by - the first de-ficiency 
act, fiscal year 1928, approved December 22, 1927. Such amount shall 
be in addition to all other amounts heretofore appropriated for the 
extension of such post-office building. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the House that this 
measure is for the purpose of providing the money necessary to 
complete the post office at Corinth, Miss. The post office there 
burned down some time ago, and the Supervising Architect, in 
providing the plans for rebuilding, seems to have omitted the 
building of granite steps to one of the approaches. I called 
the attention of Mr. Wetmor'e to it, and he said the bill ought 
to pass. 

Mr. GARNER. Is this a Budget item? 
Mr. WOOD. I do not know whether there was u Budget rec

ommendation concerning it or not. I will ask the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN] if there was a Budget estimate. 

~fr. RA1'1t'KIN. I do not know as to that. 
Mr. GARNER. The only point about that is that Congress 

may be charged with appropriating more money than the 
Budget estimated. 

'l'be SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the House joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 
The House joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 

read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
.A. motion to reconsider the last vote w~s laid on the table. 

PULASKI SE'SQIDOENTENNI.AL COMMISSION 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present ronsideration of House Joint Resolution 91. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous ronsent for the present consideration of House Joint Reso-
lution 91. The Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House Joint Resolution 91 

Joint resolution to provide for the payment of certain expenses of the 
United States Pulaski Sesquicentennial Commission 

• ResoZved~ etc.~ That for expenses of the United States Pulaski Ses
quicentennial Commission created by Public Resolution No. 86, Seven
tieth Congress, approved February 16, 1929, there is hereby appropri
ated, out o.f any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum ol $3,500, to remain available until June 30, 1930, for the payment 
of such expenditures as may be necessary and incident to the duties 
of the commission, including stationery and office supplies, compensa
tion of . a secretary, traveling expenses, and for subsistence expenses of 
the members of the commission and the secretary when traveling on 
official business at sue~ rate per .. diem as the commission may determine. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, this is an appropriation for de
fraying the expenses of the commission appointed by the Speaker 
of the House and the President of the Senate to participate in 
the Pulaski sesquicentennial celebration of the birth of Pulaski. 

Mr. SCHAFER of 'Visconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. WOOD. Yes. 
Mr. SCIIAF.ER of Wisconsin. Where is the celebration to 

take place? 
Mr. WOOD. At Savannah, Ga. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the resolution? 
There was no objection. 
The House joint resolution was ordered to be read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

INTERNATIONAL RED CROSS CONFERENCE AT GENEVA, 1929 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ·ask unanimous consideration of 
House Joint Resolution 86. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

House Joint Resolution 86 
Joint resolution making an appropriation for the International Red 

Cross and prisoners of war conference at Geneva, Switzerland, in 
1929 
Resolved~ etc., That the sum of $34,000 is appropriated, out of any 

money in the Treasury no.t otherwise appropriated, to remain available 
until June 30, 1930, for the expenses of participation by the United 
States in the international conference for the revision of the Geneva 
convention of July 6, 1906, for the amelioration of the condition of 
the wounded in the armies in the field ; and for the study of the revi
sion of the code for prisoners of war adopted at The Hague in 1907, 
to be held at Geneva, Switzerland, in July, 1929, including travel and 
subsistence or per diem in lieu of subsistence (notwithstanding the 
provisions of any other act), compensation of employees, stenographic 
and other services by contract if deemed necessary, rent of office, pur
chase of necessary books ahd documents, printing and binding, official 
cards, and such other expenses as may be authorized by the Secretary 
of State. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, the 
purpose of this appropriation is to permit the United States 
Government to participate in a convention to be held at Geneva 
to revise the treaty or prepare a new· treaty for the benefit of 
the Red Cross in its care for the wounded and prisoners of war. 
They have not bad a convention since 1896. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Who selects the delegates to conventions 
of this kind? 

Mr. WOOD. I asked Mr. CalT that question, and he said the 
delegates were selected, one from the War Department, and one 
from the State Department, and one from among our ministers 
in Europe. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection t() the present considera
tion of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 
The Honse joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and 

read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE ST. CLAIB RIVER, MIOH. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of th~ bill H. R. 3600. It is an 
amendment to a bridge bill . 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigim asks unani

mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enactea, . eto., That section 5 of an act entitled "An act autho.r

izing Maynard D. Smith, his heirs, successors, and assigns to con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the St. Clair River 
at or near Port Huron, Mich.," approved March 2, 1929, being Public 
Act No. 923 of the Seventieth Congress, be, and the same is he.reby, 
amended so as to read as follows : 

" SEc. 5. The said Maynard D. Smith, hls heirs, successors, and 
assigns, from time to time may issue bonds, notes, debentures, or 
other evidences of indebtedness and preferred stock in such principal 
amount or amounts, and may sell or otherwise dispose of the same 
at such price or prices as shall have been approved by the Michigan 
Public Utilities Commission in order to provide funds for the acquisi
tion of real estate and other property or any interest therein needed 
for the construction of such bridge and its approaches, to provide 
funds for the construction · of such bridge and its approaches, interest 
during construction, and the costs of financing ; and may secure pay
ment of aU or any part of said bonds, notes, debentures, or other 
evidences of indebtedness by mortgage or other lien upon all or any 
part of said real estate and other property, including said bridge 
and its approaches and the franchises and rights to operate and main
tain the same, together with the tolls therefrom. All or any of said 
bonds, notes, debentures, or other evidences of indebtedness and shares 
of preferred stock shall be subject ·to redemption at any time or from 
time to time upon such notice and with such premium, if any, as 
may be provided therein. Not less than two-thlrds of all encum
brances or securities other than prefe.rred stock issued against said 
bridge shall be first-mortgage bonds, and not more than one-third 
may be debentures. None of said bonds issued against said bridge 
shall bear interest at a fixed rate in excess of 6% per cent per annum 
on the principal amount thereof. None of said debentures issued 
against said bridge shall bear interest at a fi.xed rate in excess of 7 
per cent per annum on the principal amount thereof. Any p~fer-red 
stock issued shall be at par, shall represent value, and may be 
entitled to accumulative dividends . at not to exceed 7 per cent per 
annum." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob· 

ject, does this refer to the international bridge for the con
struction of which we gave permission some time ago? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDL~. Does the gentleman's proposed amend

ment in any way change the good features of his original bill? 
l\Ir. CRAMTON. No. I will say to the gentleman that this 

is an important bridge between Port Huron, Mich., and Sarnia, 
Ontario. The bridge is to cost about $5;000,000, a:nd, being an 

·international bridge, it presented certain difficulties that would 
not exist otherwise. The recapture clause in this bill was 
particularly favorable to the public in this, that 80 per cent 
of the net earnings of the tolls go to retire the obligations, and 
when the obligation·s are retired the bridge becomes the prop
erty of the State of Michigan and the Dominion of Canada. 
That is a particularly favorable provision, but since we did 
provide for the taking over of it upon the payment of the obli
gations, instead of · making the cost of the bridge the test for 
the measure .of damages in condemnation it is necessary to give 
some attention to the securities and see that they are not in
flated. The bill as it passed provided that the total securities 
should not exceed the actual cost of the bridge as determined 
by the Secretary of War, but his determination is after the 
bridge is built and the attorneys for the bankers who have 
agreed to finance the undertaking say they can not sell bonds 
the validity of which will remain in question until a year or 
two after the money is spent and also because conditions in the 
bond market are not as favorable to-day as they were a 
year ago. 

This amendment provides this: That no securities can be 
issued unless the amount of such securities and the price at 
which they are sold are approved by the l\1ichigan Public 
Utilities Commission. While we can not order that commission, 
a State agency, to act, they have been consulted and they have 
agreed to accept the responsibility. That is what the amend
ment does, and if I may make this further statement, I will 
say that the necessary legislation has been passed by Canada, 
the plans have been approved by the War Department and the 
Canadian authorities; they have an estimate from McClintock 
& Marshall as to the cost of the bridge, and it is just awaiting 
financing and they can not go ahead in that without this legis
lation. It will save a year in the construction of the bridge if 
the House will permit this action now. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I want to say right now-and I am glad 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DENISON], a member of the 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and the gen
tleman from Texas are here-that this bill is a model bill for 
international bridges, and that in the next session of Congress 
bills providing for th~ erection of international bridges will have 
to meet the requirements of this model bill or there will be 
objection. 

Mr. DENISON. The gentleman from New York must re
member that the gentleman from Michigan worked out the 
provisions of this bill in conference with all the interested 
parties, and it is the resu~t of an agreement. However, Con
gress can not impose agreements on people unless they are will
ing to accept them. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Well, unless these agreements come up to 
the requirements contained in this bill, there are going to be 
objections ; and the gentleman from Illinois knowing that, will 
see that hereafter such bills come in with proper agreements to 
protect the public. 

Mr. DENISON. Of course, the gentleman from New York 
always has the same privilege that all Members have of 
objecting to any bill. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I know that; but the gentleman will be 
surprised to know how many Members are now taking that 
attitude. 
Mr~ CRAMTON. Will the gentleman permit this further 

statement? 
A similar bill which was introduced in the Senate was re

ferred to the departments, and the Departments of War and 
Agriculture have approved the bill. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield for 
a brief question? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. The gentleman mentioned the 

Michigan Public Utilities Commission. Does the Michigan Pub
lic Utilities Commission seem to function generally in the in
terest of the public or in the interest of the large utilities? 

Mr. CRAMTON. We have a very good commission in the 
State of Michigan, and I have confidence that their action will 
fully protect the public. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I yield. 
Mr. LEAVITT. I would like a little more time to consider 

this matter and become more fully informed, and for the time 
being I object. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Will the gentleman yield to a suggestion? 
I want to say to the gentleman from New York-

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I expected it. 
Mr. DEMPSEY (continuing). That this is not the original 

or the pioneer bill with these good provisions. The bill pro
viding- for the Peace Bridge at Buffalo contained conditions of 
the same nature and protected the public just as fully as this 
bill. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Anything that my colleague the gentle
man from New York would sponsor, of course, would be in 
good shape, well drawn, and the public fully protected. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand that objection 
has been made? 

Mr. CRAMTON. If the gentleman from Montana will with
hold his objection--

Mr. LEAVITT. I withhold it, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I want to emphasize for the consideration 

of the gentleman the importance of this bridge. It will be the 
connecting link in the northernmost transcontinental highway 
of the country for traffic coming from the great Northwest, cross
ing Lake Michigan from Milwaukee to Grand Haven and across 
through Port Huron and Sarnia and on to Niagara Falls and 
the St. Lawrence and New England. While it is being built 
as a toll bridge, through the recapture clause that has been 
referred to, 80 per cent of the net earnings fl'om tolls goes to 
retire the obligations. In most of these bridge propositions the 
bankers require, independent of any recapture clau e, that 65 
per cent of the net earnings go into a sinking fund to retire obli
gations, but in this case 80 per cent, or $4 out of every $5 of net 
revenue, goes to retire the obligations, and when they are retired 
the bridge is turned over to the State and to the Dominion and 
becomes a free bridge with no tolls except, perhaps, a nominal 
amount to take care of the operating cost or something of that 
kind, but probably an entirely free bridge. It is a matter of 
very great importance, and I can not conceive of any interest 
the gentleman might have that would be adverse to the matters 
I have suggested. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I would suggest to the gentleman that we 
have several bridges on the Niagara frontier, and tlley are ab

. solutely invaluable and are of increasing usefulness from day 
to day, and I think the gentleman's bridge will be invaluable to 
all that part of Michigan-. 
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Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield, under the :reser

:vation of o-bjection, to explain succinctly just wherein the 
amendment differs from the original law? As I understand, this 
is merely an amendment of a mino-r particular. 

Mr. CRAMTON. It is entirely a minor propositio-n. The 
fundamental proposition o-f the recapture clause is not touched. 
The present law provides that the amount of securities issued 
must not exceed the cost of the bridge as determined by the 
Secretary of War under section 8, and this determination by 
the Secretary of War under section 8 is the determination that 
he arrives at as to all toll bridges. 

Mr. STAFFORD. That is merely an estimate? 
Mr. CRAMTON. That finding is not arrived at until after 

the bridge is built-within three years after its completion
and this provides for immediate action. 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, my reservation of objection is 
due to the fact that I have not understood that matters of this 
kind could be brought before the House without the action of 
some committee. I have a matter of my own that is just as 
vital to a reclamation project in my State as this is to the 
State of Michigan and I would like to know how I am going 
to get that matter up. It is merely a question of an amendment 
to an appropriation bill, but it is just as vital, and I would like 
to know how it is going to be possible for me to get the matter 
before the House. Other Members, I think, are interested in 
the same sort of thing, and I want to know whether we are 
going to make exceptions in cases of this kind or whether the 
same opportunity is going to be given to all of us. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I may say I have been glad to cooperate 
with the gentleman from Montana on a great many matters that 
affected his State even in a more important way than the Glas
gow project. This bill has been favorably passed upon by two 
departments interested. If the Glasgow matter is passed upon 
favorably by the Interior Department, I have no objection to it. 
I ean not speak for anybody else but myself. I will say that 
the House has permitted several matters to come up where 
there was an emergency existing even when. there was no com-
mittee report. . 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, with that explanation I with-
draw my objection. · 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
'want to ask the gentleman from Michigan if he has consulted 
with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DENISON], the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. PARKs], and the gentleman from North 
Dakota · [Mr. BUBTNEBS], the subcommittee that would have 
;Jurisdiction of bridge bills, from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. They are better informed on the sub
jeet, and I would like to have the RECORD show if he has con
sulted them. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I have consulted the gentleman from Illi
nois [Mr. DENISON], who is in sympathy with it, and have sup
posed that he consulted with other Members. He has known 
of it for several days. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, while our committee b.as not 
been organized those who are members of the subcommittee I 
have consulted with, and I think the amendment ·offered by the 
gentleman from Michigan is proper, and in view of the condi
tions that eXist it is more or less of an emergency. I think 
if our committee was organized and the subcommittee was 
functioning they would readily recommend the passage of this 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time ; 

was read the third time and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle
man from Connecticut how long he intends to proceed to-day. 
The membership has largely left the House. We understood 
that no more business would be transacted under the general 
agreement and understanding at the beginning of the session. 

Mr. TILSON. We have been going on by unanimous co-nsent. 
Mr. GARNER. I know that, but many Members have left 

the House and they might want to object. I do not want to 
take the responsibility of objecting to a bill that I know nothing 
about. 

Mr. CRAMTON rose. 
Mr. GARNER. Oh, the gentleman's bill has already passed. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I want to call up another one that has 

already been discussed. 
· Mr. TILSON. We wish to get these unanimous-consent 
matters cleared out of the way. 

Mr. GARNER. How many more are there? 
Mr. TILSON. I believe there is only one more. 
Mr. GARNER. All right, go ahead. 

CONSOLIDATED BOHOOL-TURTLE MOUNTAIN INDIAN RESERVATION 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House Joint Resolution 93. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani
mous co-nsent for the present consideraqon of the House joint 
resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Hoose Joint Resolution 93 

Amending an appropriation for a consolidated school at Belcourt, 
within the Turtle Mountain Indian Reservation, N. Dak. 

Resolved, eto., That the provision in the second deficiency act aP
proved March 4, 1929- (Public, No. 1035), making an appropriation 
for a consolidated day school at Belcourt within the Turtle Mountain 
Indian Reservation, N. Dak., is amended to read as follows: 

" Turtle Mountain Reservation, N. Dak. : For construction and equip
ment, including not to exceed $5,000 for motor busses, of a consolidated 
day school at Belcourt, within the Turle Mountain Indian Reservatio~ 
N. Dak., fiscal years 1929 and 1930, $125,000: Provided~ That such 
school shall be open for attendance by whlte children and by restricted 
or nonrestricted Indian children resident withln said reservation if 
and when the State tuition fund and the county tuition fund, whlch 
would otherwise be paid to school districts in said reservation, 1t 
functioning, and the proceeds of the usual school levy in the said 
school districts, shall be paid to the United States to be used to 
supplement Government appropriations for the maintenance and opera
tion of said consolidated school_ and for . the payment of tuition of any 
white and Indian children, restricted or unrestricted, residing within 
said reservation in any high school approved by the superintendent 
of the Turtle Mountain Agency.'' 

:Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I think I ought to make this 
explanation. This is a matter in which the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. HALL] is much interested. I visited the 
reservation last year. An appropriation was carried of $125,-
000 for the building of a consolidated school to serve two town
ships where the population is abnost entirely Indians. A pro
vision for State cooperation financially has resulted in tying 
up the appropriation because of a ruling of the Comptrol).er 
General, and the language here is an attempt to cut the knot 
and permit construction to go on. I can make a statement as 
to the details of it, but I do not want to delay the House. 

Mr. GARNER. If the gentleman will yield, if I understand 
the proposition this would come from the Committee on Ap
propria tions? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. GARNER. Has the gentleman discussed it with the 

members of the subcommittee? 
Mr. CRAMTON. It was brought to their ·attention and has 

their approval as well as of the department. As I said, th·~ 
population is chie:fly children of restricted Indians. There are 
also some unrestricte~ Indians, a few of the Indians are taxed 
and some white pay taxes. _This will be a school that will 
serve two- townships constituting the Turtle Mountain Indian 
Reservation. There is about $5,000 of State and county tuition 
money paid out on a per capita basis. About $3,000 school 
tax is raised by tax on some property in the reservation not 
owned by restricted Indians. This amendment provides that 
the State and county tuition and the school tax shall be turned 
over to the Government to be used in the operation of the school, 
and in return the Government admits to the school the children 
of whites and of unrestricted Indians,. and if any children of 
whites or Indians on the reservation are to go to a high school 
o:tr the reservation the tuition can be paid out of this State and 
county tuition and school tax. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I yield. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Is the Government here pursuing any new 

policy or establishing a new policy in regard to the combination 
schools? 

Mr. CRAMTON. This is in harmony with our general policy. 
I can not say that exactly this thing has been done at any other 
place, but it is in harmony with the policy that we are follow
ing. Fo-r instance, in Oklahoma we are paying tuition to enable 
Indian children to attend white schools and--

Mr. STAFFORD. That has been the established policy for a 
long time. Here we are attempting to establ~sh a school at 
the Federal Government's expense for the education of white 
children domiciled in North Dakota. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am not sure whether you would find 
exactly these conditions elsewhere. The situation with respect 
to the Turtle Mountain Indian Reservation, consisting of two 
townships, is that the .Government, through an excess of zeal 
for the welfare of the Indiam;, a number of years ago expedited 
the removal of restrictions from a . number of those Indians. 
They were given the title tQ their lands, and the restrictions 
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against alienation being removed, they, of course, at once dis
posed of their lands and they are there now in poverty. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Here the Government is establishing a 
policy for the first time of giving education to citizens of a 
State. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Not the first time. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Where are there any other instances ? 
Mr. CRAMTON. All of these Indians are citizens. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, I mean white children. 

' Mr. CRAMTON. The number of white children here is very 
limited. The amount that will come to us from the State tax 
and the State and county tuition will exceed the cos t of the 
education of these white children. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I think it is a questionable policy to 
launch the idea of the National Government establishing high
school facilities for the education of the people of a State. 

Mr. CRAMTON. The only money under this that can be 
used to pay the school tuition of the white children at the 
high school is not from the Federal Treasury but is this money 
that comes in from local school tax or the State and county 
tuition. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I do not like the provisions of the bill. I 
think we should not consider this sort of bill without a report. 
We know nothing about the facts in advance. They are brought 
in here and thrown into the well without consideration in a 
formal way by a committee or a subcommittee. I shall not 
interpose any objection to it, but it is not the proper way to 
legislate. 

Mr. DE PRIEST. Mr. Sp·eaker, reserving the right to object, 
I notice the language in the bill is " white children." Are there 
any black children in that t erritory there? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think not. I have not heard of any. 
Mr. TILSON. It simply means non-Indians. 
Mr. DE PRIEST. But that is not what it says. 
Mr. CRAMTON. I never heard of any. I was up there and 

I am sure there are none. There are some that get pretty dark. 
Mr. DE PRIEST. I know, and there are a lot of dark ones 

all around here, but because of the way ·in which the bill readS 
I nave reserved the right to object, and I do object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. DE PRIEST. l\Ir. Speaker, I object. 
1\Ir. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to with

hold his objection for a moment. Let me make this suggestion : 
I doubt whether there is anyone in this Hou e, including the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DE PRIEST], who has taken a 
more ·active interest in education for the Negro race than I have 
through my handling of appropriations for Howard University 
for the last nine years. Year by year I have battled for that 
appropriation. The gentleman can get confirmation of that 
very easily. There is no discrimination here. This is an 
attempt to provide proper education for every child in that 
township. We do not say anything about the Chinese, because 
there are no Chinese there, and we do not say anything about 
negroes, because there are none there. 

1\lr. DE PRIEST. To the best of the gentleman's knowledge 
there are none there. 

Mr. CRA.M'l'ON. But I have been there, and I have made an 
investigation of the situation there. I went there for that pur
pose. If the gentleman finds that there are any negroes there, 
they will be taken care of. 

Mr. DE PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, that is assurance enough for 
mE:>. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no obection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
ADDRESS BY HON. WILLIAM E. HULL, OF ILLINOIS 

l\Ir. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD by inserting therein a speech 
delivered by the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. WILLIAM E. 
HULL, at Omaha, Nebr., on the 3d of June, on the subject of 
waterways. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend my 

remarks in the RECORD I include a speech delivered by Hon. 
WILLIAM E. HULL, of Illinois, at Omaha, Nebr., on June 3, 1929, 
on the subject of waterways. 

The speech is as follows : 

DEVELOP~1ENT OF INLAND WATERWAYS 

Herbert Hoover is the confident hope of the inland waterways of the 
Nation. We, its advocates, must work with the President of the United 
States and secure from Congress appropriations large enough to com
plete all of the projects within a 4-year period. 

The Illinois, Mississippi, and Missouri River system, including their 
tributaries, comprises 9,000 miles of channel that will carry our products 
to the sea, leading from Pittsburgh in the East, Chicago and the Gt·eat 
Lakes in the North, St. Paul and Minneapolis in the Northwest, Sioux 
City, Omaha, and Kansas City, in the West, the intracoastal canal 
and the Warrior River in the South, making a network of rivers formu
lating the greatest inland waterway transportation system in the world, 
is now an authorized project and its completion will be a great boon 
to the western country for all ""time. 

The necessity of inland waterway transportation has been brought 
about by the building of the Panama Canal, which has carried great 
benefits to our people. But we can not ignore the fact that it has also 
contributed to distort the competitive relationship of the Mid West and 
our seaboard industry. The fact that it has drawn the east and west 
seaboards together by decreasing its transportation costs has prac
tically ruined the central west business to the Atlantic and Pacific 
coasts. 

By using this canal the· ships can carry the products from coast to 
coast on an average of one-fourth the cost by rail !rom the Mid West 
to either coast. Thus, it can easily be seen that it is impossible to 
compete against such cheap transportation, and therefore this great 
inland waterway, which has been advocated for years, has now reached 
a point where the people of the Central West can be assured that in the 
near future they will llave a transportation system by water that will 
equalize freight rates with the East and the West. 

Without this transportation the Mid West must suffer by certain lines 
of business migrating to tbe seaboard. It t ends to establish the manu
facturer nearer the seaboard and farther from the heart of agriculture, 
to the mutual disadvantage of both. It destroys the Mid West wholf'
sale distribution, as many merchants and manufacturers in the interior 
will te tify. Its serious effect on agriculture and upon business would 
make it seem reasonaple that it is worthy of our best efforts to remedy, 
and the t·emedy is cheaper transportation in bulk products of agricultut·e 
and raw mater'ials. · . 

Our railroads have reached the bighest efficiency in their history but 
they must maintain this efficiency. With the higher cost of labor and 
materials they can not reduce their freight rates. The Panama Canal 
can not be closed; neither can we raise the Atlantic Ocean and other 
sea freight rates. The standard of living in the rest of tlre world is 
so inferior to our own and as they have not increased their wage scale 
the cost of operating foreign overseas shipping has not been raised to 
a point that will equalize the expense in this country. 

Under such conditions we must turn to our natural waterways which 
providence has blessed us with. In order to accomplish this we must 
deepen our rivers to permit modern barge transportation, deepen the 
outlet to the Great Lakes to permit ocean-going shipping and connect 
them altogether into a definite transportation system. This would give 
us 12,000 miles of connected inland water transportation, reaching from 
Duluth in the North to New York in the East, from Chicago to New 
Orleans, from Pittsburgh to Sioux City, from New Orleans to Houston, 
Tex., thus making a network of inland waterways larger than any in 
the world. 

Can you visualize a shipment direct from London to Chicago by watf'r 
and then from Chicago to St. Paul on the north to Peoria and St. Louis 
In the Middle West; to Pittsburgh in the East; to Sioux City, Omaha, 
and Kansas City in the West; and thence on to New Orleans to the 
Gulf of Mexico and across the great State of Texas to Houston and 
Corpus Christi? Such a water transportation would be of great benefit 
to the coast cities as well as to the inland part of our Nation. 

I can see the oil and fruits coming from California to Chicago, the 
great textile mills and the eastern manutacturers shipping their prod
ucts by way of Ne.w Orleans to Chicago, St. Louis, Kansas City, Omaha, 
and Sioux City, all by water and then to be distrjbuted by the railroads 
over the whole northwestern and western country. 

Is there anyone in the United States who would begrudge the Gov
ernment expending funds out of the Treasury of the country in order to 
make such a system of waterways? It will be the greatest help for 
agricultural relief that any Congress will e.ver pass ; it will build a 
national highway of water transportation, thus giving opportunities of 
building elevators and warehouses along this great system, which will 
store the products of the !arm fo1' a future delivery and, in my judg
ment, will give greater farm relief than all of the legislation that Con
gress will pass. 

By completing thls great inland waterway within four years, you wUl 
save the farmers of this Nation millions of dollars in freight. Every 
bushel of corn. wheat, or grain ex:po1·ted from this part of the country 
will receive the benefit of the freight rate to the foreign nations, and , 
therefore, it is my intention to do everything that I can to br ing about 
an early completion of this. great inland waterway system. 
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It is evident that the farmer wtu ship his produce by water wherever 

he can because he realizes that be can save 10 cents per hundred on ever)' 
bushel of grain that he exports from this Nation through this water 
transportation. We will never come into a fnll realization of the serv
ices of this great inland waterway until we have completed. every section 
of the system, which will give us full value for cheaper transportation 
costs; Therefore it is up to those of us who live in the Central West 
and the West to stand shoulder to shoulder in a solid phalanx untU 
we have convinced those in power at Washington the necessity of a full 
completion of the channels of the Missouri River, the Mississippi River, 
the Illinois River, and the intracoastal canal. 

By bard and persuasive work your Congressmen of the West, aided 
by one of the greatest advocates of waterways in the world, Cle~eland 
Newton, of St. Louis, have brought about 60 per cent of the completion 
of this great system. There is left to be completed yet the following: 

Mississippi Rive1·, from St. Paul to the mouth of the Illinois 
River Grafton 6-foot channeL _____________________ _ 

Mississippi River: from the mouth of the Illinois River to St. 
Louis, 9-foot channeL------------------------------

Illinois River, from Utica to Grafton, 9-foot channeL ____ _ 
Intracoastal canal, from New Orleans to Corpus Christi, 

Tex., !}-foot channeL----------------------- --------
Missouri River, from St. Louis to K~nsas City, 6-foot 
channel-----------------------------------~--------

Missouri River, from Kansas City to Sioux City, Iowa, 
6-foot channel----------------~---------------------

$2,500,000 

1, 500,000 
2,250,000 

16,000,000 

17,500,000 

54,000,000 

Total------------------------------------------ 93,750,000 
After this is done then the boats can travel over the entire system. 

DENISON LAW 

Another great advantage that we have accrued in the last two 
years is the passage of legislation known as the Denison law. 

This bas forced the railroads to make a joint through rate with 
the inland waterway system, either voluntarily or they will be directed 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission to do so. This will make 
a rail-water-rail rate, giving everybody in the hinterland the same 
opportunity to use the waterway system as those who live upon the 
waterway itself. 

In order that you may thoroughly understand what I mean, if a 
shipper was to ship a carload of wheat from Butte, Mont., to Columbia, 
S. C., tbe freight rate would be the rail rate to St. Paul, the water 
rate to Memphis, and• the rail rate to Columbia, S. C., thus giving 
this shipper the privilege of securing the water rate from St. Paul 
~ MemphlL • 

So, you can understand now that everybody is to participate in 
the reduction of water freight rates. 

In addition to this I quote from the Denison bill, as follows : 
" When the improvement of any tributary or connecting waterway 

of the Mississippi River, not including the Ohio River, shall have been 
completed or advanced to the point where within two years thereafter 
there will have been substantially completed a sufficient and depend
able channel for the safe operation of suitable barges and towboats 
thereon; and when the Chief oi: Engineers of the United States Army 
shall certify that fact to the Secretnry of War, the Secretary of War 
shall thereupon cause a survey of such tributary or connecting water
way to be made for the purpose of ascertaining the amount of traffic, 
the terminal facilities, and the through routes and joint tarill' arrange
ments with connecting carriers, that are or will, within such years, 
J>robably be available on such tributary . or connecting waterway. As 
soon thereafter as such survey shall have been completed and a suffi
cient and dependable channel for the safe operation of suitable barges 
and towboats shall have been substantially completed, the Secretary 
of War ·may, if . he finds from such survey that water transportation 
can, in the public interest, be successfully operated on such tributary 
or connecting waterway, extend the services of the Inland Waterways 
Corporation thereon as soon as the ~orporation shall have suitable 
facilities available therefor." 

So it is evident that before long the Government barge line will be 
operating on the Illinois and 'Missouri Rivers, as well as upon the 
Mississippi River. 

MISSION OF INLAND WATERWAYS CORPORATION 

The mission of the corporation is defined in the policy of Congress 
" to promote. encourage, and develop water transportation and to 
foster and preserve in !ull vigor both rail and water transportation," 
and its existence is due to the will ()f Congress to carry on the opera
tions of the Government-owned inland, canal, and coastwise system to 
the point where the system can be transferred to private operation to 
the best advantage of the Government. 

·WATER COMPETITION-RELIEF li"ROM IDGH RAIL RATES 

For 23 years the standard rail and lake routes from New York to 
Chicago were on a scale of 54 cents per 100 pounds. After the acqui
sition by the railroad.a of the laKe routes the rates gradually increased. 
In 1915 they we1•e 62 cents per 100 pounds, and in 1925, ~1.42 per 100, 
an increase of 275 per cent. 

In 1915 the Interstate Commerce Commission denied to the railroads 
permission to continue the ownet·ship by parallel rail lines of the com-

mon carriers on the Great Lakes and the lake lines discontinued opera
tion. 

The history of the first-class rate by rail from ~- Louis to New 
Orleans ahows substantially the same depression and subsequent ele
vation. Between 1885 and 1887 the competition of the steamboats 
forced the first-class rate from $1 to 75 cents. By 1887 it had risen 
to 90 cents, where it remained stationary until the war and the advent 
of the Railroad Administration. Since then by successive advances this 
all-rail rate rose, until in 1925 it was $1.73¥.!, 

With the close of the war came the development of water traffic 
through the Panama Canal from which railroad-owned ships are barred 
by law. To-day the interest of the Mississippi Valley, including the 
valleys of the Missouri, the Illinois and other tributaries, is focused 
on the fact of a rail rate on first-class fra.ffic to the Pacific coast ap
proximately twice the rate from New York by sea. 

The revival of transportation on the great Mississippi system of 
natural waterways offers the only possible relief. With these channels 
opened up, industry on these rivers will be able to ship to and from 
the east and west coasts on rates comparable with rates enjoyed by 
coastwise industry. In other word!!, the advantages of the Panama 
Canal will be no longer denied to the central portion of the United 
States. 

VARIOUS COMMODITIES MOVI:NG OVER THE LINES OF THE CORPORATION 

The corporation distribu-tes freight between all of the States of the 
Union except five, and has arranged to exchange traffic with nearly 
200 railroads and many other land carliers and numerous purely water 
carriers. Its tows move now from the Twin Cities on the north and 
New Orleans on the south, from thence to Mobile and thence along the 
Warrior system of canals to Birmingp9rt, Ala., from which point it 
connects with, Birmingham by a short railroad which it owns. 

In it the country now has the means of insuring on the Mississippi 
and Warrior systems proper at least that kind of water transportation 
that distributes its benefits to the country at large. Under the law, 
through the whole Mississippi SJ'Stem, including the Missouri, the Ohio, 
and the lllinois Rivers, thus connecting the Great Lakes with the GYlf 
of Mexico. It is true that this system has been working at a great 
loss to the a"overnment, but that comes from the fact that there bas 
been no absolute connection with all of the dilrerent tributaries. My 
judgment is that whenever they are all connected, it will . work to a 
great profit to the Government of the United States. 

I might quote that in 1920 they moved 360,719 tons; in 1921, 672,111 
tons ; in 1922, 860,013 tons ; in 1923~ 979,722 tons ; in 1924, 1,071,848 
tons; in ~925, 1)142,219 tons; and in 1926, 1·,341,578 tons, at an aver- · 
age saving to the shipper or the consignee on the Mississippi in 1926 
of $1.75 a ton and on the Warrior in the same year of $0.75 per ton. 
The average saving on the whole system in 1926 was a little more than 
$1.50 a ton. Of this, . grain moving for export in 1926 reached 
the junction markets alluded to above at a cost of between 3 and 6lf.a 
cents per bushel below what it would have paid if the barge-line serv
ice had not been available. This grain constituted but a small portion 
of the exportable surplus of the interior communities which produced it. 
The Governm-ent barge line carried all that its eqUipment permitted. 
The day is almost here when the carrier is compelled almost daily to 
turn away freight offerings. If equipment was available on this 
stretch of fhe river to meet all demands, it is probable that the whole 
exportable surplus of wheat from those communities that raised the , 
portion that moved in ·the Government barges would reach tbe seaboard, 
and the saving on the whole would unquestionably reflect itself by 
raising the price paid the farmer, if, indeed, this benefit has not 
already accrued to him. 

So much sugar now moves over this line that the price of this com
modity in the interior is the price at New Orleans plus the barge-line 
rate north, so that the hinterlands of Helena, Memphis, St. Louis, and 
Chicago now have tbe cheaper transportation reflected in the price 
they pay for this commodity. When the season of navigation opens on 
the upper Mississippi the people behind the cities of the upper river 
will derive this benefit. Arrangements are now being worked out 
whereby this commodity will move through Cairo via the Ohio River 
carriers up the river. This will carry this benefit to the people 
served by the Ohio River. 

And now, my fiiends, what we need is to complete the channels 
on the Missouri and the Illinois Rivers and give all of the people in 
the great Mississippi Valley the same opportunity as is given those 
on the Mississippi and Ohio Rivers at the present time. 

During the Seventieth Congress we were able to pass in the Denison 
bill an appropriation of $10,000,000 to build additionar barges and 
towboats. Three million of this has been set aside for the Missouri 
River and three mllllon for the Illinois River. 

So the equipment is now provided for, and those who live upon 
the Missouri and Illinois Rivers must begin at once to arrange for 
terminals. Every city of any size, from the mouth of the Missouri 
River to Sioux City, should begin now to arrange to pass bond issues 
in order to facilitate the building of terminals. No terminal can be 
built fol! less than $300,000, and some of them as high as $500,000. 
It ls not an easy job to raise this amount of money quickly, and so 
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I would advise all of you along the great Missouri or the Mississippi 
or the Illinois to immediately begin to make your arrangements for 
the terminals. • 

If the barge line was now extended to Chicago, I could produce 
tables here showing great savings to all of this section of the country. 
You can realize the necessity, first of all, of making the connection 
with the Great Lakes and the Gulf. That will be the main trunk 
line ; the Missouri, the upper Mississippi, the Ohio Rivers, and the intra
coastal canal will be the tributaries. And so we must all work hand 
in hand to complete the Illinois part of this project at the earliest 
possible moment. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE. MISSOURI RIVER 

We are here to discuss the improvement of the river that carries more 
water in it than any of the other rivers, and in all probability when 
completed will l9e one of the best tributaries of the system. 

There is no greater agricultural area ·in the world than that drained 
by the Missouri River. There is no soil more fertile and no section 
capable of sustaining a more healthful, thrifty, or prosperous population 
than this great interior district, and yet the Missouri Valley, productive 
as it is, has been held back in its development by the high freight rates 
which have prevented the equitable transportation of its commodities to 
the markets in other sections of the United States and to outside mar
kets of the world. 'l'he development of industry in the midst of agricul
ture would contribute immeasurably to the development of this great 
agricultural section, but high railroad rates, which prevent manufac
turers in this area competing with manufacturers located where cheap 
water rates are available, either along the Great Lakes, the seashore, 
or the Gulf, have deterred factolies from locating in this district. 

As an evidence of what cheap water transportation will do we have 
only to point to the development of industries and factories and the 
growth of cities as a result of snch development around the Great Lakes 
and along the seashore, while the cities along the Missouri River have 
struggled with little progress because of the inability of factories and 
industries to operate successfully in an area where freight rates are so 
high. The :factories can move to the seashore, to the Lakes, or along 
the banks of already developed rivers, but the oniy way .to bring relief 
to the great agricultural area of the Missouri Valley is to develop the 
highways which nature provided, making the Missouri River navigable 
first with a 6 and then with a 9-foot channel, and when cheap water 
rates reach the interior of agriculture the factories and industries will 
follow, and this great section will begin to- prosper and grow as it has 
never done in its history. 

Congress has adopted a 6-foot project from the month of the Missouri 
River to Sioux City. Some of the money has been appropriated and the 
War Department bas allotted the money and the improvement of the 
project .trom Kansas City to the mouth is going forward with unprece
dented speed. 'l'be Chief of Engineers advises that a 6-foot channel will 
be available some time in 1930. An abundance of money bas been appro
priated and is now available for river and harbor work and a substan
tial amount should be allocated, and work should be carried on with 
determination and vigor toward the completion of a 6-foot channel 
from Kansas City to Sioux City on the Missouri River. The faster this 
work is carried to completion the quicker cheap water rates will be 
available and the sooner the farm problem of the Missouri River Valley 
will be solved. 

We have on the Ohio River a 9-foot project almost completed from 
Pittsburgh to Cairo. We have upon the Mississippi RiTer a 9.,foot proj
ect nearing completion from St. Louis to New Orleans and out to the 
sea. We have on the Illinois River a 9-foot project from Utica to the 
mouth, which I hope to see modified and completed in the near future, 
making a 9-foot channel from Chicago and the Great Lakes down the 
Mississippi River to New Orleans and out to the sea. The Missouri 
River should be made a part of this great system with channel widths 
and depths sufficient to permit the free interchange of 9-foot barges 
fully loaded so that freight can be carried in 9-foot barges without 
transfer from Sioux City, and later beyond, across the United States 
to Pittsburgh and down the Mississippi to New Orleans, where it will 
be accessible to ocean steamers for all foreign ports. To permit the 
Missouri to remain a 6-foot channel will have the e1fect of keeping the 
Missouri River Valley upon a narrow-gage railroad while the commerce 
of the rest of the country is carried upon a wide-gage track. 

Congress two years ago authoriz-ed a survey of the Missouri River 
from Kansas City to the mouth with a view to providing for a 6-foot 
channel. The improvements now going on upon this section of the 
Missouri for the establishment of a 6-foot channel can all be utilized in 
the making of a 9-foot channel. This survey should be made and the 
report shouJd be available for the December session of Congress in order 
that a !}-foot channel upon the Missouri River from Kansas City to its 
mouth may be authorized in the next river and harbor bill. 

The next river and harbor bill should contain authority for a survey 
with a view to determining the feasibility of a 9-foot channel upon the 
Missouri from Yankton to Kansas City, for there is no section of the 
United States more in need of relief which such a channel would afford 
than this great Missouri Valley, and if the Missouri River from Yankton 

to the mouth could be provided with a 9-foot channel, thus making it a 
part of this great waterway system. which in the near future ought to 
contain a 9-foot project upon the upper Mississippi from Minneapolis and 
-St. Paul to St. Louis, then a great contribution will be made upon sound 
and economical lines toward the solution of the perplexing farm problem 
of the United States. 

The products of the Missouri Valley are now tremendously handi
capped in reaching the markets of our own country. We have in that 
part of the United States south of the Ohio and east of the Mississippi 
a great market for the products of the Missouri River Valley. It the 
Missouri could be improved to Yankton, the enormous reduction of freight 
rates which would follow would result in the construction of elevators 
at C~iro, Memphis, and Helena, so that the agricultural and feed prod
ucts of this great section, utilizing a joint rail and water haul, could 
supply this southeastern area with profit to both sections of our country. 

There Is at Pittsburgh and along the upper Ohio River an enormous 
industrial area which needs the products of the Missouri River Valley. 
The average rail rate of the country, which apparently can not be 
reduced, is 11 mills per ton-mile. Commodities are being carried by 
lake steamers for 1 mill per ton-mile, and now that the Ohio is improved 
I am advised that coal is being carried upon this great river for 1 mill 
per ton-mile. This means that with a completed 9-foot channel between 
the agricultural area in the Missouri Valley and the great industrial area 
at Pittsburgh and ftlong the upper Ohio steel and other commodities 
from one district can be exchanged for agricultural products from the 
other district at great profit to both, and nothing would contribute 
more to the prosperity and the increase of the taxable wealth of the 
whole counry. 

When such a waterway is completed and a dependable 9-foot channel 
is assured, elevators, flour mills, factories, and industries of all kinds 
will spring up along the l\Ilssouri. the population will increase, the 
cities will grow and prosper, and the hinterland of this great valley will 
thrive and develop as nature intended it should. 

The Panama Canal from the day of its completion has served as a 
penalty upon this great Missouri Valley. It bas enabled the products 
of the factories, the shops, and the mills of the Atlantic seaboard to 
interchange freely over the cheap water routes with the raw materials 
of the western seaboard, while the products of the Missouri River Valley, 
because of the excessive freight rates, have been unable to compete in 
the markets on either coast, with the result th~t the population of the 
cities upon the east and west coast have rapidly increased and their 
people have thrived and pr06pered while the Missouri River Valley has 
been stunted and its prosperity bas been retarded and virtually 
destroyed, 

To illustrate the hardships which the present rate structure imposes, 
there is developing in California and along the west coast an enormous 
poultry industry which consumes large quantities of grain products 
such as is produced in the Missouri Valley. Because of the present 
rates, the bulk of these agricultural products is being transported from 
Argentina by cheap water route along the east coast of South America 
through the Panama Canal and around to the west coast of our own 
country. A tarill' sufficient to protect that market for the farm products 
of the Middle West would impose a hardship upon the consumers in 
California and the west coast. When a cheap water rate is established 
over nature's highway down the Missouri and Mississippi, through the 
Panama Canal and to the west coast, then the American producer and 
consumer of this commodity will both be benefited, and the prosperity 
of tlie whole country will be lncreased. 

Our future markets are to the south of us, our trade with the West 
Indies, Central and South America has grown until it amounts to 
approximately, $1,400,000,000 annually, while our trade with France, 
Belgium, Germany, and Russia combined amounts to approximately 
$400,000,000 annually. The bulk of that trade to the south of us is 
now enjoyed by American producers along our seashores, and because 
of the che!l-P water rates from foreign ports they are practically the 
only sections of the United States that could meet the competition of 
the world in this rapidly growing market. If the Missouri Valley is to 
ba Ye its place in the sunshine of the commerce of the world, and es
pecially if it is .to enjoy its share of the trade in Central and South 
America, a dependable 9-foot channel must be provided upon the Mis
souri and out to the sea, and cheap water rates by the improvement of 
this dependable channel must be brought to this great agricultural Rrea. 

CHANNELS EITHER COMPLETED OR PARTIALLY COMPLETED 

We have on the Ohio River a 9-foot project almost completed from 
Pittsburgh to Cairo; we have upon the Mississippi a 9-foot project to 
the sea; "We have on the Illinois River a 9-foot project from Utica to 
the mouth, which will be completed within two years. 

The Illinois waterway, which is being built by the State, will also 
be completed within that time, thus making a connection from Chicago 
to New Orleans by water. 

In the pre ent rivers and harbors bill, I have introduced a bill for a 
project leading from the mouth of the Illinois River to St. Louis, mak
ing that part of the Mississippi River a 9-foot channel. When tbnt is 
completed, then there will be a continuous 9-foot channel from Chicago · 
to New Orleans. 



1929. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 2539 
The Missouri River should be ma.de a part of this great system with 

channel widths and depths so that the barges can be loaded and the 
freight carried in 9-foot barges without transfer from Sioux City and 
later beyond, across the United States to Pittsburgh and down the Mis
sissippi to New Orleans, where it will be accessible to ocean steamers to 
all foreign ports. 

A. 6-li"OOT CHANNEL ON TWO RIVERS 

The upper Mississippi River and the Missouri River have won author
izations for a 6-foot channel. 

The improvements now going on upon these sections of the Mississippi 
and Missouri Rivers for the estimate o'f a 6-foot channel can all be 
utilized in the making of a 9-foot channel. A •new survey should be 
made and the report should be available for the December session of 
Congress in order that a 9-foot channel upon the Missouri River from 
Kansas City to its mouth may be utilized for the next rivers and har
bors bill and also upon the Mississippi River from St. Paul to the mouth 
of the Illinois River. 

ADDITIONAL SURVEYS 

The next ri-.ers and harbors bill should contain authority for a survey 
with a view of determining the feasibility of a 9-foot channel to Kansas 
City, for there is no section of the United States more in need of relief 
which such a channel would a1l'ord than the · great Missouri Valley, and 
if the Missouri River from Yankton to the mouth could be provided 
with a 9-foot channel, thus making it a part of this great inland 
waterway system when a 9-foot channel is completed from Yankton to 
the Mississippi River and from St. Paul to St. Loui.s, then a sound and 
economic contribution will have been added to the resources of the 
United States. 

THE ST. LA. WRENCE TO THE SEA. 

Some 10 years ago the proposition of developing the St. Lawrence 
River for ocean-going vessels was taken up in real earnest between the 
Governments of Canada and the United States. There was an exchange 
of notes between the two Governments in reference to the engineering 
phases of the project. 

In the spring of 1927 the United States sent a note to Canada sug
gesting that we were ready to begin negotiating the treaty. Since that 
time, while some phases of the development ba-re been agreed to, no 
definite understanding has been reached. 

ECONOMIC VALUE OF ST. LAWRF!NCE 

The St. Lawrence developed would be real farm relief, for it would 
teduce the export rate on wheat from Chicago and Duluth to Liverpool 
10 cents a bushel. It would be one of the great instruments of com
pleting the inland waterway sy.stem, but until such 'time as Canada will 
be willing to be fair with the United States it does not seem possible 
that it will be developed, and therefore it is my view that unless Canada 
is willing to do her part we should immediately negotiate with the 
State of New York and deepen to 12 feet the Erie Canal for a barge 
system, similar to what we have on the Mississippi system. In doing 
that you would have a way of shipping your products from Sioux City, 
Iowa, to Chicago through the Great Lakes, the Erie Canal, and the 
Hudson River to the Atlantic Ocean. 
. The policy of the administration is to build the waterways of the 
Nation. Herbert Hoover is its greatest friend an·d advocate. He 
believes in putting the rivers of the Nation to work; he is an engineer 
and can visualize their worth. He will push this development forward 
if given the opportunity by the Congress of the United States. We 
therefore should work in harmony with the President and not embar
rass him by advocating impossible projects. We can confidently expect 
his support, and when every channel is completed we may assume that 
it was the man in the White House that made it possible. 

And now, my friends, in conclusion let me say to you, the completion 
of this splendid waterway system, which constitutes America's greatest 
natural resource, will render a great service to the Nation and to the 
world. 

This mighty empire, known as the Mississippi Valley, will become the 
most prosperous and productive portion of our Nation, the abiding place 
for happy, prosperous, and contented people, with the beneficent endow
ment of a generous Government, will encourage those virtues of citizen
ship and be the guaranty and the perpetuity of -this great Republic. 

RESTRICTED IMMIGRATION 

Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to speak 
for five minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BOX. Mr. Speaker, the Assembly of the State of Cali

fornia and the senate thereof recently passed Joint Resolution 
No. 11, which has been presented to the Senate by the President 
of the Senate and by the senior Senator from that State. I 
ask unanimous consent that it be read in my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the Clerk 
will read. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk J:ead as follows: 

CALIFORNIA LEGISLATUREl, 

AssEMBLY CHAMBER, 

FORTY-EIGHTH SESSION, 

Sacramento. 

Assembly Joint Resolution 11, relative to restricted immigration 
Chapter 95 

Whereas the legislature of this State has· consistently urged adher
ence by the United States to a policy of restricted immigration; and 

Whereas the present absence of restriction and supervision of immi
gration across the southern boundary line of the United States opens 
the door annually to thousands of citizens of the Republic of Mexico, to 
large numbers of citizens of nations under the quota who would other
wise be excluded, and to many aliens ineligible to citizenship ; and 

Whereas the standard of living of the great mass of citizens of the 
Republic of Mexico is such that no good reason exists why the citizens · 
thereof should be given preference as to entry into the United States 
over the peoples of the European stocks from which the great majority 
of American citizens are descended ; and 

Whereas the infiux of laborers across the Mexican border causes 
unfair and unjust competition to American labor, and at the same time 
abrogates and nnllifies the beneficial results to be expected from a 
national policy of restrictive immigration; and 

Whereas the continued unrestricted inflow of Mexican people and the 
rate of increase of those already here mean the gradual replacement of 
the American people by those of Mexican blood, and indicate that in 
the near future the populations of the Southern and Western States of 
the United States will become predominantly Mexican : Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved by the Assembly and the Senate of the State of California, 
jointly, That the legislature of this State protests against a continu
ance of the present unrestricted immigration from the Republic of 
Mexico ; and be it further 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States be, and it is hereby, 
respectfully petitioned and urgently requested promptly to provide legis
lation placing the Republic of Mexico within the provisions of the r.; 
strictive immigration laws of the United States and providing a propel· 
annual immigration quota therefor ; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be transmitted to the Presi
dent of the United States, the Vice President of the United States, the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, and to 
each Senator and Representative in Congress from the State of 
California. 

Attest: 

EDGAR C. LEVEY, 

Speaker of ~he Assembl1f. 

ARTHUR A. 0HNIMUS, 

Chief Clerk of the Assembly. 

1\Ir. BOX. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I have advice from a', 
reliable source that this resolution passed the Assembly of the ' 
State of California by a vote of 42 to 6, and passed the senate 
of that State by a vote of 21 to 4. I had it read for the 
information of the House. 

LIEUT. APOU.O SOUCEK 

:Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to , 
proceed for one minute in order to make an announcement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I am sure the House will be 

glad to hear that the officials of the Bureau of Standards have 
just finished calibrating the instruments and verifyi:qg the 
sheets of the flight made by Lieut. Apollo Soucek, of the United 
States Navy, on June 4, 1929, and find that he reached an alti
tude of 38,560 feet, thereby establishing a new world record for 
altitude for seaplanes. [Applause.] On May 8, 1929, Lieuten
ant Soucek established a world record with a land plane, reach
ing an altitude of 29,140 feet, which record was taken away 
from the United States a few days later by Germany. The 
United States Navy is now preparing a plane with which it is 
expected that we will recapture that record. I feel sure that 
the applause and congratulations of every Member of the 
House go to the United States Navy and to Lieut. Apollo 
Soucek. [Applause.] 
THE PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION OF 1928 AND THE ELECTORAL COLLEGE 

Mr. LEA of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD upon . a resolution 
which I recently introduced. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani
mous consent to extend his renrarks in the RECORD upon a reso
lution recently introduced by him. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LEA of California. Mr. Speaker, the presidential elec

tion of 1928 again gave a striking demonstration of the crude, 
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antiquated character and inherent injustice of the Electoral 
College system of electing the President. It demonstrated that 
the Electoral College should be abolished and a just, practical 
system provided in its stead. 

Nearly 37,000,000 people voted at that election. Secretary 
Hoover received over 21,000,000 votes and Governor Smith over 
15,000,000. The vote for Hoover was 58 per cent of the vote of 
the Nation and that of Smith 40 per cent. . In the Electoral 
College Hoover received 444 electoral votes and Smith 87. In 
other words, Mr. Hoover had over 83 per cent of the electoral 
vote, or 25 per cent more of the electoral than the popular vote. 
Smith received a little over 16 per cent of the electoral vote, or 
about 24 per cent less than of the popular vote. Taking the 
vote of the Nation as a whole, an electoral vote for Hoover 
represented 48;180 popular votes and an electoral vote for Smith 
represented 172,602. In other words, an electoral vote for 
Smith represented more than three and one-half times as many 
people as an electoral vote for Hoover. 

In 1912 Wilson received 435 electoral votes and Taft received 
8. Each electoral vote for Wilson represented 14,451 voters and 
each for Taft 435,490. Each of Taft's electoral votes represented 
thirty-one times as many popular votes as an electoral vote for 
Wilson. 

Smith received 15,000,000 votes. In the eight States he car. 
ried, he received 1,640,000 votes and their total electoral vote 
of 87. He received 13,576,000 votes in States from which he did 
not secure a single electoral vote. In other words, 1,640,000 
popular votes gave him 87 electoral votes and 13,576,000 popular 
votes . gave him no electoral vote. 

Had the electoral vote of each State been divided between 
the candidates according to thejr proportion of the popular vote 
in each State, the· total electoral vote would have been 231 for 
Smith and 291 for Hoover. As the votes were in fact counted, 
Smith had 29 that belonged to Hoover and Hoover had 175 that 
rightfully belonged to Smith. 

Hoover received 2,200,000 votes in the State of New York. 
Smith received 2,100,000. Hoover had less than 50 per cent of 
the popular vote of New York, but received its entire 45 electoral 
votes. Smith received over 46 per cent of its popular vote and 
none of its electoral votes. 

In Massachusetts, Smith. received slightly over 50 per cent of 
the popular vote and Hoover over 49 per cent. Smith received 
the entire 18 electoral votes and Hoover received none. 

Had 404,000 Hoover votes been properly dstributed in the 
eight States carried by Smith, the entire electoral vote would 
have been for Hoover. Smith, with 15,000,000 popular votes 
representing over 40 per cent of the popular vote ·of the Nation, 
would have been without a single electoral vote. 
. In the election of 1928, 38 per cent of all the electoral votes 
cast for Hoover and Smith were counted· exactly· Opp6Site to 
the way intended by the people who cast the popular votes, 
which the electoral votes were supposed to represent. Only 62 
per cent of the electoral votes of the Nation were counted in 
accordance with the will of the people those votes represented. 

Manifestly such a system of counting votes is repugnant to any · 
man's sense of fairness and political justice. No man can- de
fend the Electoral College system unless he can defend a prac
tice that takes from a minority candidate all credit for 49 per 
.cent of the popular vote of a great State and gives the majority 
candidate the whole vote of the State. The only chance the 
minority candidate has to overcome the injustice of this irra
tional method of computing the result is to secure from other 
States of the country a similar or greater number of votes not 
intended for him but for his opponent. Such a system is not 
only inherently unjust but is morally vicious and indefensible. 

FUNDAltfENTAL VICE OF ELECTORAL COLLEGE SYSTEM 

The fundamental vice of the Electoral College system is in 
counting the State vote as ~ unit. The whole electoral vote 
of the State goes to that candidate who receives only a part 
of the vote of its people. The plurality candidate receives the 
whole vote of the State regardless of whether he receives a 
majority of the State vote, and regardless of how large may be 
the minority vote of his opponents. 

Let me illustrate the viciousness ·of the unit system. Sup
pose two candidates run for President. One candidate carries 
New York over the other candidate by 5,000 majority, and the 
ot11er candidate who lost New York, carries Nevada by 5,000. 
Thus the popular vote of those two candidates would be exactly 
equal, but the man who carried New York would receive 45 
electoral votes and the one who carried Nevada would receive 
only three electoral votes. 

Under the Electoral College system, if the popular sentiment 
among the voters throughout the Nation was almost equally 
divided in each State, a candidate who received only 51 per cent 
of the popular vote in each State would receive ~ o~ ~e . 

electoral vote. The candidate who receiv-ed the other 49 per 
cent would not receive a single electoral vote, even though 
the minority candidate polled 49 per cent of the votes of the 
country. 

You must agree there is absolutely no justice inherent in 
such a system of election. Whether or not political justice is 
accomplished is purely a matter of luck, a gamble, and does 
not depend upon the inherent quality of the law, because the 
Electoral College system has no inherent quality of political 
justice. 

DISFRANCHISES VOTERS . 
In other words, the Electoral College system is s method of 

disfranchising minorities in every State of the Union, so far 
as the presidential election is concerned. The minority vote 
is not only not counted for the candidate for whom cast, but is, 
for every practical purpose, transfetred to and counted for the 
majority candidate against whom it was cast. That is a system 
without .reason or inherent justice. It is a system of legalized 
political immorality. If it were property instead of votes that 
was misappropriated, we would call it grand larceny or em
bezzlement. 

Three times in our history, under this system of election, a 
candidate having the plurality for President has been defeated 
and a minority candidate selected to the Presidency. 

In the election of 1912,. in a three-cornered contest, President 
Wilson received 42 per cent of the popular vote of the country 
and 82 per cent of the electoral · vote. That was a discrepancy 
of 40 per cent between the electoral and popular vote. 

During the last 13 presidential. elections the average dis
crepancy between the electoral and popular vote of the candi
date elected has been over 15 per cent. No President elected 
during that time has received a majority of the popular vote 
equivalent to 11 per cent of the vote of the country. 

In 1916 La Follette received 16 per cent of the popular vote 
of the country and only 3 per cent of the electoral vote. 

DOUBTFUL STA'tlilS 

Is it possible that a system of allocating electoral votes so in 
disregard of inherent justice should have no ill effect upon the 
political life of our country? The selection of a minority can
didate over a plurality. candidate, as has-occurred-three times 
in our history, is a political injustice of the first order. The 
only legitimate purpose of a popular election is to effectuate 
the will of the voters. A system that operates to produce a 
result directly opposite to that intended by the voters is con
demned by its own incapacity to do political justice. 

Under this system, in practical effect, the presidential elec
tion is reduced to a contest in a comparatively few " doubtful 
States." The result in most States is known and decided in 
advance. Minority votes are to be disfranchised and counted 
for the opposition. The whole vote of the State. will go to one 
man. The presidential. election in that State is reduced to the 
contemptible status of a theoretical contest, without minority 
votes, no matter how great tl:te number, contributing to the 
final result. 

Under this situation the Nation witnesses the evil political 
influences of the country concentrated in a few "doubtful 
States," where the unearned electoral votes may be most easily 
obtained. The turning of a few thousand votes may mean the 
total electoral votes of great States like Massachusetts, New 
York, Ohio, and illinois, and the election for the whole Nation 
may thereby be won. 

The Electoral College system makes the result of the electiOn 
dependent on a few" doubtful" States. The effort is to" carry" 
those doubtful States. Under the proposed plan. whether any 
particular State was "carried" would be of little consequence. 
The fundamental effort of the candidates would be to secure as 
many votes as possible everywhere. The votes would become 
important in every State. Under the present plan a few thou· 
sand votes are of little consequence in the " solid" States. They 
would become of equal consequence with votes of every State in 
the Union under the plan I am proposing. 

Many deplore the lessened interest of the people in our elec· 
tions anll public affairs. We could help improve general public 
interest by giving to the voters in presidential elections equal 
rights and a greater dignity and importance in practically every 
State in the country. 

BEASON FOR ELECTORAL COLLEGE 

The Electoral College system was originally chosen as a means 
of selecting the President before we had any parties and when it 
was deemed best that the choice of a President should be left to 
a limited number of impartial presidential electors chosen by the 
various States to use their own best judgment. When the party 
system developed the presidential electors were deprived of all 
discretion ~s to whom they should select for President, and the 
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reason for the Electoral College then ceased to exist. For nearly 
140 years we have retained this archaic, antiquated, and inher
ently unjust system of electing the President. 

THE PROl'OSED PLAN 

I have to-day presented to Congress House Joint Resolution 
102 proposing to abolish the Electoral College system of electing 
a President. This resolution, if adopted, would do these definite 
things: 

First. Abolish the Electoral College system of electing the 
President and Vice President. 

Second. Provide for the direct election of the President and 
Vice President. Instead of voting for the presidential electors 
the people would vote directly for the presidential candidates. 

Third. Each State would retain its proportion of electoral 
votes as at present. It would have electoral votes but not presi-
dential electors. ~ 

Fourth. Each candidate would be given such proportion of 
the electoral votes of the State as his popular vote therein bears 
to the total vote for all candidates. The proportionate vote of 
the State would be substituted for the present unit vote. In
stead of giving the whole vote of the State to the leading candi
date, this amendment proposes to give to each candidate the 
part of the State vote given him by the voters, no more, no less. 

Fifth. In the interest of simplicity a simple method of com
puting the results is provided under which fractional numbers 
less than one one-thou13andth would be disregarded unless a 
more detailed calculation would change the result of the elec
tion. 

Sixth. The person receiving the greatest number of electoral 
votes shall be elected. This avoids the possibility of a dead
lock or the necessity of having an election in the House of 
Representatives or in the Senate. 

TABLE ILLUSTRATES PLAN 

Under the plan advanced in this proposal both Smith and 
Hoover would have received part of the electoral votes of every 
State in the Union. The electoral votes in each State would 
have been divided between them in exact proportion to the 
popular votes received by each. 

I am presenting herewith a table showing the official results 
of the last election and also what the results would have been 
had the proposed plan been in operation. 

The table, for purposes of illustrating the proposed plan, also 
includes the socialist vote for Thomas. Certain other candi
dates received small numbers of votes which it is unnecessary 
to include for the purpose of illustrating the proposed plan. 

This table shows that had the votes for Hoover and Smith 
been justly apportioned in each State, according to the vote of 
the candidates, Hoover would have received 291.398 electoral 
votes and Smith 231.252, or a majority in -favor of Hoover of 
over 60 electoral votes instead of 357. 

Each candidate would have received exactly · the number of 
electoral votes to which he was entitled according to the popu
lar vote of each State. The division of the State vote would 
have been on a basis manifestly-and inherently just to each can
didate, and the result would have been an exact expression of 
the will of the people of the country. 

A second table I present shows the relative distribution of the 
party votes at the last presidential election. An examination of 
this table will show, with some exceptions, a comparatively clQse 
parallel between the relative party strength of the two parties 
over the Nation. 

Two parties of comparable strength are generally regarded 
as desirable to restrain and prod each other to the ulti.Iilate 
advantage of the counb·y. The fairly comparable strength of 
one, as compared to the other, although differing greatly in 
strength, has a wholesome advantage to the country. This 
advantage is largely lost through th~ unit system of casting the 
State vote in presidential elections. Its advantage to the coun
try would be greatly accentuated by an equitable division of the 
State vote between the two parties. 

PUBLIC WELFARE REQUIRES THIS NEW PLAN 

If this plan shall be adopted, we will no longer have "solid" 
sections. Minorities will be disfranchised in no State. The 
presidential contest will be transferred from the few doubtful 
States to every precinct in the Nation. Whether the individual 
citizei;l lives in Maine, Qalifornia, Georgia, or Wisconsin, he will 
have the same motive to vote and help elect his man. Whether 
he belongs to the majority or the minority, his vote will be 
counted and be equally effective in determining the result of the 
election. It will no longer be possible to win the election by 
corrupting the electorate or stealing a few thousand votes in a 
few doubtful States. Efforts in that line will become futile. 
The few thousand votes will be deprived of their fictitious value. 
~be small balance or majority in an_y State can no longer be 
used as a means of disfranchising the minority in the State and 

securing its total electoral vote. That vote will be apportioned 
according. to the popular vote. Who is there interested in the 
welfare and future of our country, who should not welcome a 
new system of presidential elections, under which every voter 
of the Union can have an equal interest and equal part in deter
mining the result of the presidential election? Under this pro
posed plan, the evils of the present system and of the sectional 
system will be minimized, if not disappear. 

At the present time, the State vote is equally Effective in elect
ing a candidate whether his majority be 1,000 or 500,000. How 
much more wholesome would the political atmosphere be where 
each State contributes to the success of each candidate accord
ing to the proportion of popular support of its people. 

WHf ELECTORAL VOTES? 

On first impulse one is likely to assume that the proper sub
stitute for the Electoral College system would be the aggregate 
voting system under which State lines would be disregarded, 
the whole vote computed and the election given tQ the candidate 
receiving the highest aggregate vote. A brief study of the situ
ation will convince anyone of the .futility of attempting to 
secure an amendment providing for such a system. 

In the first place, without going into details, we have such an 
inequality between the States as to---voting populations that it 
would be impossible to secure the ratification of such a proposal 
by a sufficient number of States. -The percentage of people who 
vote under the different qualifications and conditions of States 
varies as much as 30 per cent: States of low percentage voting 
population would naturally be unwilling to place themselves on 
an equality with other States on a basis of voting population. 

The present apportionment of voting strength of the States is 
based upon population and not on the number of voters. The 
State which has 2,000,000 inhabitants has a certain number of 
electoral votes regardless of the percentage of its population 
who may vote. Whether 10 or 35 per cent of its people vote is 
immaterial in determining the electoral vote it may have. This 
amendment does not propose a change in that fundamental 
basis of apportionment. 

In the second place, the Constitution was finally agreed upon 
with a definite understanding that the little States were to have 
the advantage of equal representation in the Senate and conse
quently a superior advantage in the election of a President.. 
Ten States have half the population of the country and 20 Sena
tors. The other 38 have the other half of · the population and 
76 Senators. Each of these Senators is represented by an elec
toral vote, which has the effect of giving the little States 10 per 
cent advantage over the big States in the selection of a Presi
dent. This power can not be taken from them without their 
own consent. They were assured that ad\antage on condition of 
which they entered the Union. It is impractical to attempt to 
deprive them of that right now. _ 

The proposed plan abolishes presidential " electers" but re
tains electoral votes. In this way the relative strength of the 
States in the election of a President would be retained as at 
present. The " electoral votes" of the State, instead of being 
cast as a unit for the plurality candidate, however, would be 
divided among all candidates according to their popular votes. 

COMPUTATION OF RESULTS 

This plan would result in fractional votes. The mathematical 
problem is reduced to the simplest ~rms by providing that frac
tional numbers less than one one-thousandth shall be disre
garded unless a more detailed calculation would change the re
sult of the election. As illustrated by the annexed table, this 
means that only three figures are carried beyond the decimal 
point. Should any rarely close election result, fractions could 
be carried to the remotest figures to avoid any deadlock. In all 
human probability, it would never become necessary to tabulate 
figures beyond the third figure after the decimal point. A child 
in the eighth grade can compute the result without difficulty. 

. DEADLOCKS 

Every intelligent system of election must provide a method 
of breaking deadlocks. The constitutional method of breaking 
deadlocks under the Electoral College system is objectionable 
as the system itself. 

If, under a contest ·of three or more candidates, or for other 
reasons, any presidential candidate fails to receive a majority 
in the Electoral College, the e1ection is thrown into the House 
of Representatives. The House of Representatives in such an 
election votes by States, each State having a vote which is cast 
as n unit, the Representatives frQm that State determining how 
such vote shall be cast. A majority of such State votes can 
elect even though such a majority may be made up of far less 
than a majority of the membership of the House. Pennsyl
vania, with 38 electoral votes, has no more power than Wyo
ming, with 3 electoral votes .. New York, witb 11,000,000 people, 
has no more power than Nevada, with 250,000 people. 
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In case of election m the Bouse, the Members would probably 

divide, according to their party affiliations. The party control 
of a majority of the States may be different from a majority 
control of Congress, or the majority control of Congress may 
be in a different party from that which received the greatest 
plurality or even the majority vote at the presidentiaf election. 
In either event there is no assurance that the candidate se
lected by the House of Representatives will be selected in ac
cordance with the popular favor, even though the popular ·choice 
was clearly demonstrated in the presidential election. The 
Electoral College system gives no reliable assurance that the 
plurality candidate will be selected. Neither does the system 
of breaking deadlocks in the House of Representatives provide 
any assurance that the popular choice will be selected. This 
system of breaking deadlocks in the House provides a method 
by which the will of the people as established at the election 
may be thwarted. . 

If a deadlock for the election of the President is accom
plished in the Bouse, all presidential candidates are defeated 
and the breaking of the deadlock is left to the Senate, where 
a choice may be made between the two highest candidates for 
Vice President. There a majority vote of the Members pre
vail . Again there is no-- assurance that the popular will, 
which may have been ~learly demonstrated in the presidential 
election, shall be carried out by the election of the people's 
choice. 

Under the plim of election I propose a deadlock of the elec
tion between the candidates is impossible. One popular Tote 
in any State in the Union, or even a fraction thereof, can break 
a deadlock. A separate vote is recorded in each State for 
Vice President, and even if a deadlock between the presidential 
candidates were possible, it would not be humanly possible 
as between the vice presidential candidates. and an election 
would result. The plurality candidate would. be selected. 

FOR BETTE& GOVERNMENT 

Our Electoral College system is crude in its operation, unre
liably reflects public sentiment, is totally disqualified to meet 
the situation at any time when three sizable parties develop. 
It may at any time again result in the election of a minority 
over a plurality candidate, or even over a majority candidate. 
The electoral system tends toward the development of the 
one-party system in the State, creates indifference in the presi
dential election, disfranchises minorities in the State, and 
awards votes to the majority candidate that were in fact cast 
for the minority. The reason for the system disappeared 140 
years ago. Its maintenance to this hour is a reflection upon 
the progressive intelligence of American statesmen. 

I bespeak the interest and suppor~ of the friends of clean, 
efficient, popular government in order that this antiquated, 
unjust system may be abolished and be substituted by a sys
tem inherently just and wholesome in its political consequences. 

Election relf.Lit&, 19t8, under present and propo1ed method& 

Popular vote Percentage of popular vote Electoral vote Electoral vote under proposed plan 
.. 

Hoover, 

1 
Smith, Thomas, Hoover, 

Republican Democrat Socialist Republican 

Alabama ____ ------ ____________ 120,725 127,797 460 0.484 .Arizona ___________ ____________ 52,533 38,537 ------------ .575 
Arkansas ____ -------- _____ • ___ _ 77,751 119, 196 429 .393 
California.. ___ --------- ________ 1, 162,323 614,365 19,595 .646 
Colorado ____ ---------- ______ __ 253,872 133, 131 3,472 .647 
Connecticut_ _____ • ____________ . 296,614 252,040 ·- 3,019 .536 
Delaware .•• _----------------- 68,860 36,643 329 .640 
Florida _____ ----- ------------ 144, 168 101,764 4,036 .568 Georgia. __ _-___________________ 63,498 129,602 124 . 277 

~~fnh~s=:::::: ::::::-::::::::::: 99,848 53,074 1,308 .647 
1, 769, 141 1, 313,817 19,138 .589 

Indiana ..... ______ ---- ____ ! ___ 848,290 562,691 3,871 . 596 
Iowa. ____ •••. ----_. __________ . 623,818 378,936 2, 960 . 618 
Kansas •.• _.------------------ 513,672 193,003 6, 205 . 720 

~:~!I~===~================ 
558,064 381,070 837 .593 
51, 160 164,655 ------- --- -- . 237 

Maine __ ------- --------------- 179,923 · - 81,179 1,068 .686 Maryland_ ____________________ 301,479 223,626 1, 701 .570 
Massachusetts. ____ : __________ 775,566 792,758 6,262 .491 
Michigan_. ________ :. __________ 965,396 396,762 3,516 . 703 
Minnesota_------------------- 560,9n 396,451 6, ?74 - .sn 
Mississippi__ _____________ _____ 27,153 124,539 --------- -- - .178 
Missouri __ . ___ : _; __________ : __ 834,-oso- 662,562 3, 739 . 551 Montana ______________________ 113,300 78,578 1,667 .583 
Nebraska __ ------------------- 345,745 1!)7,959 3,434 .631 
Nevada __ • _______ ---------. ___ 18,327 14,090 ------------ .565 
New Hampshire __ ------------ 115,404 80,715 455 .586 New Jersey ___________________ 926,050 616,517 4,897 .5!)7 
New Mexico._---------------- 69,645 48,211 ------------ .590 
New York ._-- ---------------- 2, 193,344 2,089,863 107,]32 . 491 
North Carolina _____ : _________ 348,992 287,078 ------------ .548 
North Dakota _______________ __ 131,441 106,648 842 . 548 Ohio __ . _______________________ 1, 627,54.6 864,210 8,683 .648 Oklahoma __________________ : __ 394, 046 219, 174 3,924 .637 
Oregon _____ ---------- ____ ----- 205,341 109,223 2, 720 .642 
Pennsylvania _______________ __ 2,055, 382 1, 067,586 18,647 .652 
Rhode Island __ --------------- "117, 522 118,973 ------------ .483 
South Carolina ______________ __ 3,188 62,700 47 .046 
South Dakota _____________ ._ ___ 157,603 102,660 443 .601 
Tennessee ______ --------------- 195,388 167,343 631 . 537 
Texas ___________ -------------- 367,036 341,032 722 . 517 
Utah ______ ----._.------------. 94,61.8 80,985 954 . 535 Vermont ______________________ 90,404 44,440 .................................. .668 Virginia __ _____________ ~ --. ____ 164,609 140, 146 250 .539 
Washington ____ ---. _____ __ ---_ 335,844 156,772 2,615 .670 

;r;Jo~~~~================= 
375,551 263,784 1, 313 . 584 
544, 20S 450,259 18, 213 . 535 Wyoming _____ _______ _________ 52,748 29,299 788 . 624 

Total. __ ---------------- 2L 392,190 15,016,443 267,420 ,------------

Di8tributwn of party votes, 19'!8 

New England: 

Popular vote Percentage of 
popular vote 

Percentage dis
tribution of 
party votes 

Hoover Smith Hoover Smith ~fg;:.b- ~:~~ 

Maine_________________ 179,923 81,179 0. 686 0. 309 -------- --------
New Hampshire_______ 115,404 80,715 .586 .410 ----------------
Vermont_______________ 90,404 44,440 • 668 • 328 -------- --------
Rhode Island__________ 117,522 ll8, 973 • 483 • 490 -------- -------
Massachusetts_-------- 775,566 792,758 • 491 • 502 -------- --------
Connecticut ____________ 

1
'""':"'"-:::296::::-, 6-=-=14~_7'"::2.5~2;::'-:-:040:-=-t-·-536_ .~ -----·------- ____ :. _______ _ 

TGtaL_______________ 1, 575,433 1, 370, 105 -------- -------- 0. 074 0. 091 

Smith, Thomas, Hoover, Smith, Hoover, Smith, 
Democrat Socialist Republican Democrat Republican Democrat 

Thomas, 
Socialist 

0. 514 0.012 ··--------3- 12 5.808 6.168 0.012 
.422 ------------ ------·---9- L725 1.266 ------------
.602 .002 ----·--·-ia- 3.537 5, 418 .018 
.341 .010 ------------ 8.398 4.433 .130 
.339 .008 6 ------------ 3.882 2.034 .048 
.455 .005 7 ------------ 3. 752 3.185 .035 
.346 .003 3 ------------ 1.920 1.038 .009 
.401 .015 6 ------- --14" 3.408 2. 406 .090 
.565 

-------~ ix)8" -----· ·---4: 3. 878 7.910 ------------
.344 ------------ 2.588 L 376 .032 
.422 .006 29 ------------ 16. 501 12.238 .174 
.395 .002 15 ----------- 8.940 5.925 .030 
.375 .002 13 ------------ 8.034 4. 875 .026 
.270 .008 10 ------------ 7. 200 2. 700 .080 
.405 ------------ 13 ------------ 7. 709 5.265 ------------
. 762 ----·------- ------------ 10 2.370 7. 620 ------------.309 .OM 6 ------------ 4.116 L8S4 .02i 
.423 .003 8 ---------18- 4.560 3.384 .024 
• 502 .003 ------------ 8.838 9.036 .054 
.288 .002 15 ------------ 10.545 4. 320 .030 
. .ws .006 12 ---------io- 6. 956 4.896 .072 
.820 --·--------- ------------ 1. 780 8.200 ------------
.441 .002 . 18 ------------ 9.990 7.938 .036 
.404 .008 4 ------------ 2.332 1. 616 .032 
.361 ------·----- 8 ----------- 5.048 2.888 .0!8 
.434 ------------ 3 ------------ 1.695 1.302 ------------
.410 .002 4 ------------ 2.344 1.640 .008 
.397 .003 14 ------------ 8.358 5.558 .042 
.408 ------------ 3 ------------ L 770 L224 ------------
.467 .024 45 ------------ 22.095 21.015 1.080 
.451 ----·------- 12 ------------ 6.576 5.412 -----·------.444 .003 5 ------------ 2. 740 2. 220 .015 
.344 .003 24 ------------ 15.552 8.256 .072 
.354 .006 10 ------------ 6.370 3.540 .060 
.341 .008 5 ------------ 3. 210 1. 705 .040 
.338 .005 38 ----------- 24.776 12.844 .190 
.490 ------------ ------------ 5 2. 415 2. 450 ------------• 913 ------------ ------------ 9 .414 &. 217 ------------
.392 ------------ 5 ------------ 3.005 1.960 ------------
.460 .001 ~ ------------ 6.444 5. 520 .012 
.481 .001 ------------ 10.340 9. 620 .020 
.454 .005 4 ----------·- 2.140 1. 816 .020 
.328 ------------ 4 ------------ 2. 672 1. 312 ------------
.458 .................................. 12 ------------ 6.478 5.496 ------------
• 313 .005 7 ------------ 4.690 2.191 .035 
.410 ................................ 8 ------------ 4.672 3. 280 .016 
.442 .017 13 ------------ 6. 955 5. 746 .221 
.346 .009 3 ------------ 1.872 1.038 .027 

------------ ------------ 444 87 291.398 231.251 2.872 

DistribuUon of party votes, 192S--Continued 

Popular vote 

Hoover Smith 

Eastern: 
New Jersey ____________ 926,050 616, 517 New York _____________ 2, 193,344 2, 089,863 Pennsylvania __________ 2, 055,382 1,067, 586 Maryland ______________ 301,479 223,626 Delaware ______________ 68,860 36,643 

Total.-_····--------- 5, 545,115 4, 034,235 

Percentage of 
popular vote 

Hoover Smith 

0.597 0.397 
.491 .467 
.652 .338 
.570 -~ 
.640 .346 

-------- --------

Per~ntage dis
tribution of 
party votes 

Repub- Demo-
lican cratic 
1----

-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- ... _______ 
-------- --------

0. 258 0. 269 
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Distrib-uti011, of party votes, 1..928---Contfnued 

Popular vote Percentage of 
popular vote 

Percentage dis
tribution of 
party votes 

Hoover Smith Hoover Smith Rll~~b- ~r~~~ 

----------1-----1-----1----1-------
South~rl!-: _ 

VrrglDla .... _ -----------North Carolina _______ _ 
South Carolina ________ _ 
Georgia ____ ------------Florida ________________ _ 
Alabama __ -------------MississippL __________ _ 
Louisiana _________ , ___ _ 
A.rkansas ______________ _ 
Texas ______ -------~----

164.609 
348,992 

3,188 
63, 498 

144,168 
120,725 

27, 153 
51, 160 
77,751 

- 367,036 

140,146 0. 539 
287,078 .548 
62,700 .046 

129, 602 • ?:11 
101, 764 .568 
127,797 .484 
124,539 .178 
164.655 . 237 
119, 196 .393 
341,032 • 517 

0.458 -------- --------
.451 -------- --------
.913 -------- --------
.565 -------- --------
.401 -------- --------
.514 -------- --------
.820 -------- --------
• 762 -------- --------
.602 -------- --------
.481 -------- --------

1, 368,280 1, 598, 489 --- - --- - ---- - --- 0. 064 0. 106 

Border: 
Kentucky--- ----------- 558,064 
Tennessee______________ 195,388 
Oklahoma______________ 394,046 

381,070 . 593 .405 
167,343 • 537 .460 
219, 174 .637 .354 

West Virginia__________ 375,551 263,784 . 584 .410 
~---1-----1-----1:-----

1, 523, 049 1, 031, 371 --- ----- --------
Central: 

Ohio___________________ 1, 6?:1, 546 

~~~~================ 1, ~g: ~ Iowa___________________ 623,818 

864,210 .648 .344 
562,691 .596 .395 

1, 313,817 .569 .422 
378,936 .618 .375 

Nebraska______________ 345,745 197·, 959 . 631 .361 

~~~c~============= ~ ~ 
193,003 • 720 . ?:10 
662,562 . 551 .441 

Michigan _____ ;________ 965,396 396,762 . 703 • 288 
~---l-----t-----

7, 5?:1, 688 4, 569, 940 

North~est: . WlSconsm_ ____________ _ 
Minnesota.------------North Dakota. ________ _ 
South Dakota _________ _ 

544,205· 
560,977 
131,441 
157,603 

450,259 
396,451 
106,648 
102,660 

1, 394, 226 .1. 056, 018 

Rocky Mountain: 
Montana_______________ 113,300 78,578 
Idaho__________________ 99,848 53,07.4 

" - Wyoming ____________ .__ 52,748 29,299 
Nevada________________ 18,327 14,090 Utah _________________ : ~ 94,618 80,985 
Colorado_______________ 253, 872 133, 131 
Arizona________________ 52,533 38,537 
New Mexico.------~-- 69,645 48,211 

.535 .442 

. 577 . 408 
• 548 . 444 
.601 . 392 

.583 ~404 

.647 .3-H 

.624 ;346 

.565 .434 

. 535 .454 

.647 .339 

. 575 .422 

.590 .408 

-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- --------

.071 : oo9 

-------- ----- ---
-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- ---·----
-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- --- -----

. 352 .304 

.065 .070 

-------- ---------------- --------
-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- --------
-------- ·-------
-------- --------

'. l------~l--------1------l-----1------~-----
754, 891 475,905 -------- -------- . 035 . 032 

l========l=~=====l=====~=====~===== 
Pacific: . : _ . 

Washington..___________ 335, 844 156, 772 
Oregon_________________ 205,341 _ 109,223 
California ______________ 1, 162,323 614,365 

.670 

.642 

.646 

.313 

.341 
,341 

t------~1--------11----~------l-----t------

1, 703, 508 880, 360 .079 .059 

FARM RELIEF 

1\fr. LANKFORD of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in connection 
with my remarks on the farm relief bill, I ask unanimous con
sent to include in an extension a brief statement made by me 
before the Committee on Agriculture. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 
. There was no objection. 

Mr. LANKFORD of Georgia. 1\fr. Speaker, · the farm bill 
agreed upon by the conferees is an improvement over the bill 
H. R. 1. It would be a much better bill, though, if it included 
the expt>rt debenture plan, as proposed by the Senate. 

l\fuch good may be accomplished by the present bill if good 
men with the welfare of the farmers at heart are appointed 
as members of the board; otherwise the scheme provided here 
will become an awful failure. Nothing that may be said now 
will in the least change the provisions of the bill reported by 
the conferees. I sincerely hope the bill may prove to be bet
ter than I expect. Let us all hope for the best under its 
operation. · 

The farmers and their friends will not be satisfied with the 
bill unless it helps them get a much better net price for their 
farm products. In fact, I predict that the export debenture 
scheme will be later written into law and that the farmers 
will not be satisfied until Congress not only does this, but 
fulfills its promise to place the farmer on an economic parity 
with other industries. I have felt that it was my duty to 
criticize the House bill. I am glad the conferees eliminated 
several of the objectionable features of the bill and still feel 
that the objections urged· against the Bouse bill were· and are 
thoroughly proper criticisms. · 

LXXI--161 

Mr. Speaker, it has been urged that those of us criticizing 
the present farm bill-H. R. 1-are inconsistent and making 
the present fight simply to embarraSs the Republican adminis
tration, and not because at heart we believe in the merits of 
the export debenture plan proposed by the Senate. 

I much rather a bill worthy of my support to the fullest ex
tent was being passed. I have never sought to embarrass either 
a Republican or a Democrat fighting for the best interest of 
the farmer. I shall at all times, though, bitterly oppose those 
of both political parties, either in or out of office, who are ene
mies of worth-while farm legislation. The men. in Congress who 
all the while are attempting to embarrass others are them
selves most often embarrassed. They had better be discharging 
their duty rather than setting political traps and digging em-
barrass!ng pitfalls for others. · 

We are reminded of the Biblical injunction: 
Wh()SO diggeth a pit shall fall therein ; and he that rolleth a stone, 

it will return upon him. 

Those who · have not remained consistent and who have been 
setting traps for others are now most embarrassed politically 
by the present farm program. As usual, they are about to get 
caught in their own trap. They are about to become impaled in 
their own pit. Again, as usual, those caught in their ·own trap 
are making loud and long protestations of their own innocence. 
They are declaring some one else set the trap for them. Pitfalls 
are unfair to all, and ofttimes are more dangerous to those 
who dig them than to anyone else. It is a part of the eternal 
plan of justice and right that "he that rolleth a stone" with 
intent to injure another person shall himself be· injured be
cause of the very force he sets in motion, and " Whoso diggeth 
a pit shall fall therein." 

Mr. Speaker, to. more fully show my own consistency, to rein
force my position on· farm relief, and to fully demonstrate th_at 
my present fight is not to embarrass anyone, but is the same ·it 
lias always honestly been, I wish to quote from my statement 

· made on February 25, 1928, before the House Committee . on 
Agriculture, as follows: ·· 

Mr. AswELL. Do you think you ought to vote your convlction whether 
you get a law or not? . · 
, Mr. LANKFORD. I am in favor of so amending the bill as to secure 
the passage of a good law at this time, if possible. I would not_ ~e 
In favor, let me say, of so amending. this bill as to make it object~?9-
able simply because we want to secure a law. There is danger always 
in iegislation, as I see it, that goes just far enough to amount to · ~n 
excuse of a bill, and yet ' not do what it ought to do for the farmer ; 
and then the American farmer would feel like we had passed some
thing for him, later _on become ~issatisfied with it and dishear~ept;,d 
and n.ot be willing even to have a stronger and better bill passed; and 
those who oppose real farm relief would later on say, "You have done 
this. You have passed a bill for the farmer. It is a failure. Why 
take up more time with farm relief? " 

I do favor the pas&age_ of a bill which will be real farm re~ief. · 
would not favor a bill whi\!h I thoug~t . would not help the farmer, b_ut 
which might wreck his hopes for a measure in the future. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. Mr. LANKFORD, is the McNary-Haugen bill as it i.s 
drawn and . pending before the committee, with the equalization fee 
eliminated, your choice of the bills, so far pending before the committee? 

Mr. LANkFORD. No; · I would prefer the bill i: introduced, Mr. 
KINCHELOE. But of the bills other than mine to which your committee 
has given consideration and upon which you had hearings before · you 
came to my bill I would prefer the McNary-Haugen bill with the equali
zation fee eliminated--! would prefer that to the Cri p-Curtis bill. 

· Mr. KINCHELOE. · Or the debenture plan? . 
Mr. LANKFORD. I think the debenture plan could be passed along 

with the McNary-Haugen bill, as they are not inconsistent. You 
might pru:s· the debenture plan and raise money for the farmer in that 
way through the sale of debentures and still pass the MCl~ary-Haugen 
bill. The:v are not inconsistent · at all, as I see it; they could be 
worked in. harmony; they could be worked both at the same time. I 
do not see that the passing of the debenture plan would prevent the. 
passage of the McNary-Haugen bilL I think you could pass the McNary
Haugen bill, with the equalization fee or without it, and a lso pass the 
debenture plan, if you wished. 

I like the debenture plan; I think the debenture plan would help 
the American farmer. I believe it would cause him to get more for 
his produ'cts. I do believe that the debenture plan falls down on one 
proposition. I do not believe the debenture plan solves sufficiently the 
question of overproduction, and I think that is the greatest problem of 
all. The one problem which must be solved eventually is the control 
of production and marketing in behalf of the farmer. ' 

Mr. KINCHEJ,OE. Do you think the _McNary-Haugen bill .would do .it 
wit'h the equalization · fee elimiriated 'l That i-s the question which has 
been bothering my mind a long time. 
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Mr. LANKFORD. Of course, It would enable the board to take cotton 

off the market, as has been explained here. I have never been very 
strong for the McNary-Haugen bill. I voted for it, however, as the best 
bill in sight. 

Mr. KINCHELOE. I mean overproduction. You take the Curtis-Crisp 
bill and these other bills--and I am not saying that in a criticizing 
way. I know it is as fundamentally sound as anything in the world 
that whenever you increase the price of agricultural products in this 
country-that is, if the seasons are favorable-you are going to increase 
production. 

Mr. LANKFORD. You are going to increase production. 
Mr. KINCHELOE. Absolutely. 
Mr. LANKFORD. And you wreck the very machinery by which you 

propose helping the American farmer. So the greatest problem is the 
control of overproduction or the problem of marketing what has been 
produced. It would be all right for the American farmer to produce an 
abundance if he was able to keep it off the market. If he is able to 
Jook the world in the face and say, "It does not make any difference 
what I produce, I am not offering it for sale at all, and you can not 
get it." 

Mr. PuRNELL. What, in substance, is your plan? 
Mr. LANKFORD. The bill I introduced is H. R. 77, patterned along the 

line of the War Finance Corporation act. I used the War Finance 
Corporation act as a basis for my bill. I used the first six or seve:q sec
tions of that act, simply changing the name of the ·agency to the 
farmers' finance corporation. 

Section 8 provides--
, "that the corporation shall be empowered and authorized to make 
advances on farm products as collateral security to any bank, banker, 
trust company, or farm organization in the United States which has 
rendered financial assistance to any farmer, group of farmers, or farm 
organizations." 

And this plan is a littlP. different from the plan of ordinary bills, and 
I want to get it thoroughly before this committee. 

Let me go over that again. The bill provides tor the advance of 
money to certain banks, provided those banks have made advances to 
individual farmers of money. 

u Pr01Jide~" 

now here is the milk of the coconut and the gist and heart of the 
btll, if it bas any-

, " these advances are made through the banks only to the individual 
; farmer : And provided, The farmers receiving such financial assistance 
shall have entered into contract with the corporation, as set out in sec· 
tion 11 of this act, and sh.'l.ll have kept and abided by all contracts so 
made." . 

Now this contract, which is set out in the bill, is a rough, crude con
tract drawn by me--which could be amended by the committee--pro
vides that these farmers shall control their production as dictated and 
as determined by the cotton advisory council or the wheat advisory 
council, or other commodity advisory council. 

It provides further that not only shall these farmers control the acre
age which they plant each year, but they agree and obligate themselves 
not to sell any cotton whatever after they begin obtaining these loans, 
unless the cotton advisory council determines that a sale shall be made. 

Mr. PURNELL. In other words, they borrow money on their crop and 
hold it on their own farms? 

Mr. LANKFORD. On their own farms, or in warehouses, or in whatever 
way is necessary, so as to make the cotton to be produced actually for 
the debt. The plan is simply this, stated in other words, that we will 
create the farmers ·finance corporation, which will loan money through 
the banks, to the individual farmers, to enable them to hold their cotton, 
provided the planters of 75 per cent of the acreage of cotton in the 
United States shall have signed the contracts agreeing to the control of 
their acreage planting, and agreeing to a control of the marketing. 

Mr. PuRNELL. What percentage of the value of the crop held by each 
. individual farmer would you permit him to draw a loan upon? 

Mr. LANKFORD. The bill provides tor loans to the full value of the 
1 commodities. I say in the bill that be shall be authorized to borrow the 
average price at which that cotton bas sold for the last 10 years. 

Mr. ASWELL. Do you think you could get 75 per cent of the planters 
1 to sign that? 

Mr. LANKFORD. I do not know; I believe we could. I believe you 
would be offering the farmers so much under this bill that they would 
sign up. I have great faith in the American farmer signing up con
tracts if you once offer him something to sign for. 

Mr. PURNELL. In other words, you give him a loan on the basis 
of the full market value at the time the loan is made? 

Mr. LANKFORD. No; I would go further, the bill provides for the 
~ full market average value for which the commodity sold for the 
, preceding 10 years, which might be higher than the value at time of 
tbe loan 

1 1 realize this, Mr. PURNELL, that if you loan the farmer the average 
price at which cotton has sold tor the last 10 years or the average 
J?rlce at which wheat bas sold for the last 10 years; and cotton is 
selling at 4 or 5 cents below that, . or wheat is selling at several cents 

below that price, it would be a foolish thing for the Government's 
agency to make that kind of a loan without additional safeguards. 

Mr. PURNELL. Suppose the market price is below that average and 
a loss is sustained. Who is to pay that? 

Mr. LANKFO:&D. That is a proper question and I am glad to answer it. 
If 75 per cent of the producers of a commodity sign contracts 

that they will control their production, and, furthermore, that not 
only will they control their production, but that they will not offer 
for sale a single bushel of wheat or a single pound of cotton wb.tn the 
operation begins, but that they will bold it; it tfley need money they 
will borrow it from the bank and only sell for a fair price there will 
be no loss. The price can not drop below that average price at 
which they can borrow money. Why? Be'cause the farmer will not 
sell below a price at which he can borrow money under the provisions 
of this bill. I prqvide in the bill that the commodity itself shall be 
the sole and only collateral for the debt, and that no judgment , can 
be taken against the individual farmer for any loss. 

Mr. ADKINS. Will you yield for a question? 
Mr. LANKFORD. Yes; I will be glad to, Mr. ADKINS. 
Mr. ADKINS. In my own country, where they have only 5 per cent 

of the storage facilities for wheat and oats, do you think you can get 
them to go into a contract of that kind? 

Mr. LANKFORD. I am not so sure about that in the wheat. section. 
Of course, if they coUld get them to go into it I believe it would work. 
You know more about the wheat proposition than I do. 

I provide in t.he bill that there shall be such storage as shall be 
necessary, - and 1 provide further in the bill that it possible and ' 
practical a.nd feasible that the farmer be allowed to keep his com· 
modlty and store it himself, by properly insuring it, and making him 
responsible for it. 

Mr. ADKINS. The point I had in mind is that practically all of them 
have practically .no storage facilities for that, whether. they would go 
into a contract of that kind or not and then have to build storage bins. 

Mr. LANKFORD. I believe it can be worked out. It can be worked 
out for them to bold it separately or that wheat to be stored in bins 
and shipped to places where it could be held, but for the farmer still 
to retain his title in so many bushels of wheat of a certain grade, • 
stored for his use. He could bold the receipt instead of holding the · 
actual wheat. 

Mr. SWANK. Do you make any provision for the acquisition of ware· 
houses? 

Mr. LANKFORD. I left that as a matter of detail to be worked ou't 
- later. If the committee should decide that my bill embodies a good ' 
idea, that is properly a · matter that can be worked out later. · 

I provide, it possible, that you would let the individual farmer hold 
his own commodity. He might conceivably ship it off, but it would be 
a crime, and I believe the average farmer can be trusted to hold it ; 
and the loans being made through the banks, and the banks, knowing 
that that commodity is put up es cOllateral, would keep in touch wtth 
the collateral. · 

Mr. JoNES. Just" a question there: If you put that plan into oper
ation and had your 75 per cent to sign, what would there be to pre
vent the other 25 per cent from increasing. their acreage or making 
their sales any time they wanted to and taking advantage and possibly 
getting a higher price than those who bad signed? 

Mr. LANKFORb. The bill would prevent that: 
Mr. JONES. What would there be to prevent new acreage by people 

who bad not theretofore been in business? 
Mr. LA"NKFORD. The question of new acreage would be solved under 

provisions in the bill. I provide this, however, that these loans shall 
only be made when planters of 75 per cent of the acreage for the 
ensuing year have signed the contract, to control the production and 
marketing. The bill provides that 10 per cent more must sign within 
12 months from the time operations begin, and therefore 85 per cent 
must come in within 12 months after operation. Then I provide, 
further, that 10 per cent more must come in within the next year;_ 
and then that 7 per cent more shall come in within the next year, 
running it up to 97 per cent of the planters. 

If the bill does work, if the plan is a good one, and if the American 
farmer finds be can borrow at the _average price of his commodity 
and that there bas been an organization perfected which enables 
him to control his production, which enables him to control the price, 
and name his price within reason, they will sign up 10 per cent more 
each year until they have 97 per cent in. The other fellows will be 
forced in just like labor unions force them· in when they cry " scab," 
"not friends," "not in sympathy with the laboring man," "not deal
ing fair," etc. In other words, I believe they will sign up these 
contracts. If they do sign up these contracts, then it would solve 
the overproduction problem and marketing problem, and would enable 
the farmer to do exactly what I said that my father could not do 
in the way of naming the price of his cotton. It would· enable the 
farmers by this organization to get together and simply· say, 

"We will not sell cotton or wheat except at a certain price. We 
produced this year an alleged overproduction, but that overproductiot. 
does not burt you; it is not for sale." .Or, "We have for sale as much 
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wheat as you need at a r;easonnbly fair price. We have only as much' 
cotton for sale as you are willing to pay us a fair price for." 

The farmer for once in the history of the world by this organiza
tion could look the rest of the world in the face and say, " Cotton is 
so much a pound; how much do you want?" Or "Wheat is so much a 
bushel; how much do you want? " He could not do that to an un
reasonable extent; be could not name a price of $5 a bushel for wheat; 
he could not name a price of a dollar a pound for cotton. But he could 
name a price for his commodity within reason, just like the producers 
of steel and the producers of shoes and the producers of hats and cloth
ing name the price of the articles which they produce, within reason. 

Mr. JONES. Unfortunately, be could do that, if he could get any
thing like approximately a hundred per cent, law or no law. If you 
got 97 per cent in, you would not need any law. 

Mt•. LANKFORD. This is true, that if it worked at all the Government 
co\Md not lose any money on it and then, again, in a little while the 
farmer would be absolutely independent ; be would be absolutely master 
of his own fate and his own destiny. 

The bill bas another idea, Mr. JONES, and I will come to you, Mr. 
MENGES, later ; I see your band up for a question. 

There is another feature of the bill which I think is really worth while, 
and that is this: It bas a complete referendum in it. If you pass the 
McNary-Haugen bill, the farmer may say be does not want it. If you 
pass my biiJ, it enables 75 per cent of the producers of commodities to 
sign contracts and organize. Suppose they do not do it? No harm 
has been done. Suppose they sign up 75 per cent, and then decide they 
do not want it next year ; it goes out of force and out of effect ; they 
determine whether the bill shall go into operation ; they determine 
whether 75 per cent under the bill shall begin operations as to any 
particular commodity. 

They might decide they want to operate as to cotton and let the Mc
Nary-Haugen bill apply as to wheat and other commodities. If they 
liked it, they would get the additional signers ; if they did not like it, 
they would not get new signers and they would repeal the bill. That 
is a most perfect referendum, not to the voters· of the country, but to 
the producers themselves ; not to a majority, but to three-fourths of 
them. If the bill is not good, it would not go into effect; if it is good 
and they keep it in effect it provides for the control of production and 
marketing, not by force, not by low prices, not by an equalization fee, 
not by anything else, but by a contract entered into mutually for the 
farmers themselves. All right, Mr. MENGES, I will be glad to yield 
to you. 

· Mr. MENGES. Your bill would not go into operation then until 75 per 
cent of the farmers had signed your contract? 
· Mr. LANKFORD. It would not. 

Later, during the same remarks, I said: 
The great trouble with the farmer to-day is that be can not control 

his sales. He can not control the time when he is going to sell his 
commodity. Why? Because his taxes are due, his interest is due, or 
because his bank note is due. He must sell his cotton. But- cotton is 
down in price. He can not wait for it to go up. But if my bill goes 
into effect he can borrow the average price at which the cotton has been 
selling for the past 10 years and put his cotton up as the sole security. 
My bill would stabilize the price at the figure at which he could borrow. 
He would sign the contract because he would know that unless enough 
signed it to make it effective, the contract would not go into effect, and 
he would know that whenever enough signed it to carry it into effect 
then the price would be stabilized. 

On February 25, 1928, I addressed the House Committee on 
Agriculture, in conclusion, as follows: 

The farmers organized and won our independence more than a century 
ago. They have organized and given their country assistance in every 
war. They helped to put over the Liber_ty loan drive during the last 
war and sent their sons across the seas to fight at the. call of their 
country. So, Mr. Chairman, I am sure they will enter into a plan with 
their neighbors to win for them and their children a new freedom of 
naming within reason the price of the products of their own toil. Let 
us do our part and knowing the farmers as I do, I vouch for their faith
ful discharge of their duty in full, as they have ever done. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to thank you and this committee for the cour
tesies shown me and for your most attentive attention to my presenta
tion of this matter, in which we are. all so much interested. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thank you, Mr. LANKFORD; your statement is greatly 
appreciated~ 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined and 
fou_nd truly enrolled a bill of the I,Iouse of the following title, 
Which was thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 1648. An act to amend section 5 of the second Liberty 
bond act, as amended. 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

. Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this day 

present to the President, for his approval, a bill of the House 
of the following title: 

H. R. 30~. An act to amend subsection (a) of section 26 of 
the trading with the enemy act, ~s amended by the settlement of 
·war claims act of 1928, so as to authorize the allocation of the 
unallocated interest fund in accordance with the records of the 
Alien Property Custodian. 

EXTENSION OF REMABK8--FAB.M RELIEF 
AGRICULTURAL M.ABKETING ACT 

Mr. WHITTINGTON. Mr. Speaker, the House has to-day 
adopted the conference report on the farm bill. Under the 
leave to extend my remarks, I desire to submit a few observa
tions on the export debenture plan, inasmuch as I have gladly 
cooperated with the administration and other friend of agri
culture in passing agricultural legislation at this session. I 
represent a cotton district and I am thinking particularly of 
the plan in connection with the marketing of cotton. 

There is universal agreement that the tariff can not be 
utilized for controlling or increasing prices of agricultural com
modities of which there is produced an exportable surplus, like 
cotton, wheat, and corn. 

The condition of the farmer can be improved by lowering the 
costs of goods which he buys or by raising the prices of the 
products that he sells. Reduction in the tariff generally will 
benefit the farmer. However, the domestic market is far more 
important than the foreign market. The United States is 
definitely committed to a tariff policy that amounts to pro
tection to American industry. That policy will obtain until 
exports are overwhelmingly industrial. For some time to come 
the material reduction in tariff rates for the benefit of agricul
tu:r;e might as well be eliminated. Inasmuch as either a tariff 
or increased tariffs on staple commodities like wheat' and short
staple cotton, where we l:!re on an export basis, are not effective 
the aim of agrieultural legislation for the past decade has bee~ 
to give to agriculture the unquestioned and equivalent benefits 
of the tariff. 

The farmer asks that the spirit of the tariff be applied to 
his problem. He maintains that he can not pay the protected 
price for labor and other production factors and at the same 
time sell at the foreign price. level. . . . . 

The purpose of agricultural legislation is to place farming. on 
an equality with manufacturing. It is admitted that protection 
results in great benefits to the manufacturer and his employees. 
It is ~xiomatic that the _cost. of this production is borne by the 
American consumer, which 1s the general public. It is main
tained that equivalent benefits to agriculture should also be 
borne by the general public. It is the aim of farm legislation, 
eithe: to make the tariff effective as to agriculture, or give to 
far~g a benefit equivalent to that accorded to manufacturing. 

Varwus plans have been proposed. The equalization fee has 
been l}dvo~ated. It was embodied in the two bills passed by 
the Seventieth Congress and vetoed by President Coolidge. It is 
opposed by President Hoover. Its effects are doubtful. Its 
operations are quite complicated. In the case of cotton, where 
from 60 to 70 per cent is exported, an equalization fee in and 
of itself could scarcely be of benefit to the grower. 

The export debenture plan is now proposed. It was first 
suggested by David Lubin, a member of the California Grange 
in 1892. It was propOsed by Prof. Charles L. Stewart, of th~ 
University of Illinois, and embraced in bills introduced in Con
gress in 1926 and in 1928. 

The purpose underlying the debenture plan, according to its 
proponents, is to increase the domestic price above the world 
price. My thoughts are centered very largely around the effect 
on the price of cotton, and it is important to keep in mind that 
we export a far larger percentage of the cotton crop than we 
do of any other staple commodity. In truth, our exports always 
exceed domestic consumption. An increase in the domestic 
price, . with~ut a corresponding. increase in the world price, 
would certarnly be of doubtful and most precarious benefit to 
the cotton grower. 

In the present extra session of Congress, the Senate has em
braced the export debentur·e plan as an optional feature in the 
farm bill passed by the Senate. The plan provides that ex
porters of agricultural products shall receive from the Federal 
Treasury certificates that are negotiable and that are intended 
to represent the difference in the costs of production here and 
abroad. Such certificates can be used only in the payment of 
import duties. The purpose is to make the tariff effective on 
agricultural products. 

BOUNTY 
It has been · suggested that debentures are in substance a 

bounty. The magic of a great name has been invoked in support 
of the plan. It is said that Alexander Hamilton in his cele
brated Report on Manufactures, advocated bounties for agri
cultural products. There are but few inst~nces of subsidies in 
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our history. A subsidy is a direct payment to encourage pro
ductions or operations. The American people prefer indirection 
in such matters. We favor subsidies only indirectly. Indirect 
subsidies obtain in the IQerchant marine and in aid of transpor
tation. A direct bounty or subsidy is of doubtful constitu
tionality. The revenue act of 1890, which was repealed on 
August 28, 1924, vrovided a bounty on sugar. 

The constitutionality of bounties on production or on exports 
has not been determined. The Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, in the ca~e of United States v. Carlyle (5 App. D. C. 
138) held that the sugar bounty of 1890 was unconstitutional. 
It is true that Hamilton indorsed the principle of bounties. 
His primary concern was the promotion of manufactures. He 
favored the application of bounties, only to the extent of en
couraging the domestic production of agriculture. Those who 
argue for the payment of a dir~ct bounty to the farmer over
look the constitution·al difficulties. The debenture plan is in
tended to obviate the constitutional objections. The Treasury 
would issue debentures just as it now issues drawback certifi
cates, tobacco revenue stamps, and similar instruments under 
the tariff act. The export debenture plan would be no more a 
subsidy than the tariff drawback privileges now accorded to 
many American manufacturers, or the tariff reductions given to 
Cuban sugar. 

The intention is to bring tariff benefits to the grower of crops 
of which there is an exportable surplus. Certificates of deben
ture would be issued by customs officials to exporters. Unless 
tariff benefits corresponding to those enjoyed by other groups 
are extended to the farmer, there can be no equivalent for agri
culture. Those who produce exportable farm surpluses are ob
liged to pay tariff cost , while they sell their products at the 
world price. 

ClUTIClS~S 

The debenture p:an like all bounties must presuppose to be 
effective, at least an equivalent import duty, otherwise the aim 
of the debenture or bounty would be defeated, since the entire 
output of a commodity might be exported and some of it re
imported for domestic purposes. A direct bounty or a debenture 
without proper safeguards would undoubtedly increase produc· 
tion. 

Bounties have been used only to increase domestic production 
so that the country can be economically self-sustaining. They 
have never been used either to raise the domestic price or to 
promote the handling of crops where there is produced an ex
portable surplus. The plan has certainly never been used in 
handling a crop like cotton, where more than one-half is ex
ported. It is not my purpose to criticize without offering con
structive measures. I know that inequality obtains. I am pro
foundly interested in removing it. Bounties and subsidies are 
no new thi~o-s. They have been tried in other countries. We 
are asked to ad()pt the debenture because import debentures have 
been used by Germany, Sweden, Czechoslovakia, and England. 
The conditions under which the plan was used in foreign coun
tries must be kept in mind. It has only been used to encourage 
domestic production in modern times. · 

Production is not our problem. Price is our aim. The purpose 
of its use in Germany was to encourage the production of sugar 
beets. It was used to equalize the benefits of the tariff in differ
ent sections of Germany. Bounties were abandoned in England 
almost a century ago. They were undoubtedly used there to 
encourage exports of agricultural products. The purpose was 
to increase domestic production. It must be borne in mind that 
the use of the bounty in England was under vastly different con
ditions from those prevailing in the United States. There was 
not quick and easy transportation and communication. The 
area for the growth of agricultural crops was limited. In the 
United States vast areas can be utilized in still further cultiva
tion of exportable farm cr()ps. Moreover, even in England there 
was a price fixed where the bounty became inoperative. 

EQUALITY 

I have but scant patience with those who advocate high tariffs 
and oppose the debenture plan beca,.use it is a subsidy.- The 
American farmer must compete with cheap foreign labor. He is 
handicapped by paying for costs of protection to manufactures 
while he is denied the benefits that they promote. The farmer 
is no beggar or supplicant. He merely asks for justice. The 
theory of the debenture is the application of the tariff to agri
culture. It is putting the protective p<>licy in reverse, to use an 
automobile term. 

The manufacturer begs the question when he says that the 
farmer should be more efficient. The manufacturer is selfish 
when he says that the farmer lacks initiative and that he is 
wanting in energy. 

The manufacturer should be the last person in the world to 
criticize and denounce the farmer for asking for the equivalent 

benefit of the tariff. If the manufacturer, with his boasted mass 
production, with modern machinery, with thorough organiza
tion, with efficient labor, can not compete with the foreign 
manufacturer, without high .and prohibitive duties it does not 
lie in his mouth to deny equivalent benefits to the farmer. The 
tariff is in reality a subsidy. The plan of the debenture is to 
merely reduce the receipts from the tariff. Why deny the 
farmer the equivalent benefits of the tariff? 

I want to give the domestic producer in agriculture equality. 
Candor compels me to say, however, that those who advocate 
the debenture plan, by invoking the bounties advocated by Alex
ander Hamilton, have not produced an argument directly in 
point. The comparison is superficial. Hamilton stood for pr~ 
tection for infant industries. He stood for bounties to encourage 
domestic production in agriculture. He did not advocate a 
bounty to encourage exports of agriculture, nor did he advocate 
a bounty of agricultural products where exports had been pro-
duced for a long time. · 

COTTON 

It is true that there is a debenture of 2 cents a pound on 
cotton in the Sen~te farm bill. There are restrictions against 
reimports and against production. I know the argument is that 
the debenture will increase the domestic price by the amount 
of the debenture rate. There is no magic about 2 cents a pound. 
The bills carrying the debenture plan introduced in 1926 and 
1928 provided a rate of from 4 tQ 6 cents a pound on cotton. I 
doubt if a debenture that can not be received directly by the 
grower will be of material benefit to the farmer. It may result 
in benefits to the exporter alone. It will not suffice to raise the 
domestic price of cotton unless the world price is increased at 
the same time. 

Again, I am much concerned about the ultimate effects of 
the debenture. I believe that Congress can pass legislation for 
the aid of agriculture. I believe that it can promote the in
terests of the cotton grower. I know there is inequality. It 
should be removed. I can not get my consent to believe, how
ever, that the debenture plan suggested to Congress but little 
more than three years ago by a college professor in Illinois, 
although now fostered by the Grange, is the solution of tbe 
problem, and particularly as it relates t() cotton. I had rather 
endnre present evils than to embark upon a policy of greater 
hazards. Neither the Democratic nor the Republican Party 
has ever advocated the debenture plan. It is without political 
paternity. 

There should be a modification of our national policy to cor
rect the discrimination against farmers. This conclu ion, how
ever, carries no presumption in favor of the debenture plan or 
any other particular mode of correction of policies that dis
criminates against tbe farmer. The objections I sugge t do 
not dispose of the problem finally. The debenture plan may be 
justified, even if many of the arguments in its support are 
unsound. Surely there is much need for careful examination 
and thorough investigation of the proposed measure, with its 
ultimate result, before it is adopted as a national policy. I do 
not condemn the conferees on the pending farm bill for its 
elimination. The House has done well to-day to appro\e the 
report without the plan. 

What is the solution of the problem for the cotton grower? 
He is more sinned against than any other group. The tariff 
can not be used for the great body of the cotton crop. It would 
undoubtedly be of benefit to long-staple cotton, which is ap
proximately 5 per cent of the domestic production. 

The chief problems of cotton are the instability of price and 
periodic surpluses. By surplus I mean periodic overproduction. 
The great aim of the cotton grower is the stabilization of the 
price. The chief benefit from agricultural legislation will be 
loans from the revolving fund, which the Government should 
provide to prevent unduly the depression of prices resulting 
from a seasonal surplus, and further to prevent marked declines 
because of large crops. Cotton can be warehoused. The Fed
eral farm board can do for cotton what the Interstate Com
merce Commission has done for transportation. The revolving 
fund could be utilized to enable the cotton grower to receive 
the costs of efficient production. It is one of the courses of 
nature that one large crop is not followed by another. .Abund
ant successive crops are unusual. The Government can aid the 
cotton grower. The tariff is not the remedy for short-staple 
cotton. The debenture plan may result in even further depress
ing the price. 

THE REMEDY 

The Government can aid by providing a farm board with a 
large revolving fund to stabilize prices, to iron out the seasonal 
as well as the periodic fluctuations. Such a program woul£1 not 
be a panacea for all agricultural ills. It would be a great step 
in the right direction. A further aid would be a reduction in 
high tariff rate§ Qn ~!:ti£les @g pr..Qdll.£41 that ~ust ~e used by 
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the cotton grower. This policy would not involve a complete 
reversal of the tariff policy that now obtains, but it would be 
in aid of equality for agriculture, inasmuch as the products used 
by the cotton grower are largely the products used by other 

. growers of crops of which we produce an exportable surplus. 
Moreover, if tariffs are maintained to stimulate domestic pro
duction by either eliminating or making less effective foreign 
competition, and if the aim of industrial tariffs is to increase 
the volume and variety of manufactures, rather than the wealth 
of the owners of the factories, equivalent or substantial benefits 
where the tariff can not be effective will result to agriculture by 
the passage of the farm legislation providing for a central 
board, with a large revolving fund to stabilize prices of cotton 
and other exportable crops, and to provide for the surplus. 

The American farmer only asks that he be granted the equiva
lent benefits of the legislation passed for the benefit of manu
facturing, transportation, and banking. He pleads for agri
cultural legislation that will preserve the American farmer as 
a landowner and a home builder, and that will lead him to 
contentment and prosperity. 

SUBSIDIES FOR RAILROADS, STEEL TRUST, AND FOREIGNERS 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, there is a great deal being said 
against the debenture plan for the cotton and wheat growers 
on the theory that it is a subsidy to the farmers. 

Granting, for the sake of discussion, that it is a subsidy, the 
farmers are as much entitled, and more, to a Government sub
sidy as any business or industry in the United States. 

Many of the daily newspapers are condemning the debenture 
plan and saying it is economically unsound and wrong in prin
ciple because it is a subsidy. Daily newspapers receive a special 
postage rate, and in that way receive a subsidy from the Gov
ernment. No postage i& required in the county of publication, 
and out of the county they receive such a low postage rate that 
the Government is spending about $50,000,000 each year more 
than the revenue received from that source. Therefore the 
taxpayers of our Nation are giving the daily newspapers a sub
sidy or bounty equal to $137,000 a day. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission permits certain indus
trial concerns and foreigners to receive a special- freight rate 
from the railroads, which is equal to a subsidy. Our freight 
rate structure in the United States is so arranged that if a 
commodity is transported for less than cost to the railroads, 
that other commodities must pay a higher rate in order to make 
up for this loss and guarantee the railroads a fair return on 
their investment. Either the railroads are charging 100 per 
cent too much for freight rates on certain commodities or cer
tain commodities are being transported over railroads 50 per 
cent too cheap. 

In making the following observations we will presume that 
each carload contains 50,000 pounds. 

The freight rate on agricultural implements from Chicago, 
Ill., to Galveston, Tex., is 41lh cents per 100 pounds if the 
agricultural implements go to foreign countries, but if they 
are used by the farmers of Texas, or used in the United States, 
the rate is $1.05 per 100 pounds. The co&t of transporting a 
carload is $207.50 if intended for export. If intended for 
domestic use, the freight rate is $525 a car. There is a direct 
subsidy to the Steel Trust and foreigners equal to $318.50 a 
carload on agricultural implements. 

The rate on cement from Chicago to Galveston, if intended 
for export, is 23% cents per 100 pounds, but if intended for 
domestic use or consumption the rate is 79 cents per 100 pounds. 
The charges on the car between the two points for export are 
$117.50; whereas if it is intended· to be used by the home 
owners and farmers of Texas, or by the State to build roads, 
the charges .are $395 a car. Either the export rate is one-third 
of what it really should be or the domestic rate is three times 
what it should be. The freight charges on cement from St. 
Louis to New Orleans are $87.50 a car if intended for export, 
but $372.50 a car if intended for domestic consumption. Either 
the export rate is just 25 per cent of what it should be or our 
American people are charged four times too much. The freight 
charges on a car of fertilizer from St. Louis to Galveston are 
$115 a car if intended for export, but $180 a car if intended for 
domestic consumption. 

The freight charges on salt from Indianapolis, Ind., to Gal
yeston are $145 if intended for export, but $390 if shipped for 
domestic consumption. 

Petroleum products can be transported from Chicago to Gal
veston at a rate of 28% cents per 100 pounds, or $142.50 a car, 
if intended for export, but if intended for domestic consump
tion the rate is $1.05 per 100 pounds, or $525 a car. Such 
products can be transported from St. Louis to New Orleans for 
22 cents per 100 pounds, or $110 a car, if intended for export, 
but 86 cents per 100 pounds, or $430 a car is charged if intepded 
for domestic consumption. 

Packing:house products can be transported from Chicago to 
Galveston for 39 cents per 100 pounds, or $195 a car, if in· 
tended for export, but if intended to be consumed by the Ameri
can people in the United States the rate is $1.05 per 100 pounds, 
or $525 a car. -

The freight charges on dry goods from Pittsburgh, Pa., to 
San E'rancisco, Calif., are $1.44 per 100 pounds, or $720 a 
car, if intended for export, but are $1.73 per 100 pounds, or 
$865 a car, if intended for domestic consumption. 

The rate on packing-bouse products from Mason City, Iowa, 
to Galveston is 53lh cents per 100 pounds, or $267.50 a car, if 
intended for export, but $1.06 per 100 pounds, or $530 a car if 
intended to be consumed by the American people in the United. 
States. 

The freight charges on packing-house products from Mankato, 
Minn., to Galveston, Tex., is 53% cents per 100 pounds, or 
$267.50 a car, if intended for export and $1.14 per 100 pounds, or 
$572.50 a car, if intended to be consumed by Americans in the 
United States. 

The railroad transportation charges on cement from ·cincin
nati, Ohio, to Galveston, Tex., are 17lh cents per 100 pounds, or 
$87.50 a car, if intended for export, and 44% cents per 100 
pounds, or $222.50 a car, if intended for domestic consumption. 

The railroad freight charges on cottonseed meal from Louis
ville, Ky., to Galveston are 29lh cents per 100 pounds, or $147.50 
a car, if intended for export, and 81 cents per 100 pounds, or 
$405 a car, if intended for domestic consumption. 

The rate on pig iron from Portsmouth, Ohio, to Boston, Mass., 
is 26 cents per 100 pounds, or $130 a car, if intended for export, 
and 46lh cents per 100 pounds, or $232.50 a car, if intended for 
domestic consumption. 

The freight charges on iron and steel from Chicago, Ill., to 
San Francisco, Calif., are 40 cents a hundred pounds, or $200 a 
car, if intended for export, but $1 per 100 pounds, or $500 a ca.:.-, 
if intended for domestic consumption. 

The rate on cotton in compressed bales from Oklahoma City 
to Galveston is 88 cents if intended for export and 83 cents per 
100 pounds for domestic consumption. From Little Rock, Ark:, 
to Galveston, Tex., 75 cents per 100 pounds for export and 73 
cents per 100 pounds for domestic consumption. From Wichita 
Falls, Tex., to Galveston, Tex., 65 cents -r.>er 100 pounds export 
rate and 63 cents per 100 pounds domestic rate. 

The above information is compiled from data furnished to me 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission and contains a com
parative statement of export with domestic rates in force on 
May 29, 1929. 

With reference to rates on cotton to Galveston, it is seen that 
where the export rates are higher than the domestic rates, the 
export rates reflect expenses incidental to delivery to ship side at 
the port. 

It will be noticed that foreigners and industrial concerns, as 
well as railroads and daily newspapers, are receiving a subsidy 
from our Government at the expense of the American taxpayers 
and the farmers and laborers of our Nation. If a subsidy is 
fair for special interests and big business, it is certainly fair for 
the people who produce the wealth of our Nation, the ones who 
build our country in time of peace and who save om· country in 
time of war. 

Mr. HALL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the farm bill now 
under consideration as it comes from the Senate and House 
conference and recommended for passage by that conference 
provides, in my opinion, an agency for accomplishing certain 
beneficent results for agriculture. Very properly, however, it 
does not assume the wisdom to know .what detailed action will 
be necessary in the future to attain these objectives. The 
agency thereby created is the Federal farm board, and will be 
clothed with sufficient powers and will be provided with ample 
means to find and to put in effect the methods destined to 
accomplish the purposes we all so sincerely seek. This is 
exactly the theory on which the Federal Reserve Board was 
created to handle the problems arising out of the complexities 
of business, and upon which the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion was created to regulate transportation. In neither of the 
latter cases did the initial legislation attempt to foresee or t o 
provide for every condition with which these agencies would be 
confronted. They bad to feel their way, adjust means to ends, 
and work out details of procedure under their powers as neces
sity and experience showed the way. 

This is just exactly what this new agency, created to put agri
culture on an economic equality with industry, must now do. It 
will have the authority and the money with which to find the 
way and the degree of success that it shall have in accomplish
ing its declared purpose depends largely upon the personnel of 
the board which shall be seJected to put it into operation. The 
bill as now presented is capable of such action as will make 
the tariff more effective on a,II !arm crop§ to the end that 
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periodical surpluses shall not be permitted to depress the domes
tic price to the world level of prices. The bill is so constructed 
that the control and disposition of agricultural surpluses may 

1 adequately be px·ovided for. The bill contains provisions wbich 
are practically automatic in their operation to the end that 
overproduction may be checked. It provides for farmer-owned 
and farmer-controlled marketing organizations, and without 
'doubt due consideration to existing cooperative associations will 
be given by the board. These provisions when in operation and 
intelligently administered will in the judgment of the studious 

, friends of the farming industry produce the results desired. 
. There are other agencies now in contemplation and in construc-
tion that will have a tendency when completed to assist in bring
~ing about these results. One of the most important of these, in 
1my judgment, is the Lakes-to-Gulf waterway system of transpor
tation in connection with the proposed St. Lawrence system 
wbich, when in full operation, will bring the agricultural prod
ucts of the Middle West 1,000 miles closer to tidewater, with a 
resulta.nt benefit to agriculture approximating 6 to 9 cents per 
bushel upon its crops. 

' This fact has already been demonstrated by the barge-line 
operations in the Middle West wbich cover rail-river-rail trans

' portation at the present time and wbich will ultimately develop 
·into complete water transportation from some points and at 
l least rail-river transportation for all points. Even under the 
present barge-line transportation the saving from Chicago to 

r St. Paul, first class, is 15 cents per hundredweight, or $3 per ton, 
!·when shipped by rail to Dubuque and thence by barge. A car
;Ioad of books from Chicago to Fargo, N.Dak., recently moved by 

!
' rail-river-rail at a saving of 11 cents per hundredweight, or $2.20 
per ton. This system of transportation when completed, as con

·templated by the Government, will be an enormous saving to the 
{farmer and will be a wonderful auxiliary assistance to the suc
'1 cessful operation of the farm bill now under discussion. The 
.Lakes-to-Gulf waterway will present a satisfactory avenue for 
water transportation between the great inland waterway sys-

1 terns of the country, the Mississippi and the Great Lakes. It 
l will be adequate for barge traffic not only for present needs but 
l:for generations to come. The Illinois portion of the connected 
, waterway passes through the center of one of the most produc
, tive sections of the United States, and at its eastern terminus 
~lies the second city of the country, Chicago. Toward the south 
1 through the New Orleans gateway exports may be carried by 
fwater to all parts of the world, and on the return imports will 
I be able to reach the heart of t.his great central valley and to the 
:·tar shores of the Great Lakes. 
: The Seventieth Congress is certainly to be congratulated in 
giving birth to such a happy solution of a problem which has 

:occupied the attention of Congress for the last 12 years and 
: which now makes possible the fulfillment of platform and party 
,pledges to the people of the great agricultural States. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

Mr. ABERNETHY, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 
·of absence, on account of attendance at the historical pa~eant 
, ·at New Bern, N. C., as a member of the committee frOm the 
; House of Representatives. · 

.ADJ'OURNMENT 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, ;r move that the House do now· 

1
adjourn. 
I The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 2.3 
minutes p.m.) the House adjourned uptil to-morrow, Saturday, 

·June 8, 1929, at 12 o'clock noon. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions were 

introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. (JRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 3753) to apply the pen

sion laws to the Coast Guard; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. EATON of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 3754) concerning 

applications for patent upon oil shale lands; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. 1\!ARTIN: A bill (H. R. 3755) to recognize the heroic 
conduct, devotion to duty, and skill on the part of the officers 

;.and crew of the S. S. S,wittsoout, and for other purposes; to 
' the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mrs. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 3756) to continue, during 
the fiscal year 1930, Federal aid in rehabilitating farm lands 

'in the areas devastated by tloods in 1927; to the Committee on 
~.Appropriations. 

By Mr. EATON of Colorado. .A bill (H. R. 3757) authorizing 
{the Southern Ute and the Ute Mountain Bands of Ute Indians, 
'located in Utah, Colorado, and New Mexico, to sue in the Court 
'o:f Claims; to the Committee on Indian .Affairs. 

By Mr. SMITH of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 3758) to 
authorize the State of West Virginia to acquire a bridge over 
the Kanawha River at or near Cabin Creek in said State and 
to acquire the right to construct a bridge over said river at or 
near St. Albans in said State; to the Committee on Interstate . 
and Foreign Commerce. 
. By ~I~. COLLINS: A bill (H. R. 3759) extending the frank
mg Pl'lVIlege of members of the legislative branch of the Gov
ernment; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
B~ l\lr. UNDERHILL: Joint resolution (H. J, Res. 100) 

~aking an appropriation for the acquisition of lands for an 
auport or airports for the National Capital and the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HOCH: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 101) proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: R esolution (H. Res. 51) proposing an 
investigation of the joint-stock land bank situation ; to the Com
mittee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 3760) granting a pension to 

Annie Wright; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BOWMAN: A bill (H. R. 3761) granting a pension 

to Marcellus W. Mace; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3762) granting a pension to Francis M. 

Gib on; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3763) granting a pension to Mary Jane 

Pennington ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By l\lr. CARTER of Wyoming: A bill (H. R. 3764) for the 

relief of Ruban W. Riley; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. EATON of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 3765) granting a 

pension to Cora Colbert Brewster ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 3766) granting a pension to 
Mary E. R. :pridges; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3767) granting a pension to Alice C. Mc
Cormick ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3768) granting a pension to Dewitt C. 
Hackley ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 3769) for the relief of James 
W. Smith ; to the Committee on Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. HALSEY: A bill (H. R. 3770) granting a pension to 
Mrs. M. R. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3771) granting a pension to Mrs. James 
Power; to the Committee on Invalid_ Pensions. . 

By Mr. JAMES (by request): A bill (H. R. 3772) for the 
relief of Thomas M. Richardson; to the Committee on 1\Ulitax·y 
.Affairs. 

By Mr. KENDALL of Pennsylvania: A bill (B. R. 3773) 
granting an increase of pension to Lavina Benson; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 3774) granting an increase of 
pension to Susan E. Johnson ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3775) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac N. Cook; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3776) granting an increase of pension to 
Jane Darling; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3777) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza Musser; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3778) granting an increase of pension to 
Irene Young; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3779) granting an increase of pension to 
Lida Loten ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3780) granting an increase of pension to 
l\lartha E. Humphreys ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3781) granting a pension to Louisa C. Red
ding; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3782) granting a pension to Henry C. 
Lomax; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3783) for the relief of Elijah Frisby 
(borne also as Elisha Frisbee and Elijah Frisbie); to the Com
mittee on Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. LUDLOW: A bill (II. R. 3784) granting a pension to 
Walter A. Chappell; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill (II. R. 3785) for the re
lief o:f Cornelia Claiborne; to the (J<}mmittee on Foreign .Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3786) for the relief of William Fair; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RANSLEY: A bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of 
Frank G. Krug; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 3788) for the relief of John F. Llewelyn 

• (alias John Fluellen) ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3789) for the relief of Joseph M. McAleer ; 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3790) for the relief of Christopher Cott ; 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 3791) for the relief of James McMahon ; 

to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. SHORT of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 3792) granting 

a pension to Sarah Lentz; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. STOBBS: A bill (H. R. 3793) ·granting an increase 
of pension to Elvira L. Aldrich; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 3794) grant
ing a pension to Emma E. Frazier ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3795) granting an increase of pension to 
William J. Trevessick; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 3796) granting an 
increase of pension to Ann Hazelton ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 3797) granting an increase of pension to 
Angeline Robison; 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 : 
630. By Mr. AYRES: Petition of officers and members of the 

Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, requesting 
consideration of bill to increase pensions of Civil War veterans 
and widows of Civil War veterans; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

631. By Mr. BOYLAN: Protest of the Maritime Association 
of New York, against House bill 121, fixing the liability of 
owners of vessels ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

632. Also, protest from Thurston Fruit Co., New York, against 
increased duties on perishable fresh vegetables; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

633. Also, protest of Foreign Tile Importers Association of 
America against increased duty on tiles; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

634. Also, communication from Wayne Lumber Co., New York, 
protesting against duty on hardwood lumber ; to the Committee 
Oil Ways and Means. 

635. Also, communication from Miss M. A. Lewis, New York 
City, protesting against increased tariff on upholstery and 
drapery fabrics, etc.; to the Commit~e on Ways and Means. 

636. Also, communication from W. E. Miller, New York, pro
testing against increased duty on gelatines and glues; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

637. By Mr. DEMPSEY: Resolutions of the Buffalo City 
Council of New York, urging the location and construction of a 
hospital for disabled veterans in western New York and offering 
to consider application to furnish free site for said hospital; to 
the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

638. By Mr. FITZPATRICK: Petition of the Mount Vernon 
Lodge, No. 905, Loyal Order of Moose, requesting the passage of 
Senate bill 476, granting increase in pensions to certain soldiers, 
sailors, and marines of the war with Spain, and Senate bill 477, 
to equalize and revise the rate of pensions paid certain soldiers, 
sailors, and marines of the Civil War, to certain widows, former 
widows of such soldiers, sailors, and marines granting pensions 
and increase of pensions in certain cases ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

639. By Mr. THURSTON: Petition adopted by the Shenan
doah Chamber of Commerce, protesting against the placing of a 
tariff upon the importation of building materials; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE 
SA·.rURDAY, June 8, 19£19 

(Legislartive day ot Tuesd<Ly, June 4, 1929) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration of 
the recess. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a message 
from the House of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

· A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed the 

following bills and joint resolutions, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 3548. An act to continue, during the fiscal year 1930, 
Federal aid in rehabilitating farm lands in the areas devas
tated by floods in 1927 ; 

H. R. 3600. An act to amend section 5 of an act entitled 
"An act authorizing Maynard D. Smith, his heirs, successors, 
and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across · 
the St. Clair River at or near Port Huron, Mich.," approved 
March 2, 1920, and being Public Act No. 923, of the Seventieth 
Congress; 

H. R. 3663. An act making appropriations for the payment 
of certain judgments rendered against the Government by 
various United States courts. 

H. J. Res. 86. Joint resolution making an appropriation for 
the International Red Cross and prisoners of war conference 
at Geneva, Switzerland, in 1929; 

H. J. Res. 88. Joint resolution making an additional appro
priation for the extension to the post-office building at Corinth, 
l\Iiss. ; 

H. J. Res. 91. Joint resolution to provide for the payment 
of certain expenses of the United States Pulaski Sesquicen
tennial Commission ; 

H. J. Res. 93. Joint resolution amending an appropriation for 
a consolidated school at Belcourt, within the Turtle Mountain 
Indian Reservation, N. Dak. ; and 

H. J. Res. 97. Joint resolution making appropriations toward 
carrying out the provisions of the act entitled "An act to provide 
for the establishment of a municipal center in the District of 
Columbia," approved February 28, 1929. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. JONES. 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 McKellar 
Ashurst George McMaster 
Barkley Gillett McNary 
Bingham Glass Metcalf 
Blease Glenn Moses 
Borah Goff Norbeck 
Bratton Goldsborough Norris 
Brookhart Greene Nye 
Broussard Ranis Oddie 
Burton Harrison Overman 
Capper Hastings Patterson 
Caraway Hatfield Phipps 
Connally Hawes Pine 
Copeland He-bert Pittman 
Couzens Heflin Ransdell 
Cutting Howell Reed . 
Dale Johnson Robinson, Ark. 
Deneen Jones Sackett 
Dill Keyes Schall 
Edge King Sheppard 
Fletcher La Follette Shortridge 

smith 
Smoot 
Steiwer 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Tyson 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. · 
\Varren 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I desire to announce 
that my colleague the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
BLAINE] is necessarily absent. I will let this announcement 
stand for the day. 

Mr. BURTON. · My colleague the senior Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. FEss] is detained from the Senate by illness. This an
nouncement may stand for the day. 

Mr. JONES. The senior Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] is 
absent on account of illness. 

Mr. WATSON. My colleague the junior Senator from Indi
ana [Mr. RoBINSON] is necessarily absent on a very important 
engagement. 

Mr. EDGE. My colleague the junior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. KEAN] is absent for the day on official business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 

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

By Mr. SHEPPARD: 
A bill ( S. 1456) granting an increase of pension to l\Iartha E. 

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

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 
A bill ( S. 1457) for the relief of D. W. Thickstun; to the 

Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. NORRIS: 
A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 55) proposing an amendment 

to the Constitution of the United States abolishing the Electoral· 
College; to the Committee on the Jurticiary. 
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