
1924. CON.GRESSIONAh RECORD-SENATE. 4913 
PE'JJITIONS, ETC. 

Under cluuse 1 of Rule .XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the ·Clerk's des'lt and referred as follows: 

1990. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of owners of 
Kaakauh.llh"lli Beach lands and members- of the Kaakaukukui 
Improvement Club, Mrs. Mary Haaheo Atcherley, president, for 
an amendment to the Hawaiian co1I1II1ission act of 1920, undel"" 
which they will be authorized to occupy certain lands; to the 
Committee on the Territories. · 

1991. By Mr. ARNOLD:-- Petition ot certain citizens of 
Effingham, Ill., favoring the passage of the Fish bill, providing 
for relief ro the people of· Germany; to the Committee on 
Ji'oreign Affairs. · 

1992. By l\fr. COOK: Petition ot 402 members or Central 
Christian Church, of Huntington, Ind., in support of the eight
eentll amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1993. By Mr. CRAI\.ITON: Petition of the Rotary Club of 
Mount Clemens, Mich., urging favorable action in regard to in
creased compensation for postal employees; to the Committee 
on the Post Oftice and Post Roads. 

1994. Also, petition of the Home Circle, Lapeer, Mich., urg
ing passage of a stringent immigration law; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1995. Also, petition of. the Charles .T. Fulton Post, American 
Legion, St. @air, l\Iich., recommending extern.ling to five years 
the period within which tuberculosis might be presumed to be of 
service origin; to the Committee on World War Veterans' Legis
lation. 
,.1996. By l\Ir. CULLEN: Petition of Lieutenants Association, 
Fire Department, Ne.w York City, N. Y., indorsing the proposed 
increase in salaries for postal employees; to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

199'T. By l\Ir. FULLER: Petition of the Macon County (Ill.) 
Farm Bureau, favoring the McNary-Haugen. bill; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture. 

1998. By. Mr.. HULL of Iowa: Petition of citizens of Daven
port, Iowa, o:m.:iosing two antifirearm bills introduced by Senator 
Co:eE.LAND, of New York, and by Congressman MrLLEB of Wash.
ington; also favoring a bill for 2.-75 per cent beer; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

1999. By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of General Motors Export 
Co., 224 West Fifty-seventh Street, New York, G. D. Mooney, 
president, favoring the passing by Congress of laws which 
regularize three foreign services of the United States Gov
ernment; that acting on Secretary Hughes's suggestion it would 
seem that the- Rogers and "Winslow bills should be considered• 
oogether and so amended as to insure complete coordination 
between the three serv:ices before the- bills were turned over to 
Congress for action ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

2000. Also, petition of persons _requesting that preventive 
measures be taken so far as the• putting into effect by the 
Naturalization Bureau of a rule or regulation · affecting the 
natmalization of foreign-born aliens; it is desired that this 
measure be barred, because if it goes into effect it will greatly 
retard and interfere with the naturalization of foreign-born 
persons in Greater New· Yoi:k; to the Committee on Immigra
tion and NaturaliZation. 

2001. Also, petition of· American Exporters' &. Importers' As
sociation, E. C. Hines •. secretary to the-boa1·d of dire<!tors, that 
increased revenue all:eady produced b~. second-class matter be. 
at once applied to giving a reduced rate of 1 cent on " drop " 
letters, and that legislation. be enacted requiring each class· of 
mail to pay cost of service in oi:der that no class need pay 
over cost ;_ to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads-. 

2002. By l\Ir. O'SULLIVAN: Petition of Bridgeport, Conn., 
section of Council of Jewish women, protesting against the 
Johnson immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Natu.ualizati.on. 

2003. Also, petition of citizens of New Milford, Conn., in 
favor of legislation increasing the wages of postal employees; 
to the. €lommittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

2004. Ily Mr. @LIVER. of New York: Petition of the: count~ 
committee of the American Legion: Bronx Gounty, N. Y., 
asking the President of the United States to review the sen
tences of all war veterans now in prison under sentence of 
military courts; to the Oommittee on the Judiciary. 

2005. Aleo, petition of a mass meeting at the Academy of 
Music, Erooldyn, N. Y., Sunday night, March 23, 1924, calling 
upo11 the President of the United States to take steps through 
diplomatic channels to secure the r.alease from prison of' Hon, 
Eamon De Valera; to the Committee on Foreign Aft'airs. 

2006 .. By Mr. SITES: Papers accompanying House bill 8168, 
granting· a pension to Ellizabeth1 Yocum .; to th~ Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

2007. By Mr. SMITH: Petition of Women's Christian Tem
perance Union, Payette, Idaho, protesting against enactment 
of legislation fo11 2.75 per cent beer; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

2008. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of Lodge LI, Gorlca No. 
287, S. N. P. J., Burgettstown, Pa., protesting against certain 
proposals before the Congress of the United States regulating 
immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza
tion. 

2009. By Mr. WILSON of Indiana: Petition of 29 members of 
the Missionary Society of Grace Methodist Chm·cb and Loyalty 
Club of Grace Methodist Church, Evansville, Ind., urging 
the passage of the child welfare amendment which provides 
that labor of persons under 18 years of age should be prohibited 
or limited; to the Committee on the .Judiciary. 

2010. Also, petition of 180 members of the Service Star 
Legion, Gresham Chapter Vanderburg County, Evansville, Ind., 
urging the passage of the child welfare amendment which pro
vides that labor of persons under 18 years of age should ne 
prohibited or limited; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2011. Also, petition of. 22 members of the Emma Roach Parent 
Teachers' Association, urging favorable consideration of the 
child labor amendment; to the. Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE. 
Tm:snAY, M'a!rck 25, 1924. 

(Legi.slative day of Monda.y, Marclb 24, , 1924,) 

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

M.r. CURTIS. :Mr. President, I silggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFli"'ICER (Mr. MOSES in the chair). Th&. 
Secretany will call the i·oll. 

The principal clerk calletl tbe roll, and the: following. Senators 
' answro·ed to their names : 
Adams Edge Kendriclf Reed, Pa. 
Ashurs-t Edwards Keyes Robinson.. 
Ball Ferris King Sheppard 
Bnyard li'ess Ladd Shortridge 
Bo.rab li'letcher Lodge Simmons 
Brandcgee Frazier MaKellar Smith 
Brook.hart Georg.e McKinley Smoot 
Broussard Gerry Mcnean· Spen~r 
Bruce Glass 1\IcNaryi Stanfield· 
Bursum Gooding Ma.yfi~ld. Ste-vhens 
Cameron Hale Moses Swanson 
Capper Han·eld Neely Underwoou 
Caraway llarris Norr-is Wadsworth 

' Copeland Ilarrlson Oddie Walsh, Mass. 
Couzens IIefiin Overman Walsh, Mont. 
Curtis Howell Pepper Warren 
Dale Jahmron, Minn. Pittman Wat.sou 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Ralston W.ellei: 
Dill :ro.nes, Wash. Ransdell Willis 

Mr. FLETCHE~ I wish to announce that my colleague 
[Mr. TRA:MMELII] is necessarily absent I ask that thiH· an
nouncement may stand for the day, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy-six Senatons having 
answered to their names, a quoi.il.lll is pres:ent. The joint reso-

11 lutiou ( S. J. Res. 4) proposing an amendment to the Constitu~ 
tion o:t2 the liTnited States relative to the adoption ofl amendments 
thereto is before the Senate as in Committee of· tha Whole, and 
the pending question is on agr€eing to t:q.e amendment pro.nosed 
by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr.. BROOKHART-] to tb.e amendment 
re.ported from the Committee on the· Judiciary. 

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor. 
MESSAGE FROM THE H.OUSE-. 

A message from the House of RepresentatiYes, by Mr~ Chaffee, 
one of its clerks, announced· that the House" had passed a joint 
resolution CH. J. Res. 180) for the relief of the distressed 
and starving women and children of Germany, in which. it 
requested· the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker ot the House. 
had signed the following enrolled hills. and they were thereupon 
s-igned by the. P.residing Officen [M.r. l\fosEs] as Acting President 
pro tempore: 

1 
S. 70. .A:n act for the re)ie:r of the Cleveland State Bank, of 

Cleveland, Mis&; 
1 S. 1982. An act granting the consent of Congress to the oon
~ struction~ maintenance, and operation · by the Ohicago, Mil
waukee & St. Paul Railway Co~, its succe:ssors ·and assigns, of a 

r 
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line of railroad acrosti the northeasterly portion of the Fort l 
SnPlling Military Itesenation iu the State of Minnesota; and 

8. .:;nu. An act authorizing the Director of the Uensus to 
collect and publish statistics of cotton. 

PETITIONS AND }.!TU,[QRIALS. 

l\Ir. ItODI~SON presented a telegram in the nature of a 
memorial from ·w. G. Bean, president of Local No. 266, Musi
cians' Protective Uniou, of Little Rock, Ark., remonstrating 
against the passage of House Joint Resolution 211, conferring 
authority upon the President of the Unitell States to order 
and direct the United States Marine Band to viBit and play 
at certain annual expositions or fairs to be held in Missouri, 
low«, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, Louisiana, and 
Arka11sas, which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He cilHo in·esentecl petitions, numerously signed, of sundry 
citizens of Hartford, .Ark., and Yiciuity, praying for the pas
sage of tlle so-called Johnson immigration bill, with quotas 
bused on the 1890 census, which were referred to the Com
mittee on Immigration. 

Mr. JONES of Washington presented petitions, numerously 
signed, of sundry citir.ens of South Bend, Lebam, Seattle, and 
Ru'ymond. in the State of Washington, praying for the passage 
of legislation granting adjusted compensation to veterans of 
the Worm War, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. · 

Mr. KEYES presented a resolution adopted by the congrega
tion of the Congregational Church of Temple. N. H., favoring 
an amendment to the Constitution regulating chil<l labor, whicll 
\11-·as referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

l\lr. CAPPER presented a telegram in the nature of a peti
tion from Earl E. Stock; commander of the Moore Post, the 
American Legion, of Wakeeney, Kans., praying for the passage 
of legislation granting a cash bonus to veterans of the World 
War, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Brotherhood of Locomo
tive Firemen and Engineers, of Neodesha, Kans., praying for 
the passage of legislation abolishing the Hailroad Labor Board, 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sumlry citizens of Somerset 
and St. John, Kans., praying for the passage of more restrictiYe 
immigration legislation, with quotas based on the census of 
1890, which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Hiawatha, Kans., favoring the passage of legislation restrict
ing immigration, with quotas based on the census of 1890, 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

l\Ir. WILLIS presented a resolution of the Canton (Ohio) 
Central Labor Union, favoring the passage of legislation re
stricting the production of narcotics to the medical and scien
tific needs of the world, which was refeued to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Somerset, 
New Lexington, Thornville, and Crooksville, in the State of 
Ohio, praying an amendment to the Constitution granting equal 
rights to women, which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Philip R. Cole
bank Post, No. 13, the Amel'ican Legion, Department of Ohio, 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the passage of legislation chang
iug the name of Mount Rainier and Rainier National Park to 
Mount Lincoln and Lincoln National Park, which was referred 
to the Committee on Publlc Lands ap.d Surveys. 

He also presented petitions signed by 1,161 citizens ~f Massil
lon, Ohio, praying for the passage of legislation granting ad
justed compensation to veterans of the World War, which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McLEAN presented the petition of 1\1. I. Bates, of New 
Haven, Conn., pray1ng for the passage of the so-called J obnson 
restrictive immigration bill, which was referred to the Com
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a resolution adopted by Fidelity Council, 
No. 47, Daughters of Liberty, of ·waterbury, Conn., favoring 
tlie passage of the so-called Johnson restrictive immigration 
bill, which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the directors of 
the Young Men's Hebrew Association of New Haven and the 
Societa' di M. S. Umberto Primo, of Hartford, Conn., protest
ing against the passage of the so-called Johnson restrictive im
migration bill, which were referred to the Committee on Immi
gration. 

He also presented a petition of the directors of the Putnam 
Chaml>er of Commerce, of Putnam, Conn., protesting against 
the passage of the so-called McNary-Haugen bill, providing aid 

to agriculture, which was referred to the Committee on Agri
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of G. Merle Jones Post, No. 95, 
the American Legion, of Hebron, Conn., praying for the passage 
of legislation granting adjusted compensation to veterans of 
the World War, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented petitions of members of the Republican 
Town Committee of Shelton; of H. W. Voight, pastor of the Evan
g~l~cal Lutheran Emanuels Church, of New Haven; and of sundry 
citizens of Sllelton, all in tlle State of Connecticut, praying for 
the passage of House Joint Resolution 180 for the relief of 
the. distressed and starving women and chiidren of Germany., 
wlnch were referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of the Thompson Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Putnam, and the Woman's 
Baptist Mission Society of New Haven, in the State of Con
necticut, remonstrating against the passage of legislation rais
ing the percentage of alcohol allowable in wine and beer which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. ' 

He also presented a petition of the National Society United 
States Daughters of 1812, of Manchester, Conn., praying for 
the passage of legislation confirming the " Star-Spangled Ban
ner" .as. the national ai:ithem, and .also making adequate ap
propriation for the repair of the slup Oonstit1ttion, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented petition of l\Iulvoy-Tarlov Post, No. 603, 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, of South Norwalk; of officers and 
members of A. C. Tyler Auxiliary, No. 14, United Spanisa 
War Veterans, of Willimantic; of Frederick A. Hill Camp, 
No. 15, United Spanish War Veterans, of Stamford· and of 
Adjutant Ward Cheney Camp, No. 13, Spanish War Veterans 
~f South Manchester, all in the State of Connecticut, praying 
for the passage of the so-called Bursum bill, granting increased 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors, etc., which were re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also iiresented petitions of the Merchants' Credit Associa
tion of Bridgeport; of Local No. 25, International Metal 
Polishers' Union, of New Haven; and of William H. Gordon 
Post, No. 50, the American Legion, of Ansonia, all in the State 
?f Connecticut, prayi.ng for the passage of legislation granting 
mcreased compensation to postal employees, which were re
ferred to the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

l\Ir. GOODING, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
to which was referred the bill ( S. 2327) to amend section 4 
of the interstate commerce. act, reported it with amendments 
and submitted a report (No. 302) thereon. 

l\Ir. LADD, from the Committee on Commerce, to which was 
referred the ~ill (H. R. 6724) granting the consent of Congress 
to. the counties of Sibley and Scott, Minn., to . construct a 
bridge across the Minnesota River, reported it without amend
ment and submitted a report (No. 303) thereon. 

ENUOLLED DILLS PRESENTED. 

l\lr. WATSON, from the Committee on · Enrolled Bills. re
ported that on the 24th instant they presented to the President 
of the United States the following enrolled bills: 

S. 2420. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River between Potter County and Dewey County, 
S. Dale ; and 

S. 2446. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Clarks Ferry Bridge Co., and its successors, to constru('t a 
bridge across the Susquehanna River at or near the railroad 
station of Clarks Ferry, Pa. 

BILLS INTlWDtJCED. 

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

By Mr. PITTMAN: 
A bill ( S. 2917) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 

complete purchases of silver under the act of April 25, 1918, 
commonly known as the· Pittman Act ; to the Oommittee on 
Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. McLEAN: 
A bill ( S. 2918) granting a pension to Mary E. Starr (with · 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill ( S. 2919) to extend the provisions of the national bank 

act to the Virgin Islands of the United States; to the Com
mittee on Ba,nking and Currency. 

By l\Ir. BRUCE: 
A bill ( S. 2920) to authorize the registration of trade-lllarks 

used in commerce with foreign nations or among the several 
States or with Indian tribes, and to provide reD)edies for in
f,tingement of the same_; _to the Committee on Patents. 
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Ily l\lr. McKINLEY: 
A bill ( S. 2921) granting a pension to Newton Ernest Mc

Elvain ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By l\1r. WADSWOR'l'H: 
A bill (S. 2922) to authorize the President to reconsider the 

case of Frederic K. Long and to reappoint him a captain in 
the Regular Army ; to the Committee on Military Affafrs. 

By Mr. ELKINS : . 
A bill ( S. 2923) granting an increase of pension to Hannah 

Wiles ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By l\1r. CAPPER: 
A bill ( S. 2924) for the relief of Aktieselskabet Marie di 

Giorgio, a Norwegian corporation of Christiania, Norwa~1 ; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: 
A bill ( S. 2925) granting a pension to Harmon Everett 

Meacham ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill ( S. 292G) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 

the Interior to patent certain lands to school district No. 58 
of Clallam County, State of Washington, and for other pur
poses ; to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. McKiiJLLAR: 
A bill ( S. 2927) to limit the liability of the United States in 

cases of breached, terminated, or suspended World 'Var con
tracts; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By l\lr. FLI~'TCHER : 
A bill ( S. 2928) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to 

accept certain Janus in the vicinity of Pensacoln, Fla., to assure 
a suitable water supply for the United States naval air station 
at Pensacola; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 2929) granting the consent of Congress to the 
States of Georgia and Florida, through their respective high
way departnents, to construct a bridge across the St. Marys 
River at or near Wilds Landing, Fla.; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By l\fr. HOWELL: 
A bill ( S. 2930) reaffirming the use of the ether for radio 

communication or otherwise to be the inalienable possession 
of the people of the United States and their Government, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A bil~ ( S. 2931) to promote the safety of . employees on rail

roads; to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
By Mr. IlURSU:M: 
A bill ( S. 2932) to quiet the title to lands within Pueblo In

dian land grants, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys. 

BUILDINGS AT CAMP LEWIS, WASH. 

Mr. JONES of Washington submitted an amenarnent provid
ing an appropriation of $1,000,000 for beginning the construction 
of permanent buildings at Camp Lewis, Wash., etc., intended to 
be proposed by him to House hill 7877, the War Department 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Ap
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE .TO INT RESOLUTION REFI!:RRED. 

The joint resolution (H.J. Res. 180) for the relief of the dis
tressed and starving women and children of Germany was read 
twice by its title and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

CLARENCE C. CHA.SE. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. l\fr. President, I ask leave to sub
mit a resolution of privilege. I ask that it may be read, and 
then I should like to ask unanimous consent for its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana 
asks unanimous consent, out of order, to submit a resolution. 
The resolution will he read for the information of the Senate. 

The reading clerk read the resolution (S. Res. 195) as follows: 
Whereas one Clarence C. Chase is and, for more than a year last past, 

has been a civil officer of the United States, to wit, the collector of 
customs at the port of El Paso, Tex.; and 

Whereas in the prosecution of an inquiry by the Committee on Public 
Lands and. Surveys of the Senate under Senate Resolution 147, it be
came necessary to inquire into the source from which one A. B. Fall, 
late Secretary of the Interior, secured large sums of money at or about 
the time or shortly after he entered upon negotiations resulting in the 
execution of leases or contracts relating to the naval oil reserves; and 

Whereas it appears from the testimony taken and proceedings had 
before the said committee that the said Clarence C. Chase entered into 
a conspiracy with the said A. B. Inall to mislead and deceive the said 
committee concerning the source of such moneys, and that pursuant to 

LXV-310 

such conspiracy the said Clarence C. Chase, on or about the 29th of 
Novemher, 1923, endeavored to induce one Price :\1cKinney to represent 
to and testify before the said committee that he had loaned to the said 
Fall at or about the time hereinbefore mentioned the sum of $100,-
000; and 

Whereas the said Clarence C. Chase well knew that the said Price 
McKinney had made no such loan to the said Fall ; and 

Whereas the said Clarence C. Chase being, on the 24th day of M:arch, 
1924, called before the said committee and interrogated concerning tlte 
matters herein referred to by the said committee, declined and refused 
to answer any questions in relation to the same upon the ground that 
his answers might tend to incriminate him : Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That a copy of the testimony adduced and the proceedings 
had before the said Committee on Public Lands and Surveys under 
Senate Resolution 147 be, with a copy of this resolution, transmitted 
to the House of Representatives for such proceeding against the said 
Clal'ence C. Chase as may be appropriate. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, there is so much confusion in 
the Chamber I could not hear the resolution read. I heard the 
whereases. May I ask to have just the resolving part read 
again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be again read. 
The reading clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That a copy of the testimony adduced and the proceedings 

had before the said Committee on Public Lands and Surveys under 
Senate Resolution 147 be, with a copy of this resolution, transmitted 
to the Honse of Representatives for such proceedings against the saicl 
Clarence C. Chase as may be appropriate. 

Mr. BORAH. I think that is eminently proper. 
Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
Mr. BURSUl\1. I call the attention of the Senator from Mon

tana to the fact that it is my information that Mr. Chase has 
resigned or is ready now to resign. I obtained that information 
yesterday. 

Mr. ROBINSON. What difference would that make? 
Mr. BURSUl\1. Why would there be any necessity for the 

resolution then? 
Mr. ROBINSON. Why should the Senate fail to inform the 

House of the course which the matter has taken and give the 
House an opportunity to proceed? 

l\fr. BURSUl\1. The purpose of the resolution, I presume, is 
to institute impeachment proceedings. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Does the Senator say that 1\Ir. Chase has 
resigned? 

1\Ir. BURSUl\1. I think so. 
Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator said a moment ago that he 

had resigned or has indicated that he will resign? 
Mr. BURSUM. That he is ready to resign. 
Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator ought to be willing to say 

which is true if he has information with respect to it. But I 
call the attention of the Senator from New Mexico to the fact 
that a public officer can not escape responsibility, that he can 
not escape the process of impeachment by resigning when im
peachment proceedings are about to be instituted. 

Mr. BURSUM. I take it impeachment proceedings are not 
proposed to be instituted because of any misconduct in office. 
The proceeding arises out of the fact that Mr. Chase, who is the 
son-in-law of Mr. Fall, attempted to secure testimony which 
was not true in the case of Fall, and in that way, indirectly, Mr. 
Mr. Chase was guilty of misconduct. There is no question about 
that. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Clearly, if the statement which the Sen
ator has just made is correct, the officer would be guilty of 
subornation of perjury; at least, he would be chargeable 
with it. 

Mr. BUHSUl\1. It is not subornation of perjury, because the 
perjury was never committed. 

Mr. BORAH. I see no objection to passing the resolution. 
Even if the officer has resigned, the House could consider the 
question if it desired to ao so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICIDR. The Chair understood the 
Senator from Montana to ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, I happen to be a member 
of the committee--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Idaho has 
the floor. Does he yield? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
l\Ir. SPENCER. I happen to be a member of the committee. 

I knew nothing of this until this minute, and I should like 
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to look into it. I suggest that the resolution ought to be r~ 
f erred to the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
Sena tor from Missouri to object ; objection is made-. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from Montana? 
1\Ir. BORAH. I yield. 
l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. With the permission of the Sena

tor from Idaho, I desire to advise the Senate brie:6.y of the 
facts in relation to the matter referred to in the resolution. 

The testimony was first adduced before the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys about the 1st of December last 
that Senator Fall had come into possessl-0n of some considerable 
sums of money, having been theretofore in somewhat strait
ened financial circumstances. About the close of the year 
1921 a telegram was sent by him to the then chairman of the 
committee, the Senator from Utah, to the effect that his son-
1n-law, Mr. C. C. Chase, was coming on, that he was entirely 
familiar with all of the business affairs of Senator Fall, and 
would advise the committee fully in relation to the matters 
testified to by the New Mexico witnesses who had told of the 
expenditures of very considerable sums of money in the pur
chase of additional land and in improvements made upon the 
ranch of Senator Fall. 

Mr. Chase did not come before the committee, but when 
we got an opportunity to examine the telegrams some tbTee 
weeks ago it was disclosed that Mr. Chase did actually start 
for the East and came to the city of Washington; that he 
stopped en route at the city of Cleveland, came on to Wash
ington, and . from Washington telegraphed to Senator Fall 
that the interview which he had had in the city of Cleveland 
was unsatisfactory; that he would meet him on the train at 
Kansas City and come back to Chicago with him. There
after, on the 27th day of December, Senator Fall sent his 
letter to the committee, in which he stated that· he borrowed 
$100,000 with which to make the purchase of the so-called 
Harris ranch from Mr. Edward B. l\1cLean, of Washingtonr 
and that he had had business transactions in a foreign country 
with · an old associate, and he had made arrangements to get 
the money from that old associate. 

At the same time there was found in the files of the com
mittee a memorandum, the origin of which no one has been 
able to ascertain, which recited also, in effect, that l\Ir. Fall 
had had business transactions in ·a foreign country with a gen
tleman; that out of those transactions there was an account 
standing under which this gentleman was obligated to Senator 
Fall to the extent of somewhere between $75,000 and $125,000, 
and. that that gentleman had traveled with him on the train 
from Chicago to Los Angeles and had loaned him $100,000. 

In one way or another it became apparent to the committee 
that the gentleman thus referred to in those two letters was 
Mr. Price McKinney, of the city of Cleveland. It was dis
covered that Mr. Priee McKinney had, indeed, traveled with 
l\'fr. Fall from the city of Chicago to Los Angeles some time 
toward the close of the year 1921. It was also learned that 
Mr. Chase had visited Mr. Price McKinney in the city of 
Cleveland. l\tlr. McKinney was called to the stand and inter
rogated concerning the conversation and tbe transaction be
tween him and Mr. Chase in Cle'Veland. He told the com
mittee that a short time before Thanksgiving Day last he 
had received:· a letter from Senator Fall in which Senator Fall 
recalled to bim the fact that they had traveled together on 
the train from Chicago to Los Angeles, and in that letter 
:Mr. McKinney was asked if he would say that upon that trip 
he had loaned to Senator Fall the sum of $100,000. 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President--
Tile PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mon

tana yield to the Senator from New Mexico? 
1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. I yield. 
Mr. BUilSU:M. That letter, however, was written by Sena

tor Fall, as I recall. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Of course it wa:s written by 

Senator Fall, and I have so stated. 
Mr. BURSUM. It was not written by Chase. 
l\1r. WAL.SH of Montana. I know it was written by Senator 

Fall, asking Mr. McKinney if he would so state. Mr. McKiru
ney advised us that he did not answer that letter, but that 
shortly thereafter he was visited by Mr. Chase, who asked 
him if he was prepured to make that statement to the com
mittee, and be said that be was not, that he would not make 
any such statement, because he had not loaned any such sum 
of money or any money to Senator Fall. 

'Vhen Mr. Chase \Va.s then called be:fo1te the <eommittee on 
yesterday morning, as recited in the resolution, he declined to 

answer any questions concerning the transaction upon the 
ground that the testimony might incriminate him. 

Accordingly, Mr. President, it appears by the most indubit
able evidence that Mr. Chase, an officer of the United States, 
whose effort at subornation of perjury was disclosed by the 
testimony of Mr. McKinney more than a week ago, is still 
holding the office of collector of customs at the port of El Paso. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. President, so far as I am concerned, I 
withdraw the objection which I made. 

The PRESIDING OFFIOER. The Senator from Montana 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
resolution which he has presented and which has been read 
for the information of the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President", I should lik~ to have the 
resolution go over untll to-morrow, and if to-morrow the Sena
tor from Montana desires to press it I will then have no o~ 
jection. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I will say to the Senator that I 
.will press it at any time, no matter for how long lt goes over, 
because it is a perfectly well-established rule, as stated by the. 
Senator, that the resignation of an offending officer does not 
in any manner whatever affect impeachment proceedings. The 
impeachment proceedings should go on whether he resigns or 
not. 

Mr. BURSUM. That may be true, but as I look at this mat· 
ter, Mr. Chase was merely a messenger for Mr. Fall and he 
was unfortunate in being Mr. Fall's son-in-law. I do not re
gard Mr. Chase as a p1•incipal in any of the matters relating 
to the naval oil reserves or the many complications in which 
Mr. Fall has involved himself, but, being his son-in-law, it was 
a natural thing that· on reqµest of Mr. Fall he should Cf!rry 
this message, and that, as I recall, was th~ testimony of Mr. 
Price McKinney, that l\Ir. Chase was merely a messenger. It 
seems to me that, of course, he should resign, that he should 
not continue to hold that office, but by resort to impeachment 
proceedings under the peculiar circumstances it seems to me 
that there is nothing to be gained. 

Mr. BORAH. The resolution does not subject him to im
peachment? 

Mr. BURSU:M. That is my understanding. 
l\fr. BORAH. It merely refers the question to th~ body 

which has the power to bring impeachment charges. They 
may do so if they see fit, or they may not do so if they see 
fit, or they may take the question up without this resolution 
at all. 

Mr. BURSU:M. Of course. 
Mr. BORAH. The resolution simply refers the matter to 

the proper tribunal. 
Mr. BURSU:M. I do not regard this as a question. for im

peachment. 
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

Mexico yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. BURSUM. I yield. 
Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator from New Mexico· ought 

to realize that the impeaching power under the Constitution of 
the United States is the House of Representatives. There 
has come to a committee of the Senate in its official capacity 
certain evidence tendiog to show that an. officer of the United 
States Government was trying to induce a citizen to commit 
perjury. 

Mr. BURSUJ\I. No; not quite that. The inducement-· 
Mr. NORRIS. EYen if it is not quite that--
Mr. BUHSUl\1. The inducement was by Mr. Fall. That waa 

the testimony. 
Mr. NORRIS. No. 
Mr. BURSU1\1. This man was merely a messenger. 
Mr. NORRIS. I do not care as to that; call him a messen

ger, if you· please, but he 'vas an officer of the United States, 
and the testimony of l\lr. JUcKinney, as I understand, is that 
he, Chase~ this officer of th.e United States, not Fall, came to 
him--

Mr. BURSUM. As a messenger. 
Mr. NORRIS. Very well; consider him as a messenger. 
Mr. BURSU:M. That is what :Mr. McKinney said about him. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. I do not care what he may be called. He 

did not go to Mr. McKinney as an official of the United States, 
of course, nobody cl.aims that; but at the same time he was an 
officer of the United States, and he went to Mr. McKinney and 
asked hlm if he would say that Senator Fall had borrowed 
$100,000 from him at a certain tim~. That standing alone may 
be insufficient in the judgment of the House of Representatives 
to justify an impeachment preceeding, but the Committee on 
Public Lands, as I understand, has gone no further with it. 
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It is ·a fact that ought to be laid before the House of Repre

i:;entatives; and when we lay it before the House of Representa
tfres \Ve mal~e no recommendation but simply say that " one 
of our committees in au official capacity investigating another 
subject has been confronted with this evidence, and we give it 
to you for your im·estigation and for such action as you may 
deem best." 

l\lr. President, unless we do that, it seems to me that we are 
officially standing iu the way of an investigation by the proper 
body that has jurisdiction and sole jurisdiction of impeachment 
proceedings. \Ve are violating our duty if when that evidence 
is presented to us in our official capacity we remain silent and 
do nothing. We have no jurisdiction. but the House of Repre
sentatives have. It may be that after investigation in some 
wny they will find an excuse for it all, but it is now uncontra
dicted evidence tending, and tending very strongly, to show 
that an officer of the United States, holding an official position 
in the name of the United States, has been guilty, if you want 
to put in that way, of acting as a messenger boy to induce some
body to tell a lie. 

l\Ir. DILL. Mr. President--
The PRESIDn~G OFFICER. The Senator from New Mexico 

has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. BURSU:M. I yield. 
Mr. DILL. I merely wanted to make a suggestion, namely_, 

that when this same officer came before the committee he 
refused to testify on the ground that it might incriminate him. 

Mr. BURSUM. Very well; if he is guilty of subornation of 
perjury, of course that is a matter which we can not decide 
here; that is a matter of evidence. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does not the Senator think that it should go 
before the proper body? 

Mr. BURSU:M. He may be p1·osecuted. 
Mr. NORRIS. Let him be prosecuted by the proper tribunal, 

the House of Uepresentativ-es, which has jurisdiction of im
peachment proceedings. Are we going to shield a Government 
official when something has hap11ened before one of our com
mittees tending to show that he has been instrumental in trying 
to induce somebody else to tell a falsehood in order to shield a 
former official of the Government who was trying to dispose of 
some of the property of the Government? 

Mr. BURSUM. I would not quite justify the conclusion that 
he had been instrumental. My 1iew is that he was simply a 
messenger; that he was made use of; that in 1iew of his 
peculiar relationship with Mr. Fall he did the natural thing 
that almost anyone under the circumstances might have done, 
which was merely to carry a message. The request was made 
by Mr. Fall. That is in the evidence. That was testified to by 
l\fr. Price McKinney. I think this boy should have a chance to 
resign if he has not already resigned. I will object to the con
sideration of the resolution at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
Mr. BURSU:M. To-morrow, if he llas not resigned, I will 

vote for it. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

yield to the Senator from Alabama? 
Mr. BORAH. Does the Senator from Alabama desire to 

address the Senate or simply to ask a question? 
Mr. HEFLIN. I am going to address the Senate. I will 

wait, however. 
Mr. BORAH. If the Senator desires to address the Senate 

upon the matter which the Senator from Montana had up I 
will yield, because I should like to take up another matter 
after we have gotten away from that. 

Mr. HEFLIN. That is what I propose to speak about 
briefly. 

Mr. BORAH. Very well, Mr. President, I ''dll yield the 
floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN obtained the floor. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, a parliamentary 

inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I take it that the resolution 

which I submitted a little while ago is a resolution of the 
very highest privilege. I inquire whether the rule applicable 
to resolutions generally applies to a privileged resolution'! 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of tbe opinion 
that the rule would not apply to a privileged resolution. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I should think so. I ask the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], whose views upon 
the matter are usually sound--

Mr. LODGE. Whether this is a privilegecl resolution? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I presume there is no doubt 

about its being a privileged resolution ; but the question is-of 

cours.e, it involves that as well-is. it a privileged resolution, 
and if it is a privileged resolution, will an objecton by one 
Senator carry it over the day? 

Mr. LODGE. If it is a privileged resolution, I should sup
pose not. 

Mr. WALSH of l\fontana. I should thhlk so. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. Mr. President. I do not think there is any 

doubt but that it is a privilegeu resolution. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana 

asked unanimous consent for the consideration of the resolu
tion, and the Chair was proceeding upon .the request preferred 
by the Senator from Montana. · 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Cb air was quite right. If I 
am in order, then, Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon 
me, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution just offered by myself. 

'.rlle PRESIDING OFFICER. That the Chair holds to be a 
privileged motion. 

Mr. W ADSWOR'l'H. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from New York? The Senator from 
Alabama has the floor. 

Mr. HEFLIN. For a question. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I notice that the Senator from l\1on

tana has made a motion that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of the resolution offered by him. 

'l'he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
yielded to the Senator from Montana, as the Chair understood 
and, having yielded, the Senator from Montana made a rr.otio~ 
which the Chair deemed to be privileged. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Just so. I am not addresing myself 
to that side of it, but I am wondering if there is any objec
tion in the Senate to giving unanimous consent to have the 
unfinished business temporarily laid aside in order that this 
resolution may be acted upon. The motion of the Senator from 
Montana would displace the unfinished business. 
. Mr. W AI,SH of Montana. I shall be very glad to change it 
m that way. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside for the purpose of consid
ering the resolution tendered by me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. BURSUl\f. I object. 
l\Ir. WALSH of Montana. Then I renew my motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon agree

ing to the motion of the Senator from l\fontana. 
DEMAND TO PUNISH WITNESSES WHO REFUSE TO TESTIFY IN SENATE 

INVESTIGATION. 

l\fr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, this is a very important resolu
tion. Action ought to be taken on it now. As one Senator. I 
want to enter my protest against any dilly-dallying method that 
may he employed now or he1:eafter concerning witnesses sum
moned here to testify and who refuse to give testimony. I want 
quick and rigid action taken regarding them. They invite it. 
Let us respond in a way that will be felt and heeded. 

I am in favor of bringing Mr. Sinclair, the oil king. before 
the Senate now, in addition to what we have done in turning 
him over to the investigation of the grand jury of the District 
of Columbia. The Senate itself ought to punish him for con
tempt. I am in favor of turning him over to the Sergeant at 
Arms and imprison him until he is willing to testify. No man 
in this country, I do not care whether he is worth a million or 
a hundred million dollars, has a right when called by the Gov
ernment to testify to strut around this Capitol and ignore or 
defy the constituted authorities of the Nation. Are we going to 
have two standards of conduct in the United States-one for the 
pompous rich and another for the struggling poor? Are some 
men going to be permitted to employ learned lawyers who will 
advise them to refuse to testify and hide tbem away in a maze 
of technicalities, and thus dodge, evade, and trample upon the 
lawful processes of the United States Government? 

Mr. BURSUl\1. l\1r. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from New Mexico?' 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. BURSUM. I see that this matter is going to result in 

considerable discussion, and I do not regard it as sufficiently 
important--

Mr. HEFLIN. I can not yield to the Senator for a speech. 
I thought the Senator wanted to ask me a question. 

Mr. BURSUM. Just a minute. I want to save time. I am 
going to save some time. 

l\lr. HEFLIN. The Senator is not going to save me any time, 
because I am going to discuss this resolution now. 

l\lr. BURSUM. I desire to withdraw my objection. 
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The PRIDSIDING OFFIC1DR. The Senator from 'New Mexico 
having objected to the unanimous~eonsent request preferred by 
the Senator from Montana, and the question being privileged, 
the Senator from Montana then ·made a motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution, and that motion 
is now under discussion. The withdrawal of ·the Senator's ob
jection to the unanimous-coqsent request does not go to the ques
tion now before the Senate. 

Mr. HElFLIN. Now, I want to proceed. The Senator can 
speak later in his own time. 

Mr. BURSUM. l\ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield futther to the Senator from New Mexico? 
Mr. HEFLIN. Not now. 
Mr. BURSUM. I simply desire to ask unanimous consent that 

the matter be taken up and disposed of. 
l\Ir. HEFUIN. Not 'just now. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator declines to yield. 
1'h·. HEFLIN. The Senator is too late. Judgment time has 

come. 
Mr. BURS UM. All right; go ahead. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, there ought not to be a single 

objection in this whole Senate to a matter of this kind. No 
Senator ought to be found within the confines of this Chamber 
who will object to a proceeding of this character. Desire for 
immediate action ought to be unanilllous. We ought to be of 
pne mind when a proposition like this comes up . . 

What are we doing here in the Senate? Are we here for the 
purpose of J>'roteeting crooks and criminals in Federal office and 
aiding them in dodging and evading punishment and helping 
them to prevent the Government from obtaining pertinent and 
valuable testimony, or are we here to represent the Govern
ment and to try to preserve in all their integrity the civic insti
tutions of our country? 

Mr. President, I am astounded at some of the things I have 
witnessed here recently. On yesterday the Senator from Mis
souri [Mr. SPENCER] made a lengthy speech in a way defend
ing Sinclair's effort to evade testifying before the committee 
of which he is now a member. He had just a moment before 
voted for the resolution which in effect requested the grand 
jury of the District of Columbia and the district attorney here 
to indict Sinclair. The RECORD would show that the Senator 
from Missouri favored having the district attorney and the 
grand jury take him over, and his speech would show that he 
was not in favor of doing anything until the highest court in 
the ·country should pass on it finally. This Government is 
nearly 150 years old. CeFtainly .·it has the power to protect 
itself. Certainly Congress has the right to create a com:t and 
empower that court to call in witnesses, and· if they refuse to 
come in and testi:ey, that court can fine or put the witnesses 
in prison for contempt of court. Then can it be said that the 
creator, authorized to establish conrts and empower them to 
do these things, has not itself authority to compel witnesses to 
come and testify? Such a contention is simply ridiculous. 

If Congress can set up a body and give that body power to 
bring in a witness and compel him to testify or punish him, 
certainly the Congress itself conducting au investigation can 
compel witnesses to come and testify. 

The Senate ought to take a decisive stand on this matter. 
The Senate ought to make an example of Mr. Sinclair. Now, 
what have you done? He has set an example and a precedent; 
and here comes a Government official, Mr. Chase, the son-in-law 
of Mr. Fall, and he declines to testify, upon what ground? 
Upon the ground that it might incriminate him. What does he 
admit by that? He admits that he has done something or he 
knows something of a criminal nature, still holding office under 
this administration, and refusing -to aid the Government itself 
in ferreting out crime and punish the criminal. The Senator 
from New Mexico rises and objects to the consideration of the 
proposition when it is brought up in the Senate. He says 
Chase may resign. I repeat, have we two standards of conduct 
for people in this country? You take ·the poor wretch who 
would refuse to •testify and put him in prison, but you let the 
big fellows resign. "Is that the situation with this Govern
ment? Mr. President, the .people are entitled to know and they 
are going to know the truth about these things. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala

bama yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
l\Ir. HEFLIN. I yield. 
Mr. NORRIS. I would like to call the attention of the 

Senator from Alabama, and particularly the attention of the 
Senator from New Mexico, to the fact that even if Chase does 
resign, that is no reason why he ·should not be impeached. A 
resignation, as a matter of constitutional law, will not defeat 

an impeachment and the trial of the offender by the · Senate, 
even though he ·may hav-e resigned before the impeachment was 
·commenced. 

·Mr. rROBINSON. That is particularly .applicable where the 
I"esignation comes •after the facts upon which proceedings 
against the officer had been developed. 

Mr. NORRIS. I did not understand the remark of the 
Senator. 

Mr. ROBINSON. The suggestion is particularly forceful 
where the facts have already developed which would justify 
charges against the officer. He can not escape by resigning 
after the cha:uges have been developed. 

Mr. NORRIS. No; the House of Representatives can pro
ceed just the same if be resigns to-day as though he did not 
i·esign at all, and the action is not at all dependent upon the 
man being an officer at the time of the impeachment or the 
trial. That is clearly established. 

Mr. ROBINSON. That was decided a half century ago. 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes; that is true. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska 

and the Senator from Arkansas are absolutely correct in that. 
Why should we · permit one of these men to treat the commit
tee in this fashion, .treat the Senate in this fashion and treat 
this important arm of the Government in this fashio~ and then 
say, " I will resign, step down and out, and then I ~m beyond 
your -reach and control "? Of course, ·we should not permit 
such a thing to be done. 

These things are enough to arouse the righteous indignation 
of every man in both branches of Congress and of every offi
cial in the Federal Government. Yet a week ago Mr. McKinney 
testified that this Government official came to him and asked 
him if he would not say that he had loaned this money, 
$100,000, to l\1r. Fall, asking an American citizen to tell a lie 
to help protect a man bribed in office while in the President's 
Cabinet. A week has passed and no official of the Government 
has acted, and Chase has remained in office and he has not 
been disturbed. 

Mr. P1•esident, these things should not continue. Why does 
not the President remove Chase and men like him when things 
of this kind come out? We have a right to ask these questions. 
Some of us are fighting an important battle here. God knows 
there is much to be done, and bow we are hampered in what we 
are trying to do. We can not get unanimous consent to consider 
a proposition of this character. A man comes up and says, "I 
will not testify, because I have done something, or I know some
thing that will affect me injuriously and might cause me to be 
prosecuted." " Who are you " ? " I am holding a Federal office 
under the President." 

Then.the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. BuRSUM] says, "He 
has resigned, or he is ready .to resign." Do you want to walk 
up to him and fan him gently and say, " Will you not resign? 
If you will not testify, will you not please resign " ? And just 
Jet him say, "Well, I do not believe I will resign, because the 
way you are acting I do not think you will make me resign, and 
I believe I will just hold on to my job." And in ·effect say: 
"I have been in here a week or more since this damaging testi
mony came out, since this testilllony has developed that I have 
been instrum~ntal in defeating justice and trying to get some
body tell a falsehood in order to protect a former Go'V'ern
ment official ·in doing wrong to the hurt and injury of the Gov
ernment." 

Oh, Mr. President, it is high time that we were wakh1g up here 
in this Capital. I want to say this-and I do not intend to 
speak longer this morning-the district attorney in this city 
stated yesterday, so the newspapers say, that he is going right 
after the prosecution of l\Ir. Sinclair -vigorously. I hope he Will 

If something is not done within a week, I want Mr. Sinclair 
brought in here for immediate consideration. 'I see no reason 
why we should not bring him here. But if those in charge want 
the grand jury to have an oppo-rtunity to act, if they will act 
speedily, all well and good, but action must be had. This man 
can not come here to the Capital of the Nation and brazenly 
defy the constituted authority of the Government of the United 
States and get away with it. 

Mr. President, if that situation prevails, the time will coma 
when the crooks that now infest the Government will not only 
become moi<e impudent and arrogant, but they will -escape 
punishment for their crimes. They will laugh at the consti
tuted authorities of the country and say, " Oh, well, they can 
not make you testify unless you want to. You can just say, 'It 
might incriminate me, and therefore I decline to testify,' and 
walk out of the committee and ·still remain in office or go back to 
your •place of business." 

I can not understand the disposition and the spirit that I 
see manifested in some .people. I •Can ·not unde:rstand it at all 
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There should not be any secrets kept from tke Government 
where the wholesome, healthful life of the Nation i-s at stake. 
There should not be any confidential notes or ~eports in de
partments that vitally affect the welfare of the Nation where 
corruption and crooked conduct on the part of officials are in
volvetl. Is it right and proper to protect the unfaithful officials 
who commit these crimes to the hurt and injury of the Gov
ernment that we as guardians hav-e sworn to protect and defend? 
Whom do we represent here? If this situation continues here 
for many more weeks, I am going to ask some very pertinent 
questions. If we must wait until we can have a judicial de
chlion on Mr. Sinclair's conduct, I am in favor of bringing him 
before the Senate and having him turned over to the Sergeant 
at Arms. Let him stay in prison while the court is passing on 
the issue raised by his refusal to testify at the request of the 
Senate of the United States. 

I want to emphasize this point before I cl-0se: That we have 
reached a time in the life of this Nation when we should unmis
takably declare what are the paramount and supreme things in 
this Government, fidelity to duty, honesty, and integrity in 
public service, or corruption in office, crime in high places, and 
utter betrayal of public trust. That is tne battle that is on to
day in this Nation, as sure as you live, Mr. President, and I 
live, and God reigns. Crookedness, corruption, crime are 
gnawing at the Yery vitals of the Nation, and crooks in high 
places are going upwbippe<l of justice, and nothing is being 
done by those who have the powe1· to put the crooks and crimi
nals out. 

That is all I have to say this morning. 
l\Ir. DILL. :Mr. President, I can not agree with the Senator 

from Alabama in the suggestion he makes regarding what 
Rhould be done with Mr. Sinclair. I believe that we have taken 
the only course which we can legally take in the ·fa.ee of Mr. 
Sinclair's refusal to testify, for the reason that Congress many 
years ago provided by statute the method whereby a witness 
should be punished when he refused to answer questions of a 
committee of the House or Senate. When the Congress has 
specifically provided by staiute that a certain proeeflure shall 
be followed, tl1en I believe it bas lost it's right to proceed by 
another method, and for that reason I think we have taken the 
only course which can properly be taken in dealing with Mr. 
Sinclair. 

I want to suggest why I think Mr. Sinclair refused to testify. 
A-s I said a few days ago, the agitation in this country for stop
ping \hese investigations began when we got too close to some 
of the big men and some of the big deals. If Mr. Sinclair had 
submitted himself to answer questions and brought in the books 
of the Hyva Corl)-Oration, which was his personal corporation, 
we would ha~e found out what happened to a11 the 500,000 
shares of Sinclair stock which he took over and delivered to 
that organization, and that would have produced some rve:ry 
damaging evidence, probably, as to who was benefited by this 
lease in addition to :Mr. Sinclair and those immediately aS"So
cia.ted with him. 

I think it is pert1nent at this time to call attention to some 
of the facts which have developed in the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys since the efforts to stop this investigation 
were started. Since that agitation was started we have shown 
that the story that was concocted by Mr. Fall to deceive tne 
committee as to where he got the $100,0QO was concocted in 
Atlantic City by Mr. McLean and Mr. Fall. :Mr. McLean tes
tified that he went there at the request of ~1r. Fall and that tne 
"Story was th~m and there agi.·eed upon '.for the purpose of telling 
it to the committee. 

We have developed the fact, further, ihat 1\fr. Price McKinney, 
of Cleveland, had been asked to tell the same story before :Mr. 
McLean was askecl. 

We have developed the further fact that an officel" of -the 
Government, Mr. Chase, collector of customs in EJI Paso, has 
attempted to suborn perjury by g-0ing to Mr. Price McKinney In 
compliance with the request of Mr. Fall. 

We .bave developed further that :Mr. Sinclair, the man who 
secured one of these leases, contributed at least $75,000 to pay 
up the campaign deficit of the party whose officials gave him 
the lease. Only yesteTc1ay we had presented before the com
mittee what I think is one of the most effective analyses of 
these l~ases that has yet been made. l\1r. W. W. Tarbell, an 
oil man, analyzed these leases and made clear their weaknesses 
in such a complete manner that I want to present just a small 
part of his testimony to show some of the weak points he 
brought out. 

He said, first, that this Teapot Dome lease w-as not gr.anted 
with open bidding; that it was under cover, without the -pay
ment of a bonus; and he called attention to the fact that even 
wildcat leases, made for farm lands whe1·e there is no oil 

known of .at -all, pay a bonus of at l-east $1 an acre, and that it 
runs from that up to as high as $10,000 .an acre sometimes. 

He said, in the second plaee, that this lease carries an at
tractive but deceptive royalty. He developed the fact that 
under this lease it is to the advantage of those holding it to 
keep down the production of these wells in orde.r to keep down 
the royalty. Then he showed how, with al.moHt mechanil'.al 
regularity, the production of the wells ·has been kept down. 

He called attention, in the third plaee, to tbe exclusive con
eession for pipe-line transportation of these royalty oils, so that 
there is no bidding on the earrying of the oil. 

Fourth, he showed that it put into the hands of Mr. Sinclah· 
a noncompetitive sale or exchange privilei,,ae of the oil to tbe 
vaiue of the royalty for :supplying the .Navy. 

l\fost of all, he showed that the securing of the leases on the 
Teapot Dome gave to the Standard of Indiana, and its asso
ciated oTganizations that ii,vere developed since, the power to 
control the priee of crude oil in the country in their respeetive 
districts, and that its greatest value was that connecting linl< 
that gave the oil monopoly a chance to control the prke of 
crude oil. He showed that since the lease was completed, or 
shortly afterwards, they were able to lower the· price of crude 
oU 70 per cent while they lowel'ed the priee of gasoline only 22 
J>er cent. 

It seems to me that any one of these matters almost would 
justify our having gone ahead with the investigation. It is 
true that sometimes •we have in:vestigated rumors. lt is true 
that some of the testimony is 'not pertinent anc1 is not im
portant. But when we consider the 1fa.ct that we have had no 
assistance from that branch of the Government that ought to 
assist, namely, the Attorney General's Department; when we 
consider the fact that we have had no trained investigators in 
connection with the committee, the remarkable thing is that 
there has not been m-0re ineonseqnential testimony than we 
have had. Ily the tedious and persistent processes carried on 
particularly by the Senator from ~fontana we have gradually 
but surely unearthed this great eonspiracy. 'I believe if we 
continue we may be able to g.et all the facts that can humanly 
be gotten by the methods we are now using. 

I think JHr. Sinclair's attitude in this case is the most <·on
temptible tbat has been shown in many years. Refusing to 
give any testimony to the eommittee, he then gave interviews ·to 
the newspapers and said he was willing to tell the people these 
facts but would not 'tell the committee. I 'believe that be will 
be found guilty, and I hope that he will be put In the common 
jail and kept there for the maximum period provided by law, 
and thus the people of the country may know that the big 
millionaire, who has already gotten forty or fifty million dol
lars out of the one.fourth interest he transferred to the Hyva 
Corporation, must suffer the penalty that would come to any 
common, ordinary citizen who should commit a 'Illuch smaller 
offense. 

Mr. NORRIS. 'l\Ir. President, 1 did not intend to say any
thing on this question, but~ do 'Ilot want my silen<!e i:o be mis
understood on the question that has been tl.lscussed by the Sen
·ator from Wm~1iington ['Mr. DILL] and also by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN]. I intend in this matter to follow the 
1ead of the Committee on 'Public iLands and · Survey.s, particu
larly the Senat-0r from Montana f:M:r. ~ALSH]. 1I think when 
a person empleys an attorney be ought to follow his advice, 
even though he does not always agree that just the proper 
method has been taken. If the eommittee or the Senator from 
Montana does not want to proceed any further with Mr. Sin
clair than has been done, I 'Sba11 accept that <lecision, because 
the burden is going to be on the committee and has been on 
the committee in the investigation, and I -want them, as long 
as they are acting fairly and judkiously, as they have been, 
in my judgment, in the past, to have their leadership unques
tioned. 

But, 'Mr. President, I do not agree with 1:he Senator from 
Washington .[Mr. DrLL], much as 1 admire him, in the proposi
tion tbat when we certify to the prosecuting attorney the fail
ure of Mr. Sinclair to answer questions asked him. by the eom
mittee our duty is complete or that we have by that action 
made it impossible for us to bring him before the Senate :md 
turn him over to the Sergeant at Arms to be held in jail until 
he does answer the questions. I think we can, and I think we 
ought to, follow both methods. The statute which was read 
here Saturday provides that when a witness appearing before 
a committee of the Senate refuses to answer he has thereby 
committed a crime, and when that is certified to the pro8e
cuting attorney it shall be the duty o'f the prosecuting attorney 
to take it before the grand jury with the view of getting an 
indictment, and after that a trial and then a conviction and 
then punishment. nut that crime was completed, absolutely, 
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completed, in every sense when he 'refused to testify. He 
would not clear himself from that crime except as a matter of 
punishment which might be taken into consideration, but he 
would not clear himself of the crime if the next day he- came 
back and offered to answer the questions. 

I want to call attention to the fact that in my judgment 
when he refused the commission of the crime was complete. Of 
course, it must be a question that the committee had a right 
to ask. That would be determined in due time in court pro
cedure. But then we have not succeeded in getting the testi
mony. He has still frustrated the will of the committee and 
of the Senate in making the investigation. We have first the 
i·ight to declare him in contempt and turn him over to the 
custody of the Sergeant at Arms to be confined in jail until 
he answers the question. That is not a criminal procedure. 
·That is something of which he can relie>e himself in a minute 
by answering the questions. When be does signify a willing
ness to answer the questions, or answers them here in the 
Senate, he has relieved himself of that contempt procedure 
absolutely. 

There is then nothing left of that, but he has not relieved 
himself of the crime which he committed, which is made a 
crime by statute and for which he can be punished. It seems 
to me it is in the nature of a replevin suit where a man, for 
instance, has stolen a horse. The crime of stealing the horse 
~s complete just as soon as he feloniously takes it. He can 
bring it back to the owner the next day and say he is sorry for 
stealing it, but he has not purged himself of the crime. The 
court, it is true, in administering sentence in that kind of a 
case, would be lenient, but the crime in all its qualities still 
exists. After the horse is stolen the owner can proceed to 
repleYin the horse. That is a civil suit. The man can encl 
the civil suit in a moment by turning the horse over to the 
owner and saying " I quit on this replevin suit," but it does 
not affect the criminal suit in any degree. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARAWAY in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Nebraska yield to the Senator from 
Washington? 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield. 
l\fr. DILL. Does the Senator know of any· instance, in 

eitlier the House or the Senate, where they have proceeded by 
that method since the enactment of the statute of 1857? 

l\fr. NORRIS. No; I do not. I will say to the Senator that 
in my judgment we could proceed in that way if we had no 
statute. 

l\1r. DILL. I agree with the Senator that we could do so 
if there were no statute. 

Mr. NORRIS. I understood the Senator to infer by his 
question that there was no statute authorizing the procedure 
I have advocated. 

Mr. DILL. -I agree with the Senator if there were no 
statute, but my contention is that when the House and Senate 
and President have made a statute they have thereby settled 
the procedure as to that particular action. 

l\fr. NORRIS. No; they have settled the procedure as far 
as the commission of the crime is concerned. Here are two 
things. First is a crime made out by statute. It would not 
be a crime if it were not for the statute. The other is a pro
ceeding to get the evidence entirely independent of the crime. 
~hat is inherent in the Senate. Unless it is, then we can not 
compel anybody to answer any question on earth. It is in
herent in a court. We can compel a man to testify or go to 
jail and stay confined in jail until he is willing to testify. 

That is the procedure to get evidence. That is not a pro
cedure to punish for crime. The other thing is a crime, a stat
utory crime, completed the moment he refuses to testify. This 
is a civil procedure, the object of which is to compel him to 
testify to get evidence. It goes with every investigating body. 
Every organization, judge, court, committee, or legislative 
assembly that has any authority to investigate must have 
authority to compel witnesses to answer questions; otherwise 
such an investigation would be a farce. The procedure which, 
it seems to me, we ought to follow is to get that evidence, and 
that would bring results quicker than the other metho<l. I 
favor the other. 

I am not opposing the sending of the matter under the reso
lution to the district attorney. I voted for it. I think that is 
all right. Let them go on. But if . we l>rought Mr. Sinclair 
before the bar of the Senate and he refused to answer, and we 
ordered that he should be confined in jail until he did answer, 
he would commence habeas corpus proceedings the same day, 
and we would immediately have determined whether or not 
the Senate has any authority to investigate or to ask questions 

of witnes~es, •and if so. 'vhether thP fJUt>stiom; "·<'re prnperlr 
propounded and were within the .inri~tli<·lion of tlw {'ommittee 
under the resolution tllat gaye them authority to rnnke tlie 
investigation. · 

I only wnnted to say this mud1. .·o tlint in the fnlnl'e it 
would not be ~aid that by my -.ilenee I haYe indi<'ntecJ that I 
thought we could not have both remedies. I am goiug to fol
low whichever course the Senator from ::'llontann f Mr. ,V,\ LRRl 

wants to take. If he thinks it better to take onl:r oue instead 
of two, I am going to submit my judgment Lo ltis. · 

The PH8SID1NG Oli'Fl<.'EH. 'l'lle qnestiou i8 ou I lie mo
tion of tile Senator from l\Iontaua [Mr. WAVHi I. that the 8P11-
ate proceed to tlJe consi(leration of the re~olutiou t l-1. H.t s. 19G). 

Tlle motion wus agreed to, an<l the S€•nn te proceeded to con
sider the resolution. 

The PRT£RIDING 01·'~.,IC'ER Tlle que:'<.tion i:-: uow npon 
agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think \Ye on~ht to have tile y<->as auu na.rn. 
Mr. HEFLIN. I think so, too. 
Mr. NORRIS. I call for the .n•ns a nd nnyK 
Tl1e yeas and nnys were onkrt'd. :tnd tile rending <'lerk pro

ceeded to call the rQll. 
~fr. ~MI'l'H (when hi::: nnme wn:s calf('(l). 1 ban• n ge11(•ral 

pall' w1tl1 the Senator from South Dakota [:\lr. HTERI.IXG]. J 
transfer that pair to the 8enator from l\1is:-;isr-ippi [~Cr. Il~\.Hl:t· 
SON] aud ,-ot.e "yea." 

The roll call waR conclut1Nl. 
l\lr. NORRIS. I have beeu n'qUP~teil to announce that thf' 

senior . Senator from l\lfn11esota Pfr. ~HI PS'l'Jo: ,\o] is detaine•l 
from the Senate on account of illne:::is. If lie were present, lie 
would vote " yea." 

Mr. OVERMAN. I hiwe a g-e11eml pair with the SE.'nator from 
Maine [Mr. FERNAr,n]. I tmtler-<tnnd. llowe,·er·, tliat if J1e were 
present, he would Yote as I intend to vote. I therefore Yoll•. 
I vote " :vea." 

Mr. DIAL. T ham a gene1·;:tl pnir with 111c Renator from 
Colorado [l\1r. PHIPPS], which I transfer -to tlie Seualor from 
l\font1ma [Mr. 'VHEELEn] and vote "~·ea." 

Mr. FLI~TOHEH. I desire to annomwe that my collt•ag·ue. 
the junior Senator from Flo1·i<'la fl\fr. TnAJ\DH:LL l. is rn1<1Yoi1l
ably absent. He has n genera I 11air with tl1e ~<'nntor f1·0111 
Rho<le Island [l\Ir. Covr]. If present, rn~- ~ollcague would vote 
"yen." 

~Ir. CURTIS. I wish to announce the fullo\\"ing general 
pairs: 

The Senator from Rhode falaud f :\fr. C'o1.T] witll tliC' ~enator 
from ll'lorida f l\1r. TR.\ )nrnn,] ; 

The Senator from Illinois -[~Ir . .'.\f{'('oR'.\t lCK] with the ~enn
tor from Oklahoma [l\Ir. OwE:-.-1 : and 

The junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. E'1::-1~r J witl1 th._~ 
senior Senator from Kentucky f l\fr. ~T.\NU:Y]. 

I am not advised ns to how the.-.e S('nators would YOt<' on th'::' 
pending matter if they were presE>llt. 

I desire also to annomwe the abfle11ce of thf' 8enator from 
South Dakota [Mi·. NORBECK]. If he wel'e prf'sent, lie wonlrl 
vote" yea." 

Mr. GERRY. I wish to announce that the Senator from :vris
sissippi [Mr. HARnrnoN] ls neces:"arlly abse11t. He is pairetl on 
this vote with the Senator from 8outll Dakota [Mr. ~TEltl.INul . 
If present, tlle Senator from Missisflippi would Yote "ye<L" 

I also wi::;h to announce that the Senator from Missouri fl\ll'. 
REJJ:D], the Senator from Teunessee [Mr. SHU.:WH], the Neuator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH], t11e Senn tor from KentnC'ky 
[Mr. STANLEY], and the Senator from Oklahoma fl\fr. Ow~:NI 
are all necessarily absent. If present, they would all Yote " yea ... 

1\Ir. 'V ALSH of Montana. I wish to anuouuce llrnt my col
league [Mr. 'VHF.EI.ER] is detained from the Senate on 11econnt 
of illness. If present, he would ,-ote "yea." 

'I'he result was announced-yeas 71, na~rs 0, as follow::;: 

Adams 
Ashurst 
Rall 
Bayard 
Hor ah 
Brandegec 
Brookhart 
Rroussnrd 
Bruce 
Cumerou 
Capper 
('araway 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dale 
Dial 
Dill 

YEAS-71. 

Edge 
Edwards 
Ferris 
Fl'SR 
Fletcher 
Fraziee 
George 
Gerry 
Glarss 
Gooding 
Hale 
Harreld 
Horris 
Ileflin 
Howell 
.ToneH, N. ~frx. 
.fones. Wash. 
Kendrick 

Keyes 
King 
Ladd 
Lodge 
:UcKHllar 
:.\IcKiuJ()y 
:.\kLc1rn 
:\fr Nary 
;\fa~·1fold 
Mo Hes 
Neely 
Norri>< 
Oddle 
Overman 
P0pprr 
Plttnrnn 
Ilu.lsion 
Riln .::idPll 

Recd. Pa. 
Rouinson 
Sh0ppanl 
~hnt·tl'irlg 
~illllllOU,.. 
~mi th 
Rrnnot 
l-'p<'nter 
Stanfield 
Stepbenll 
Hwnnsou 
Umlcrwoorl 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, l\Iont. 
Watson 
WelleL· 
Will ls 
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Burs um Harrison Owen 
Colt JohnSQn, Calif. Phipps 
Cummins Johnson, Minn. Reed, Mo, 
Elkins La Follette Shields 
Ernst Lenroot Sbipstead 
Fernald McCormick Stanley 

Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Wanen 
Wheeler 

Mr. SMITH. I think one of the reasons why the market 
has declined is because, by virtue of these excess amounts 
added to the supply, they have been led to believe that there 
wil'f be enough cotton to run the spindles until the new crop 
co~es in; and then they will begin, or they have already 
begun, speculating as to the size of the incoming crop. I Greene Norbeck Sterling 

So the resolution submitted by l\ir. WALSH 
agreed to. 

of Montana was think those two elements have entered in largely, and I think 
there is another element, perhaps. This is · a mere matter of 

AMENDMENTS TG THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I move that the Senate resume the 
consideration of the unfinished business, which was tempo
rarily laid aside when it was under consideration last evening. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LODGE in the chair). The 
Senator from Connecticut moves that the unfinished business, 
which was temporarily laid aside on yesterday, be nqw taken up.' 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the 'Vhole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution 
( S. J. Res. 4) proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 
the 'Gnited States relative to the adoption of amendments 
thereto. 

Mr. SMITH and Mr. SMOOT addressed the Ohair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ohair recognizes the Sen

ator from South Carolina. 
STATISTICS OF COTTON. 

opinion on my part, but I think there are certain influences 
that are determined to destroy the possibility of cooperative 
marketing. Our cooperative organizations in the South have 
on hand a certain amount of cotton. Not being able to name 
the price, by virtue of. not having control of a sufficient per 
cent of the cotton to fix ·the price themselves, they must be 
dependent upon the price current, and can only hope to affect 
the market by holding from the market for a reasonable time 
this cotton that may be needed; and now that practically the 
amount of cotton still on hand is held by these cooperative 
marketing associations, if the price can be forced down now 
so that the members of th~ cooperative associations will have 
t-0 take less than those who are not members, the result neces
sarily will be disaster upon the morale of the cooperative mar
keting associations-. 

I believe that is one feature of this deellne; but the fact 
remains that neither the wheat growers nor the cotton growers 
may hope for any better condition than that that has been 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, attention was called by me some occurring and reoecurring from the time these markets have 
days ago to an overestimate of 579,000 bales in the report of the been established until they have organized themselves- su:ffi
Oensus Bureau as to the amount of available cotton for spin- ciently strong to manage and market and finance their own 
ning purposes for the year 1923-24. That discrepancy has been output. I think this Government ought to devote itself and 
brought about by .the action of the Census Bureau. This is a I its energies to aiding the agricultural interests of this country 
matter which I think will interest every Senator here, because so to finance and distribute their produce as to compete with 
it shows a condition in one of our bureaus which has worked the organizations and trusts that control the price of tl1e 
tremendous disaster to the producers of one crop and calling things the farmer has to buy. 
attention to the matter may lead to a correction, I hope, in the Mr. SHOR'l'RIDGE. Ur. President, may I ask the Senator 
other departments, if like abuses- shall be there discovered. a question? · 

There was an overestimate of 579,000 bales in the census The PRESIDING OFFI'CER (1\ir. ASHURST in the chair). 
report in the amount of cotton fol'. distribution. F'rom the Does the Senat<>r from South Carolina yield to the Senato:t 
figures aseertained from the consuming establishments, over from California.? 
and against the :figures obtained from the ginners, from im- l\fr. SMI'l'H. I yield. 
ports, and what was known a'S the "city crop," was sub· Mr. SHORTRIDGE. I have listened heretofore with -great 
tracted domestic consumption, exports, and destruction by profit to the remarks of the Senator touching this particular 
fire, then the ac.eurate enumerated checkable figures as fo sup- product. I have understood the Senator to express the opinion 
ply were added, and from those were subtracted the checkable that the price of American cotton has been fixed by foreign 
figures as to exports, consumption, burning. The consuming manipulation ; that for some reason we seem to be unable to 
establishments and warehouses were then asked what stock fix the price of this great American product. How can the 
of cotton they had on hand. The reply was that the amount Government meet that difficulty, assuming the fact to be as 
was 579,000 bales in excess of what the bureau found by sub- indicated? 
tracting their known figmes of distribution from their known Mr. SMITH. I do not think the Government - can :fi:x the 
figures of supply. priee. I do n-0t think the Government ought to fix the price. 

We called a meeting of Senators representing the cotton- I think the Government should aid and eneourage the pro
growing States and protested against the Census Bureau put- ducer so to 01·ganize himself that ultimately he can control 
ting in an item under the heading " to balance distribution " of - Ws price within the same bounds that other organizations con-
579,000 bales. trol thei11.• price. I think it ought to lend every aid that it can, 

After numerous meetings with the chief statistician and with and even strain a point so to finance the farmer's product 
Mr. Steuart, the chief of the buueau, we found it impossible to and· so t;o. aid him in his organizing effort as ultimately to · 
reach .any agreement. }finally Mr. Hoover came before us and bring him to a point where, through cooperation and the 
suggested that in place of a Senate investigation. of the whole . pooling of his product-be it wheat, be it cattle, or be it 
matter, if he were allowed to do so with our concurrence, he cotton-be can at least hav.e a say-so in the price of the 
would appoint a committee of :five expert statisticians to con- article that he gives t-0 the world. 
sider the matter in all of its phases and bring in a report. That Mr. SHOR'l'RIDGEJ. I do not mean to interrupt the Sena.
committee was composed of statisticians of national reputa- tor; but, in the Senator's opinion, would it be necessary to 
tion, one of them at least being connected with the department modify the Sherman law,;,_.to liberalize, if you will, the pro
of economics in one of our leadin3 universities-Cornell Uni- visions of the Sherman so-called antitrust law-to achieve 
versity. They we.nt over the situation and as a result they the object in view? 
reported that they deducted 355,860 bales from the supply as l\1r. Sl\IITH. We have already done that. We now have 
being beyond the possibility of accounting for a.t all, but they laws exempting these farm organizatkm~ from the operation 
leave in the body of their report a doubt as to the a<:curacy of of the Sherman :mtitrust law, and I think that was a very 
the remaining amount making up the 579,000 bales. worthy act on the part of Congress, recognizing the fact 

Mr. President, I am very much gratified at the result of the that these cooperative organizations were for the purpose 
investigation uy this committee. They doubtless would have of protecting their members against the encroachmentS' of 
found, had they had the technical knowledge of the method Gf other organizations who were operating in violation of the 
ascertaining these statistics, a larger amount, but they have spirit, at least, if not of the text, of the S1ierman antitrust 
done remarkably well and their statement is very clear. The law. 
fact remains, however, that on account of more than a half l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. Then in its final analysis it is up to 
million bales being arbitrarily lugged into this account since the people to organize, and in that way seek to control? 
August, 1923, up to date, the cotton market has suffered a de- Mr. Sl\UTH. Yes; and I think it is np to- us to recognize 
cline that has meant millions of dollars to the producers. the fa.ct that the financing of agriculture does not fall in the 

This is but one item. I want the committee of southern same class as providing banking facilities for commerce. They 
Senators to join me and ascertain to what extent the report are not in the same class. 
from the Commerce Department is accm.·ate as to the world Let me use an illustrati-On. Suppose a.ny woolen manufac
supply of cotton. There is a question with reference to that turer or any cotton manufacturer took ninl! months to so 
involving in the neighborhood of 2,000,000 bales. manipulate his raw material and adjust hils ma.chine1·y that 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. Pl'esident, to what does the Senator when it was so manipu!ated and adjusted he would be f01·ced 
attribute the decline in the market to-day? within. 30 days to tura out a 12 months' supply o~ w9<>len or 
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cotton goods-9 months or 10 months taken in the processes 
of deYeloping, and 30 to 60 days taken in turning. out the 
completed product-whereas now he has a commercial asset 
exery day to meet the commercial liabilities incurred in i~s 
production. In other words, he produces a part of his year s 
crop eyery day. The farmer only produces it once in 12 
months. "The statement bas been made, here on the floor of 
the Senate and elsewhere, that it takes 12 months for the 
farmer to have a turnover in his business. It takes 24 
months--12 months to produce, a.nd the subsequent 12 months 
to distribute. We ought to haYe some banking arrangement by 
which, within legitimate, conservative bounds, his business 
could be financed for his benefit as the 30, 60, and 90 day 
paper now meets the needs of comuiercial paper. We ought to 
address ourselves to that, because in the last analysis the 
farmer's independence is going to depend upon his control of 
the t lling that he produces in the market place. 

It is monstrous for us in America to wait every morning 
fo1· LiYerpool to determine the price of a great American 
mouovoly; to have every buyer and every millman in Amer~ca 
wait for the cablegram to bring a statement of what a foreign 
country, dependent upon American cotton, is willing to give to 
America in return for her incomparable gift io the world
wha t she will give us for the result of our labor and our work. 

l\lr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING Oif'FICEil. Does the Senator from South 

Carolina further yield to the Senator from California? 
1\fr. SMITH. I yield. 
1\lr. SHORTRIDGE. The Senator will bear in mind that I 

am not questioning him fo1· any other purpose than to show 
tllat I am deeply interested in this subject, because we are 
raitliug a great deal of cotton in California and increasing the 
acreage every year. Hence I am Yery deeply interested in the 
remarks of the Senator. 

1\lr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rose to call attention to the 
report of this unprejudiced and unbiased committee. As I 
said, they have reported that there are, in round numbers, 
400,000 bales as to which no legitimate reason or account can 
be gi yen for their having been inserted in the published state
ment as to the amount of cotton to be available for the world's 
use .. 

l\1r. President, in conclusion I want to make one statement. 
I have been more or less impressed that our great market 
places, properly controlled, have been a great factor in creating 
a broad market for the different products of the country. I 
still believe that. I believe that there should be a place where 
buyer and seller may reflect their different desires ; but I am 
opposed to the prostitution of that market place for gambling 
purposes. I do not want to destroy a market place. I want 
to drive out of it those who would prostitute the market place; 
and I am persuaded that the unlimited short selling of either 
wheat or cotton is absolutely unwarranted in morals, and 
should · not be allowed under the law. The idea of a man ha v
ing the power to go on the market and sell any amount of a 
giYen commodity when he does not own a pound of the com
modity itself, and never intends to own it, but simply intends 
to reap a reward, if any there be, in the way of the difference 
between the price at which be sells it and the price at which 
he ultimately se~tles is monstrous. I think we should enact 
legislation forbidding men with tremendous capital at their dis
posal going upon the market places for grain and for wool and 
for cotton and selling, without let or hindrance, any amount 
that they see fit, with its inevitable effect upon the market; 
and I think that if no other Senator does it I shall introduce 
an amendment to the present cotton futures act looking toward 
some restraint on this unlimited onslaught on the market by 
those who do not intend to handle a pound of the article, but 
simply to manipulate the market at their own will. 

l\Ir. HARRIS. Mr. President, I desire to say that I served 
on the committee with the Senator from South Carolina, and 
I want to concur in all that he says. He failed, however, to 
gire the name of the committee that has done such splendid 
work, and I want:to know if he will not put that in. 

Mr. SMITH. I ask the privilege of inserting this report in 
the RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro
lina asks unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD a certain 
statement. Is there objection? There beJng none, the state
ment will be inserted in the REconn. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
The result of the efforts of the investigation of Mr. Hoover's cotton 

committee is to make several important changes in the figures of the 
report in dispute, namely, that of August 18, 1923. The leading item 
of contention was 579,504 bales which appeared in that report under 
the head of " To balance distribution.'~ In the revised i·eport o! the 

committee this item shows as 355,868 bales, with the following ex
planation: 

" It is impossible to determine just bow much of this ma~ be 
due to further duplication in mill and warehouse stocks or to the 
understatement of stocks and carry over at the beginning of the 
year. The committee recommends that in future statements of 
the Census Bureau no attempts be made to balance the figures of 
supply and distribution. The Census Bureau should issue figures 
which are the result of enumerations, avoiding estimates." 

WASHINGTON, D. c., Maroh 25, 19~. 
Hon. HERBERT HOOVER, 

Secretm·v of Oommerce, Washington, D. O. _ 
Sra: In calling into existence the committee which signs this report 

you outlined its purposes, as follows : 
"A contention has arisen over the methods of the Census Bu

reau in cotton statistics and also over the accuracy of a e-0tton 
statement issued last August. There is also a question as to 
whether the bureau has sufficient authority to secure adequate 
information on the subject. With a view to having independent 
adYice on the entire matter I have arranged with the Senators 
from the cotton States that a committee should be appointed of 
leading statisticians on commerce to examine into the whole 
matter." 

The work of the committee therefore falls under these lleads : 
(1) To study "the methods of the Census Bureau in cotton sta· 

tistics." 
(2) To determine "the accuracy of a cotton statement issued last 

August." The figures of this report are as follows : 
SUPPLY, 

Bales. 
Aggregate------------------------------------------- 13,610,218 
Stocks Aug. 1, _1922, totaL ________________ _. __________ _ 

In consummg establishments, totaL ______ 1, 218, 388 
In cotton-growing States__ 531, 312 
In all other States_______ 687, 076 

In public storage and at compresses, totaL 1, 488, 165 
In cotton-growing States __ 1, 123, 101 
In all other States_______ 365, 064 

EHsewhere (estimated)------------------ 125, 000 
Ginnings--------------------------------------------Imported Aug. 1 to July 31, 1923 _____________________ _ 
To balance distribution -------------------------------

DISTRIBUTION. 

2,831,553 

9,729,306 
469,954 
579,504 

Aggregate------------------------------------------- 13,610,218 

Consumed Aug. 1, 1922. to July 31, 1923, totaL ________ _ 
In cotton-growing Stutes---------------- 4, 248, 525 
In all other States--------------------- 2, 416, 185 Exported Aug. 1, 1922, to July 31, 1923 _______________ _ 

Burned----------------------------------------------
Stocks July 31, 1923, totaL--------------------------~ 

In consuming establishments, totaL ______ 1, 089, 230 
In cottou-growing States ___ 532, 203 
In all other States_________ 557, 027 

In public storage and at compresses, totaL 938, 689 
In cotton-growing States ____ 752, 888 
In all other States _________ 185, 8{)1 

Elsewhere (estimated)------------------ 60, 000 

6,664,710 

4, 822, 589 
35,000 

2,087,919 

(3) To determine "whether the bureau has sufficient authority to 
secure adequate information on the subject." 

( 4) To make recommendations for improving the methods of col· 
lecting and presenting cotton statistics by the Bureau of the Census. 

Your committee has given consideration to these matters in the 
order thus indicated. 

I. METHOD. 
The Bureau of the Census under authority of an act of Congress 

approved July 22, 1912, obtains from ginners, manufacturers, and 
warehousemen information on th{) supply and distribution of cotton. 
It also obtains through the Bureau of Foreign and Domestic Com· 
merce records of imports and exports. From these sources the state· 
ment of the supply and distribution is prepared. The various items 
under the heading of " Supply " are obtained in part through tho 
agency of employees of the bureau and statements by the ginners 
aud warehousemen. On the other hand, the figures under " Dia· 
trlbution " are obtained through correspondence without the au· 
thority either to verify statistics furnished to employees of the bureau 
or to make actual counts of the cotton in storage places. As a result, 
the opportunities for duplication and other errors in the statistics of 
distribution are greater than in the statistics of supply. 

It bas been the custom of the Bureau of the Census at the close of 
each cotton year to present in a single statement the figures of supply 
and of distribution. In view of the different methods employed in 
obtaining the two sets of figures it is not at all surprising that there 
should be marked discrepancies between them. Each year a differ
ence has appeared and on a few occasions it has been significant. In 
these discrepancies we have found no evidence of any willful mis
statement of figures by any of the informants or by the employees 
of the bureau. l t has been the custom of ·the Bureau of the Census 
in making its annual statement to attempt, unfortunately, as we think, 
to balance the figures for supply and those for distribution by adding 
the requisite number of bal~ to th~ supply. 'l'he committee has 
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· found no instructions to this effect in any act of Congress and doubts 
the wisdom of continuing the practice. It is in this way that the 
disputed figure, 579,405 bales, in the report of August 18, 1923, had 
its origin. 

II. ACCURACY, 

Representatives of the committee have made as exhaustive a study 
of the data at the bureau and in the field as ~he time available would 
permit and have sought to verity these data through conferences with 
r epresentative cotton statisticians, holders of cotton stocks, manufac
turers, and warehousemen. From these investigations it is impossible 
for the committee to state to what extent duplications entered into 
the r eport of last August, but after analyzing it the committee has 
agreed upon the following corrections which later it has entered in 
this report. 

(1 ) Cotton taken from the original bales as samples by buyers; 
cotton picked from bales damaged by weather or fire; and cotton from 
press sweepings, grouped together in the trade as " city crops," are 
estimated by the committee as at least 125,000 bales. While this 
would not increase the number of pounds it does increase the number 
of bales, and should therefore appear on that side of the statement. 

(2) According to the· annual report of the New Orleans Cotton Ex
change, supported by other data, Mexican cotton to the amount of 
approximately 45,000 bales entered the country without appearing as 
imports. These bales should also be added to the supply. 

(3) According to a statement from the Bureau of Foreign and Do
mestic Commerce, supported by other data, American cotton to the 
amount of 33,708 bales exported during the year was brought back 
into the country. This was reported in the exports but not in the 
imports, and should therefore be deducted from the figures of dis
tribution. 

( 4) The report of the census was not supposed to include statistics 
of linter cotton ; that ·is, the short ftbeT secured from reginning cotton
seed. Evidence has been discovered, however, that 15,000 bales of 
such llnters which bad been bleached were exported as lint cotton. 
'.l'hese 15,000 bales should likewise be deducted from the figures of 
distribution. 

(5) Investigation of certain stora_ges showed duplications of mill 
and warehouse stocks to a degree which, if applied to other storages, 
would amount to not less than 25.000 bales. These should be de
ducted from the figures of distribution. 

(6) Foreign cotton to the amount of 20,171 bales which had ap
peared in the figures of imports was reexported without appearing 
in the figures of exports. This cotton should be subtracted from the 
supply. 

1.'bere is one other item of adjustment of which the committee was 
cognizant, namely, the ginnings in southern Texas prior to August 1, 
1922 and 1923, but for various reas-0ns thought it best not to in
clude it. The committee bas been convinced that the gi.s.nings up 
to August 1, 1923, were in excess of those to the corresponding date 
in 1922, but because of the lack of data for 1922 it is impossible to 
definitely determine this adjustment. For this reason the committee 
has preferred not to deal with this feature, especially as Congress 
has provided for an additional report of ginnings in the future prior 
to August 1, thus enabling the treatment of a statistical composite 
year in the future that will include ginnings for the 12-mouth period 
ending with July 31. 

'.l'he effect of these additions to and subtractions from supply and 
subtractions from distribution is shown in the following revision of 
the fig\lres of August, 1923 : 
Revised statement of supply and distribution of cotton, exclttsil'e of 

lintcrs, in the United States for the 12 months ending Jitly 31, 
1923. 

SUPPLY. 

Stocks, Aug. 1, 1922, totaL-------------------------
Ginnings, crop of 1922-------------------------------
City crop, rebaled samples, pickings, press sweepings, etc. 

(estimated) ------ ---------------------------------Mexican cotton, not included in imports _______ ________ _ 
Imports, Aug. 1, 1922, to July 31, 1921L---------------

Bales. 
2,831,553 
9,729,306 

125.000 
45,000 

469. 95-1 

Total----------------------------------------- 13, 200, 813 
LESS. 

Iteexports of foreign cotton---------------------------- 20, 171 
-----

Aggregate supply ------------------------------ 13, 180. 642 

DISTRIBUTION. 
Consumption, Aug. 1, 1922, to July 31, 1923 __________ _ 
Exported-------------- - ----------- ----------------
Burned------ ------ - - - ------------------------------Stocks at end of year, totaL _________________________ _ 

6, 664, 710 
4, 822, GSf.I 

Ro, 000 
2, 087, 919 

Total----------------------------------------- 13, 610, 218 
LESS. 

Reimports of domestic ~otton _______ _____ _____ 33, 708 
Correction for bleached !inters exported ___ ______ 15, 000 
Duplication in reports of mills and warehouses ___ !.!5, 000 

Total reduction_____ _______________________ ____ 73, 708 

~"tal distribution less reduction----------------- 13, 536, 510 
Excess ot reported distribution over reported supply______ 855, 868 

The foregoing revised statement shows that the committee has been 
able to make material corrections in the August figures, but that a 
difference of 355,868 bales, about three-fifths of the original difference 
of 579,504 bales, remains unexplained. It is impossible te determine 
just how much of this may be due to the underestimate of stocks 
and carry over at the beginning of the year or to further duplication 
in mm and warehouse stocks. The important point is not to bring 
this discrepancy between the figures of supply and distribution into 
relief. The committee, therefore, recommends tbat in future state
ments of the Census Bureau no attempts be made to balance the 
figures of supply and distribution. The Census Bureau should issue 
figures which are the result of enumerations, avoiding estimates. 

III. AUTHORITY. 

The committee agrees that regarding supply the Bureau of the 
Census now has sufficient authority to secure adequate information. 
The committee does not believe that the bureau has sufficient authority 
for the collection of information on distribution. The present law 
does not give employees of the Bureau of the Census the right to 
examine books or other papers or to make an actual count of the 
cotton in storage places. The committee is of the opinicm that such 
authority should be given. 

IV. RECOMMENDATIONS, 

In addition to the above, the committee submits the following 
recommendations: 

(1) That an additional report to show the quantity of cotton 
ginned prior to August 1 be introduced as provided in a bill now 
pending. 

(2) That in sections of the country where the entire crop has not 
been ginned by March 1 another ginning report be made for April 1 
to ascertain the total amount of the crop. 

(3) T.hat plans be developed to enumerate the cotton baled from 
samples and in pickeries, the so-called " city crops." 

(4) That the department be urged to take action to secure an 
enumeration of the cotton now brought in from Mexico, but not ap
pearing in the imports statistics. 

(5) That the bureau plan to collect statistics of cotton consump
tion and of cotton held in storage at various points in such man
ner as to diminish the danger of overstatement or understatement 
of the supply. The committee believes that this end can be secured 
only by substituting collection through paid agents in place of the 
present method of collection by correspondence. 

(6) Reports on cotton statistics are now issued by two bureaus 
in the Department of Commerce, and by one in the Department of 
Agriculture. They are based in part on estimates and in part on 
enumerations, and the difference between them sometimes leads to 
serious confusion. 'l'hese r·eports should, if possible, be coordinated 
under a committeo or other harmonizing agency. 

Respectfully submitted. 
B. W. KILGORE, 

L. I. DUBLIN, 

W. S. ROSSITFJR, 

W. F. WILLCOX, 

Committee. 

l\fr. HAililIS. 1\fr. President, I only want to say further 
that Doctor H.ossiter and Doctor Wilcox, who served on this 
committee, had many years' experience in the Census Bureau 
and their report wili have more weight than would repor~ 
from people who did not understand the matter. I want to 
say also that Secretary Hoover was sympathetic with our com
mittee, as the Senator from South Carolina has said, and has 
cooperated \Yith us in a spirit that we appreciated very much. 

EXCLUSION OF A.LIENS INELIGIBLE TO CITIZENSHIP. 

l\Ir. SHORTRIDGE. l\lr. President, there is pending L the 
House bill 7995, for the purpose of controlling or restricting 
immigration into our country. There is also pending in the Sen
ate an immigration bill. We of the West, particularly of Cali
fornia and the other Pacific Coast States, have fixed and unal
terable convictions as to certain features of this proposed legis
lation. We are unalterably opposed to the further immigra
tion of aliens ineligible to citizenship. I have been furnished 
'vith a statement prepared by 1\Ir. V. S. 1\IcClatchy, of Cali
fornia, setting forth the views of the California delegation, 
which, I think I may say, are the vie\vs of many of the delega
tions of the 'Vest-a statement which states that it embodies 
the deliberate Yiews of the American Federation of Labor, the 
American Legion, the National Grange, and other State and 
national organizations. I ask to have this statement printed in 
the IlECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ASHURST in the chair). 
Is there objection to the inclusion in the REcouo of the matter 
referred to by the Senator from California? The Chair hears 
none. 
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The matter referred to is as follows : 
Wl!.SHTNGTO'N, D. C., March 1JJ, 19B4. 

~HE EXCLUSION OF ALIENS INELIGIBLE TO CITIZENSHIP. 

The exclusion as permanent residents in future CY! all aliens ineligible 
to citlzenship, as provided in the House immigration bill, was the sub
ject of a conference held by the Callfox:nia c.ongressiorra.l delegation 
iwith ex~Unlted States Senator J. D. Phelan of that State and v: -S. 
McClatchy, of Sacramento, who presented the matter last week to 
the Senate Immigration Committee on behalf of four California or
ganizations, the American Legion, State Fedei:a.tlon of Labor, State 
Grange, and Native Sons of the Golden West, State .Attorney General 
Webb appearing at the same time for the State. 

It was decided unanimous1y that 'the -passage of the measure should 
-be pressed as representing, not only the overwhelming sentiment of the 
Pacifie and Western States but also the judgment of those .throughout 
the Union who had given cons:i.deJ:ation to the matter; as ~videnced 
by the resolutions unanimously passed last year in national convention 
by such widely different organizations as the American Legion, Ameri
can Federation of Labor, and National Grange. 

The following statement was ordered issued: 
" Exclusion of all aliens ineligible to citizenship offers a logical, 

simple, practical, and effective solution of the entire .Asiatic im
migration problem. It follows the Federal law, which, for 134 
years, has made all the yello\v and brown races ineligible to citi
zenship because of unassimilability and the menace rthey would 
!()ffer tr established here. Certainly, tf immigraition is to be re
strioted, we should commence with that element 'Which is barred 
from citizenship. 

" That the demand for sneh 1Jegis1ation is general is shown by 
the resooutions in favor the11eof, inurnimously passed ilast year dn 
national convention after lengthy col1ll'.IlJit:tee investigation by 
such widely different organizations as the :American ·L~on, the 
American Feaera.tion of Laibor, an.d the National Grange. 

"Japan ha:s protested against 1such rle~slation on the grounds 
.of discl'imination, and she is the only nation which bas pno
tested. The measure is not disorimina1:ory ·against Japan, .for it 
a,pplies to half the population of the globe, and the Japamese con
stitute not more than 7 or 8 11er .cent •of those affected. It should 
be 11emembered, too, that Japan, in .protection of her own people, 
wiRely excludes Chinese and iKoreans, thus discriminating agaiust 
people of her own color. 

"A demand has been made on Japan's behalf that .her immigra
tion to tbii.s country be regulated by a continuance of <the present 
gentlemen's .agl'eement, or by a treaty. 

" 10ur immigration firom Japan should be regulated, as is our 
immigr&tfon ,firom all other countries, by act of Congress aind en
foJ•ced by om· 1own departmmrt officials. Immig:cation is a domestic 
question. Treaties and dntrumational 1ag11eemen:ts ma)' proper-ly 
care for matters of commerce and navigation. 

"In an-y case the gentlemen's agreement should be canceled, 
i;ince it -surrenders to Japan the sovereign right of determining 
hO'W many a11d what particular immigrants shall come into this 
connti:y from Japan. Under the present agreement the immigra
tion officials at ports of entry, under instructions from Wash
ington, must admit any Japanese who presents a passport from 
Uapan "tm1ess he have contagions disease. 

"The gentlemen's agreement should be canceled for the further 
reas{)n that tt has signally 1lailed to accomplish the specific pur
p~se for which Pre8ident Roosevelt explains it was made, to wit: 
To prevent an 'increase in continen'tal United States of un
assim1'l:lble Japanese population with its menace in economic com
petition and attendant provocirtion of racial strife. 

"TherefoNl, under no consideration should Ja.panesi? immigration 
continue under the gentlemen's agreement, or a modification 
thereof, or under another similar agreement, or even under the 
treaty of 191.1, of which the gentlemen's agreement ts made a part 
in effect by the note attached thereto and signed !Jy t'he Japanese 
ambassador. 

" Since fntur~ immigration rt-om Japan should not be regulated 
by agreement or treaty, 1t becomes ·nnnecessa:ry to .treat with Japan 
as to te1*Ills of agreement or treaty in the matter. It should be 
Emifficient to give courteous notice under the Six-months' c11rnse 
of cancellation of file treaty of 1911, so far as it may a1'1'ect immi
gration, and p1·&vii:le that the measure ·for exclusion of aliens in
eligible to citizenship shall become operative at fhe end ot such 
tJix months. 

" There would be no discourtesy to Japan ln enacting a measure 
eJi;Cluding aliens ineligible to citizenship under the J>lan BUggested, 
because it was specifically agreed by Japan that the United States 
should enact an exclusion law di'rected a:gainst 3"apanese solely 
1f she failed under operation of her passport system under the 
agreement'to accomplish 'tbe purpose sought. 

"We are unalterably opposed to placing Japan under the quota, 
•O• to any compromise which would permtt the settlettlent tn t~ 

country <>f aliens ineligible to citizenship, for the .following 
reasons: 

"(a) It would be an abandonment of the principle that aliens 
unfitted for citizenship should not be permitted to enter this coun
try and establish independent and unassimilable communities. 

"(b) To place Japan under the quota would concede at once her 
demand for racial equality and treatment of her nationals on the 
same basis as Europeans, a Clemand already refused in the World 
Peace Conference. It would give her foundation for further press
ing 'her other demand for naturalization of her nationals in oppo
sition to our 1aw, now in force 134 years. 

" ( c) To place J apancse under the quota would be to discriminate 
in their favor as compared wit'h all other races ineligible to citi-· 
zenship, ail of which, and particularly the Chinese, would have 
just cause for complaint. If we aim to please Japan without 
unfair discrimination to others, we must open our gates under the' 
quota plan to all aliens ineligible to citizenship. Such a policy 
would constitute an unthinkable abandonment of a great principle, 
the enforcement of which is necessary for protection of the Nation 
and of the white race on this continent. 

" ( d) The quota plan as applied to Asiatics would be a tem
porary makeshift, not only dangerous in principle but subject at 
any time to change that might prove olsastrous in results. 

" For instance, if provision be made for wives outside the quota, 
this country could be flooded with picture brides, or kankodan 
brides, for the 40,000 or more aault bachelor Japanese in conti
nental United States. 

" If the census of 1910 be adopted as basis, instead of 1890 
8,000 Japanese could come in annually, while under the 1920 
census the admissions would increase to 4,400, and every one of 
the number could be, and most of them probably would be, bride~ 
destined to raise an average family of five eacb. 

"Japan, notwithstanding the ,plain intent of the gent1emen'g 
agreement, has been able to secure a measure of peaceful penetra
tion for her nationals under the Stars and Stripes not permitted 
her in any other Engiish-speaking country. When Great Britain, 
the ally of Japan, made a treaty wjth her giving her nationa1s 
fr-0e access to and citizenship in all her dominions, all the do
minions except Canada took exception thereto and passed exclu
sion laws wbich have been rigid1y enforced since. The Canadian 
Parliament, by an overwhelming majority,, bas 'requested the Gov
ermnent to secure for Canada also exclusion of all oriental immi
gration. Japan has never protested this action on the part ot 
any of the dominions of her ally." 

These facts and deductions seem to furnish ample justification for 
the demand that Congress should provide now for exclusion h€reafter, 
as permanent residents, of all aliens ineligfble to citizenship, making 
the usual exception for tourists, students, merchants, etc. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Also, Mr. President, I hold .in my .hand 
a letter ad~ressed ·to me. by rthe Chamber o~ Commerce of !Lon~ 
Beach, Cahf., accompanied by a report which that chamber of 
commerce furnish~d the Las Vegas and Sa:n Miguel Chambers 
of Commerce upon this general subjeet of immigraltion, with 
special veference to the exclusion of aliens ineliglible to citi
zenship. I similarly .ask that the letter .awl the i·eport be in
corporated in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDLNG OFFIOER. ils there objection •to the re
quest of the Senato.r from California? '!'\here being .none, tbe 
matter referred to will be i.:lserted in tile REooR.D. 

The matter ref.erred .to is as follow.s: 

CHA3IBER OF COMMERCE, 
L€>NG BEACH, CALIF., March 8, 19f4. 

Senator SAMUEL M. SHORTRIDGE, 
Washingtan, D. C. 

DEAR SENAll'OR SHOR'l!RIDGll: Herewith is copy of report dt special 
committee appointed by tlie Long Beach Chamber of Commerce t•egard
ing the Japanese situation as requested by ·fhe Las Vegas-San Miguel 
Chamber of Commerce. 

The directors of our chamber of commerce, believing that our com
mittee had given thorough study to this situation and had rendered 
such an excellent report, same shO'll'ld be snbmitted to you tor yonr 
•information. 

ll1rom correspondence received by our organization from Eastern 
States, particularly Florida, New 'Mexico, and some of the Southern 
States 'Where ·they bave been having trouble with scarcity o-f labo1', it 
is apparent that these States are giving some consideration to <>.ither 
lnvfting Japanese to come to their communities, or may tolerate Ja;pa
nese colonizations in their neighborhoods, and we are somewhat fearful' 
'that this menace may spread throughout our country. 

For the reasons stated above and becaase we believe you will be 
pleased to have the result of our committee's study of this situs·tiOD, 
we are pleased to furnish you with a copy or their report. 

Very truly yours, 
~ONG BEACH CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 

li.ami>RT R. FAY, Eroecutivo Beore~arv. 
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LONG BEACH, CALIF., March 5, 1~4. 

'.fhe BOARD OF DIREC'.1.'0RS OF '.rHE 

Lo:rn BEACH CHAMBER OF COMl\IERCE, 

Lot1n Beach, Oalif. 
'ctE:-ITLEMEN: Your committee, consisting_ of Oscar P. Bell, Clyde 

Doyle, B. B. Stakemiller, and R. W. Robinson, appointed to make in· 
vestigation re the communication from the Las Vegas-San Miguel 
Chamber of Comme.rce, begs to report as follows: 

• • • • 
We have studied the Japnnese situation in a fair and impartial rran· 

ner, entirely free from any prejudice or animus. Our review of col· 
lateral literahue on the subject leads us to enumerate the following 
fact s which yield themselves to the conclusions which we herewith 
presen t to you: 

Firs t. The Japanese people are a frugal, industrious, and thorough 
class of people; in the main they are ambitious and keen-as a rule 
well trained in the llnes of activity they seek to enter. They · always 
are 1wrsistent and thus generally successful in their endeavors. 

Second. They are not eligible to citizenship .. 
Third. They are practicing price manipulation. 
Fourth. They maintain language schools (Japanese). 
Fifth. They boycott their neighbors. 
Sixth. They are not permitted to ow11: or lease land in California. 
Se,·enth. They live on a scale that is under the margin for self-

respectlng Americans to llve. 
Eighth. They undercut wage scales in agricultural and horticultural 

lines. 
Nintll. They compel thelr women to work at heavy manual labor, 

together with their men. 
'l'enth. They register their American-born children in Tokyo as 

Japanese subjects. 
Ele,·enth. "Picture brides" that are imported to this country are 

returned to Japan an<I othe1·s sent to take their places in case thl:!Y 
prove to be barren. 

Twelfth. Until the passage ot the California "alien land law" they 
practiced agricultural sal>otage on such ranches as they desired to pur· 
chase Ht a price below its real value, and when the desired land was 
"junked " would buy it in the name of an American-born child and 
then i·estore tt to its foi·mer fertility. 

Our conclusions from the above facts are : 
Tb ry are a menace to our country socially, beca.nse
Flrst. They can not become citizens. 
Second. Intermarriage with them is undesirable. 
'l'hil"d. Their women do not establish and maintain American homes. 
Fourth. They maintain an oriental social system in their colonies. 
'l'lley are a problem to our country economically, because-
First. They practice the boycott. 
8econd. 'l'hey practice price manipulation. 
Third. They destroy the economic balance. 
Fourth. They practice sabotage. 
Fifth. The,\' maintain "dose corporatian" Japanese commercial or-

ganizations. · -
They are a hazard to our country politically, because
First. They mainb1ln a Japanese military standing. 
Second. They can not function as citizens. 
Third. They can not own or lease lan<I (in California). 
Fourth. They register American-born children as Japanese subjects. 
Fifth. They mainta in an oriental civic life within their col011ies. 
Ttese things we belieH indicate clearly the fact that the presence 

of these people Jn con1<iderablc numbers tn any one place constitutes a 
positfrc un-American liability and not an asset. · 

Tllankini; you for the confidence you have shown in us in intrusting 
this investigation to us, an<I trusting the above report will be of as
sista nce to you in re:;:ponding to the inquiry, we are, 

Very truly yours, · 
o. P. BELL. 

B. B. STAKFJMILLER. 

R. W. ROBINSON. 

INTF.RLOtt DEl'A.HTM.b:N'l' APPROl:'lUATION-CONFERENCE UEPORT. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\1r. President, I submit a conference report on 
the Interior Depnrtment appropriation bill. 

l\fr. CAl\IJ;JRON. 1'1r. President, I suggest tbe absence of a 
quorum. 

Tl1e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

Tile principal clel'k cnlled. the roll, and the following Sena
tors answered to their names: 
Adams 
Ashu1·st 
Bayard 
Borah 
Brnndegee 
Brookhart 
Br-0nssard 
Bruce 
Bursum 

Cameron 
Capper 
Car11way 
Copeland 
Couze"i:.o s 
~urtis 
Dale 
Dial 
Edwards 

Elkins 
Ferris 
Fess 
Fletcher 
IJ'l'azier· 
George 
Gla:;:s 
Gooding 
Hale 

• 

Harreld 
Harris 
Heflin 
Howell 
Jones, 'Vash. 
Kendrick 
King 
Ladd 
Lodge 

McKellar Overman Sheppard Stephens 
McKinley Pepper Shlelds Underwood 
McNary Pittman Shortridge Wadsworth 
Mayfield Ralston Smith Walsh, Mass. 
Moses Ransaell Smoot Walsh, Mont. 
Neely Reed, Pa. Spencer Wl'ller 
Oddie Robinson Stanfield Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-four Senators having 
answered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. SMOOT. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside that I may submit the con
ference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. SMOOT submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 5078) making appropriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: · 

That tbe Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17 
and 19. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 15, 18, and 39, and agree to t~.e 
same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the . 
sum proposed, insert "$150,000"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lie~ 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the followinO': 
"$400,000, of which amount $245,000 shall be used for drainu~e 
purposes, but only after execution by the Truckee-Carson ir;i
gation district of an appropriate reimbursement contract satis
factory in form to the Secretary of the Interior, and after con
firmation of such contract by decree of a court of competent 
jurisdiction and final decision on all appeals from such decree"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 47. 

REED SMOOT, 
CHARLES OUR'l'IS, 
WM. J, HARRIS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
LOUIS o. 0RAMTON, 
FRANK MURPHY, 
0. D. CARTER, 

Ma,nagers on th6 part of the H01ise. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I will say to the Senate that 
this is a partial report. The conferees have agreed upon every 
item with the exception of the amendment of the Senate to the 
amendment of the House to Senate amendment No. 47, known 
as the Bright Angel Trail amendment. I move that the con
ference report be accepted as to the items on which the con· 
ferees have agreed. · 

l\fr. McNARY. Mr. President--
Mr. ROBINSON. When may we expect a complete agree· 

ment on this appropriation bill and the elimination of the age· 
long controversy respecting the Bright' Angel Trail? 

Mr. SMOOT. Just as soon as this report has been agreed to· 
I shall move that the Senate insist further upon its action on 
the amendment of the House to Senate amendment No. 47, 
known as the Bright Angel Trail amendment. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the explanation of the Senator 
from Utah is quite satisfactory and covers the point I was 
about to raise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 
to the conference report. 

The report was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT. I move that tbe Senate further insist upon its 

amendment to the amendment of the House to Senate amend
. ment No. 47, that we ask a further conference with the House, 
and that the Ohair appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate at the further conference. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Presiding Officer appointed 
Mr. SM:ooT, Mr. CURTIS, and Mr. HARRIS conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

POLICY OF WILSON ADMINISTRATION AB TO LEASING OIL LANDS. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I ask to have inserted in 
the RECORD the statement which I hold in my hand, dated March 



4926 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. MAROH 25, 

22, 1924, with reference to the policy of the Wilson adminis~ 
tration as to the leasing of oil lands. It has been approved 
by the Hon. John Barton Payne, and throws very considerable 
light upon that subject, which has been discussed and considered 
here to a very considerab~e extent. 

The PRESIDENT nro tempore. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the statement was ordered to be 

published in the REcmm, as follows: 
MARCH 22, 1924. 

(The following authoritative statement, by the Democratic National 
Committee, which has· been read and approved by .John Barton Payne, 
Secretary of the Interior during the second administration of President 
Wilson, is an answer to the contention of Republicans that Secretaries 
Denby and Fall were following the Democratic policy and practice 
when they leased the naval oil reserves in Wyoming and California to 
private individuals and interests. This statement gives also in sum
mary the history of tbe disposition of certain claims in these reserves 
anu the action taken by Secretary Payne with regard to application 
for leases during his administration of the Interior Department.) 

The attempt to justify the secret leasing of all the naval reserves, 
the entire Teapot Dome and Elk Hills to Sinclair and Doheny hy- the 
specious and confusing statement that 150 leases were made by Secre
tary Payne outside the naval reserves, and that certain lands or wells 
were leased in a naval reserve during the Wilson administration, is 
like comparing the making of a back fire to- prevent the spread of a 
prairie fire with the deliberate starting of an incendiary fire such as 
caused the destruction of Smyrna. What the Wilson administration 
did was to follow the national policy established by Presidents Taft 
anu Wilson, and by the Congress wlien it passed the leasing law to 
protect and conserve- the- naval reserves-to keep the oil for the use 
of the Navy for some great emergency; while Secretaries Fall and 
Denby deliberately defied this national policy and secretly leased the 
reserves, thus destroying the reserves. 

A simple statement of fact will make this plain. 
Before the passage by Congress February 25, 1920, of the leasing 

act authorizing the leasiug of Government-owned oil lands on a roy
alty basis the only law by which the public could take out oil was 
the old placer mining law, which allowed a person to make a mining 
location on 20 acres, or eight persons to club together and locate 160 
acres, the same law which applied to gold or silver. If the claimant 
followed up his claim with diligence and brought in a producing well, 
he became the owner and entitled to a patent, and the Government 
received nothing. 

The leasing act changed this policy, authorized the Secretary <>f the 
Interior to issue rules and regulations, to fix the royalty to be paid at 

• not less than 12~ per cent of the oil taken out, and pursuant to such 
regulations to lease the public lands. Thus the Government received 
substantial royalty and retained ownership of the lands. 

Before the passage of this leasing law two things bad happened
First. Many locations. had been filed under the placer mining law 

by people who thus claimed title to the lands. To the extent that these 
claims were valid the claimants had to be recognized. This was true 
even inside the naval reserves where locations were made in good faith 
before the reserves were created. 

SMond. The Government estnblished the national policy of setting 
aside oil lands for the use of the Navy for a futur~ emergency, it 
being well known that our supply of commercial oil would in a few 
years be exhausted, thus-

Naval reserve No. 1, in California: The Elk Hills, containing some 
32,000 acres, was created by President Taft September 2, 1912. 

Naval reserve No. 2, also in California, was created by President 
Taft December 13, 1912, containing, roughly, 30,000 acres, but more 
than 20,0{)9 ncres of this was at the time privately owned and much ot 
the remainder covered by mining locations. 

Naval resei>ve No. 3: Teapot Dome, in Wyoming, was created by 
President Wilson April 30, 1915 ; this contained 9,481 acres; was all 
Government land. 

Some claims under the old placer law had been filed on lands in theso 
naval reserves before the reeerves were created. 

WHEN PAYNE BECAME SECRETARY, 

Thiil was the situation when .John Barton Payne was appointed 
Secretary of the Interior February 28, 1920 (qualified March 15, 1920). 
The leasing law (in force February 25, 1920) made it the duty of the 
Secretary ol the Interior to administ~r the law, 1. e., to issue rules and 
regulations for prospecting and leasing, and to fix the royalty to be 
paid on lands outside the naval reserves, and to decide not only as to 
the validity of claims pending under the old law but whel'e two or more 
persons had conflicting claims to dedde between them. It was the 
policy of the Congress that lands outside the naval reserves shoultl be 
leased, but that the naval reserves should ·not be leased unless a 
claimant under the old law came strictly under the termg of the leasing 
law. 

REPUBLICAN SMOKE SCREEN. 

The Republicans try to defend Secretaries Fall and Denby and at
tempt to make a smoke screen of the fact that Secretary Payne leased 
certain on lands. They do not state what everyone should know, now 
fully brought out by the Senate committee, that Secretary Payne made 
no secret leases, that his door was wide open, everything was public, 
and the leasing law strictly followed and the poliey of the Government 
upheld and maintained; that with the a:pproval and support of Presi
dent Wilson and Secretary of the Navy Daniels tpe naval reserves wera 
fully protected, and, but for Secretaries Fall and Denby, would now 
be safe and. intact. · 

A. brief reference to the leasing law and the undisputed facts make 
this clear. 

1. THE LAW .AS TO LANDS NOT KNOWN TO CONTAIN OIL OUTSIDE NAVAL 

RESERVES. 

ll'ollowing the policy of Congress to develop and lease oil lands, tho 
leasing act provitled (sec. 13) that persons who desired to prospect for 
on <>n lands not known to contain oil might obtain permits as follows: 

"That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, under 
such necessary and proper rules and regulations as he may pre
scribe, to grant to any applicant qualified under this act a pros
pecting permit, which shall give the exclusive right, for a period 
not exceeding two years, to prospect for oil or gas upon not to 
exceed 2,u60 acres of land wherein such deposits belong to the 
Unlted States and are .not· within any known geological · structure 
of ~ producing oil or gas field upon condition that the permittee 
shall begin drilling operations within six. months." 

If the prospector found oil or gas, section 14 provided in terms 
that he should be entitled to a lease, as follows: 

/" 

"That upon establishing to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
the Interior that vnloable deposits of oil or gas have been dis
covered within the limits of the Hmd embraced in any permit, the 
permlttee shall be entitled to a lease for one-fourth of the land 
embraced in the prospecting permit •· • • foi- a term of 20 
years up.on 8i i·oyalty of- 5 per cent· • • • and shall be en· 
titled to a preference right to a lease fo1~ the remainder of the 
land in his prospe.cting permit at a royalty of not less than 12?r 
per cent • • • the amount of the r0;yalty to be dete.rmined 
by competitive bidding or fix('d by regulations p.resc.rlbed by the 
Secretary." 

And in section 16 it ls provided.._ 
" That no wells shall be drilled within 200 feet of1 any of the 

outer boundaries of the lands within th& permit, unless adjoining 
lands belonging to private persons." 

2. AS TO PUBLIC LANDS KNOWN TO CONTAIN OIII. 

Section 17 of the leasing act provides : 
"That all unappropriated deposits of oil or ga·s situated within 

the known geological structure of a producing oil or gas field and 
the unentered lands-lands not entered under the old law-con
taining the same, not subject to preferential lease, may be leased 
by the Secretary of the Interior to the highest responsible bidder 
by competitive bidding under general regulations to C]un.lified appU
cants in areas not exceeding 640 acres. • • such lease-s. to 
be conditioned u11on the pay,ment by the lessee of such ionus as 
may be accepted and of such royalty as may be fixed in the lease, 
which shall not be less than. 121 per cent in amount or value of 
the production and the payment of. $1 per acre pe1· annum. 

"As to lands where locations bad been made under the old 
placer law and the claimant was willing to compromise by a ccPpt
ing a lease under the leasing act, section 18 provided : 

"Tbat upon relinquishment to the United States • o! 
all right, title, and interest claimed and possessed prior to .July 
B, 1910, and continuously since • • • under the preexiRting 
placer mining law t<> any oil or gas bearing land upon which 
there has been drilled one or more oil or gas wells to diRrov<>ry 
embraced in the- Executive order of withdrawal issued (by Presi
dent Tatt) September 27, 1909, and not within any naval petro
leum reserve, and upon payment as royalty • • • it in pos
session of such land, undisputed by any other claimant prior to 
July 1, 1919, shall be en.titled to a lease thereon from the United 
States for a period of 20 years at a royalty of not less than 12ji 
per cent." 

(Non.-From the foregoing section it is clear that as to lands not 
known to contain oil Congress desired to encourage prospecting ,and 
gave the successful prospector the absolute right to a leas{!, aud af.f to 
lands ·known to contain oil, but outside the naval reserves, provided 
in terms for their leasing by the Secretary of tbe Interior by competi
tive bidding; and required that ·the rights of persons who in good 
faith had made locations under- the old law should be protected, and 
gave them the right to come in and surrender their claims acquired 
under the old law and accept leases under the leasing act. FQr the 
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Secretary of the Interior to have refused to cnrry out these provisions 
,would have been an arbitrary violation of the law and would have 
made him subject to action by mandamus.) 

3. AS TO LANDS WITHlN Tl.IE NAVAL BESlllRVJDS. 

Section 18 provides also-
"That as to all like claims (under- old placer law) situate within 

a naval petroleum reserve the producing wells thereon only 1;1bdll 
be leased, together with an area of land sufficient for the operation 
thereof, upon the terms and payment of royalties for past and 
future production as herein provided for in the leasing of claims. 
No wells shall be drilled in the land subject to this provision within 
660 feet of any such leased well without the consent of the les'See." 

"Then this provision as to the President- · 
" The authority of the President-must use his discretion." 

· The act continues: 
"Provided, however, That the President may, in his discretion, 

lease the remainder of any part of •any such claim upon which such 
wells have been drilled and in the event of such leasing said claim
ant or his successor shall have a preference i·ight to such lease : 
Ana prnvided further, That he may permit the drilling of additional 
wells by the claimant or his successor within the limited area of 660 
feet theretofore provided for upon such terms and conditions as he 
may prescribe." 

No claimant guilty of fraud shall have a lease. 
NOTE.-From the above it is clear that where a claimant under the 

old placer law had located on lands within the naval reserve before the 
reserve was created, and had brought in a producing well, he was en
titled as of right to a lease <>n his producing well. Tbe Secretary of the 
Interior had no authority to refuse such a lease and bad no authority to 
grant a lease for anything beyond tbe producing well ,with land adjacent 
only sufficient for its operation. The President, however, in his dis
cretion bad the right to lease to the claimant the remainder of his claim, 
or to permit the drilling of additional wells by the claimant within the 
660 feet; this authority was vested in the President and denied to the 
Secretary. 

Under section 18a, tbe President was also authorized to direct tbe 
compromise and settlement of any controversy as to lands withdrawn 
under the order of September 27, 1f>09, upon such terms and conditions 
as may be agreed upon, to be carried out by an exchange or division of 
land or division of the proceeds. 

Section 19 of the leasing act provides for the protection of persons 
wLo had made a bona fide claim and expended money, but not brought 
in a well. This, however, did not apply to lands •within the naval 
reserves. 

This sufficiently shows the p.rovlsions of the law and policy of the 
Government as embodied in the leasing aet. 

WHAT WAS DONiil UNDER 'I1IE WILSON ADMINISTRATION, 
'l'he leasing act became effective on February 25, 1920. Prior to this 

time there bad been filed and were pending an enormous volume of clams 
for locations under t.he old placer law on lands both within and without 
the naval reserves, and many suits w.ere pending. Rules and regula
tions, with a fixed scale of roy.alties providing for the carrying out of 
the law, were promptly issued under section 13, and leases were issued 
under sections 14, 17, and 18. The legal rights of claimants were 
recognized, and such was the care under which the law was ex~cuted 
that not a single public criticism resulted, notwithstanding the tremen
dous volume of work imposed upon the Secretary. 

NOW AS 'IO THFJ NAVAL JlFJSlilUVES, 

As to naval reserve No. 1 not a single claim was allowed, nor a 
single lease made. It was left intact. 
~he contrast between the two administrations, aside from the general 

policy, is shown by the record as to section 3G in this reserve. 'l'he 
title to this 640 acr&s passed to the State of California with the dis
tinct provision that it contained no minerals. When it was found to 
contain mineral-oil is mineral~and became part of the naval reserve 

·the question was whether the title still belonged to the United States. 
Meantime the Standard Oil Co. had acquired the right of the State of 
California to the major portion of the section, and the D(}heny inter
ests the remainder, and were in possession. In February, 1921, Secre

•tary Payne gave all parties in interest a public hearing, and decided 
that the title had not passed to the State of Californ1a, but remained 
in the United States; that the Standard Oil Co. and the Doheny inter
ests acquired no title and were wrongly In possessiOJl ; and Secretary 
Payne directed the Land Office to make entry accordingly, and made 

· formal written request to the Department o! Justice that proceedings 
be institut€d in the courts, and to recover for the United States the 

.land and oil taken out. 
.After Secretary Fall came in he reversed this action, withdrew the 

request made by 8ecretary Payne to the Department of Justice to 
proceed against the oil companies, and permitted them to remain in 

·possession. 
Due to the Senate investigation, counsel has recently been appointed 

.to sue the -0il companies to r,ecover this land, and to do now what 
Secretary Payne directed be done in February, 1921. 

This naval reserve No. 1 was therefore left intact. 
A.s to naval reserve No. 2: In this reserve it was found that claim

ants had brought in about 60 producing wells. These, under the man-. 
datory provisions of the leasing act, were leased to the claimants. 
With the concurrence of the Secretary of the Navy and the President, 
iive offset wells were leased, 1. e., where it was manifest that private 
wells had been drilled so near the line of the reserve as to drain the 
Government oil from the reserve, a well was drilled just within the 
reserve on a 25 per cent royalty basis, so that the Government would 
receive the royalty and not permit the private interest to take the 
oil out without payment of royalty. Another claimant fQr 540 acres 
in section 28 was compromised with and given lease on 120 acres. 

With these exceptions, naval reserve No. 2 was left intact. 
In this reserve the Honolulu Oil Co. claimed title to 17 quarter 

sections.::_some 2,000 acres-and applied for a patent. Secretary 
Payne after a public bearing decided the claim invalid and the com
pany not entitled to a patent and d~nied the same. The only criticism 
directed against the Wilson administraticm in the oil matter grew out 
of this Honolulu decision, and that, of course, came from the oil 
company and its friends. 

As to naval reserve No. 3, tbe Teapot Dome, Wyo.: All of the 
claims on this reserve were reject3d and no leases made. Among 
other claimants who filed against this reserve was John C. Shaffer, who 
testified before the Senate committee; he said his claim was later 
recognized by Secretary Fall, and he was paid smne $92,000 by 
Sinclair. 

The Wilson administration left reserV'e No. 3 intact. 
ACTION OF REPUBLICAN ADJ!.IINISTRATION-STRIKING CONTRAST, 

Within less than three months after the close of the Wilson 
administration upon the recommendation of Secretaries Fall and 
Denby, •President Harding issued an Executive order purporting to 
transfer all of the powers and discretion the law imposed upon the 
President und€r the leasing act and the powers and discretion con
ferred upon the Secretary of the Navy by the act passed June 4, 
1920, to Secretary Fall. How Secretary Fall used this power in dis
posing of the naval reserves is well known. Whether this Executive 
order has any validity will be decided by the courts. 

A.s to naval reserve No. 1 : Secretary Fall reversed the decision 
of Secretary Payne as to section 36, and secretly gave that to the 
Standard Oil Co. and to Doheny, and secretly leased all of the 
remainder of reserve No. 1 to Mr. Doheny's companies. 

In naval reserve No. 2, where Secretary Payne had leased only the 
producing wells, Secretary Fall leased claimants their entire claims, 
and then leased the remainder of the reserve ; and as to the 17 
quarter sections claimed by the Honolulu Oil Co., which Secretary 
Payne had held invalid, Secretary Fall reversed to the extent of 
making the con;ipany a lease for the entire 2,000 acres. 

As to naval reserve No. 3, which the Wilson administration had 
left intact, Secretary Fall secretly leased the entire reserve to the 
Sinclair interests. 

REPUBLICAN DEFENSE. 
Secretaries Fall and Denby protest that their action was in the 

public interest. The fallacy of this claim is conclusively shown: 
(a) The national policy established by the Taft and Wilson ad

ministrations and approved by the Congress was reversed secretly 
by them without opportunity for public discussion or consideration. 

(b) While the negotiations for naval reserve No. 1 were pending 
with Mr. Doheny, he sent Mr. Fall $100,000 in currency in a satchel 
delivered to Fall by Doheny's son. Sinclair -sent to Mr. Fall $25,000 
in Government bonds. What other secret considerations passed have 
not yet been disclosed. 

(c) By action of a unanimous Senate (except Senator ELKINS) 
the United States Government has recently employed Messrs. Pom
erene, Roberts, and Knight as special counsel to undo the work of 
Messrs. Fall and Denby. Suits by the United States against the 
oil companies in possession of reserves Nos. 1 and 3 have been 
brought in the courts of the United States, charging fraud and unlaw
fUl acts, and preliminary injuncti'ons resh·aining the operation of 
the wells have been granted, .and receivers have been appointed. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Tile Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 4) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States relative to 
the adoption of amendments thereto. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is the 
amendment offered by the. Senator from Iowa [Mr. BB.ooKHART] 
to the amendment of the committee . 

RELIEF OF .SETTLERS ON IRRIGATION PROJECTS. 

Mr. IlORAH. Mr. ·President, if the Senator from New York 
will indulge me for a few moments, I want to call attention to 
a matter wh!ch is of particular concern to the West and the 
western Senators. It relates to the question of relief for thQ 
~ettlers upon irrigation projects. 
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When we came here last fall it seemed to be understood upon 
all :sides that some relief was absolutely necessary for the 
settlers uvon these projects. The economic conditions which 
have overtaken agriculture have been more accentuated with 
the settlers upon irrigation projects than with other farmers, 
for the simple reason that while they have had to carry what 
farmers genernlly have to carry and to meet the economic 
situation which they have generally had to meet, in addition, 
they have ha<.1 to meet their construction and maintenance 
charges. The result has been that a large number of them are 
unable to meet the situation, and the question arose as to how 
their condition could be relieved. 

A number of measures were introduced for relief, I intro
ducing some myself; but they have been retained in the com
mittees, as I understand, waiting upon the report of what is 
kuown as the fact-finding commission. I do not criticize the 
committee for waiting for that report up to the present time, 
but I do think that if we are going to have relief for these 
Rettlers we will have to proceed without waiting longer upon 
this fact-finding commission. That is what I now desire to 
urge. 

I have a number of letters from different projects of late, 
and I read a single paragraph from one received this morning 
which states the whole situation in a very brief way: 

Unless relief is granted soon it will be too late for a great many 
farmers on these projects. '!'hey are hanging on in the hope that such 
relief will be granted that they C'an go ahead, or will feel justified in 
going ahead, in the hope of pulling through and saving their property. 
Delay in this matter to a great many means a denial of relief. I can 
not tell you how very serious, how very bad, the conditions are. We 
Rre hoping that something will be done within the near future to give 
us an assurance of what we can depend upon for the coming season. 

Now, l\lr. President, I have not complained, as I said, of the 
fact-finding commission failing to report. I presume they are 
at work. I presume, of course, that they are making progress 
us rapidly as they can. But I understand that their task, as it 
has either been imposed upon them or as they have assumed it, 
involves not only the question now of immediate relief upon 
these projects but the entire subject matter of reclamation 
and the redrafting and reconstructing of the whole reclamation 
Jaw and the reclamation program. Necessarily we can not 
wait upon any such program as that being enacted at this 
session if the immediate relief which is necessary is to be had. 

I have been informed that the fact-finding commission 
might report some time about the 10th of April, but furt~er 
information comes to me now that it may be the middle of 
April or the first of May. Certainly there will be no oppor
tunity to legislate upon the subject after the report comes in, 
if it is not due until the middle of April or first of :May. I 
want to suggest, therefore, to those who are deeply interested 
in the subject that we proceed through the committees to the 
consideration of the bills which are now before the committees 
and secure a report upon some measures which will give relief. 
The measure which I introduced at the first of the session may 
or may not be the proper measure for relief. I think it is. 
At any rate, it is perfectly apparent that we ought to proceed 
to the consideration of it or some better measure without wait
ing longer upon the fact-finding commission. I do not feel 
disposed at this time to present the facts and figures showing 
the condition of settlers upon the projects. Perhaps that would 
be more relevant and more effectual when the bill is reported 
out; but they are serious enough, as everyone knows who is 
connected with the Western States. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I would like to ask the able 
Senator from Idaho to which bill he refers? 

Mr. BORAH. The bill providing for an extension of 20 years, 
making the total time 40 years. There has been a bill passed 
by the Senate which is now in the House and seems to have 
very hard sledding tllere, and I doubt very much if it passes 
the House, although I am only drawing that inference from 
general information and not from any specific knowledge as to 
what the situation is. But that bill relates only to the power 
of the Secretary of the Interior to review the conditions of 
particular individuals or particular projects and, in my opin
ion, is not sufficient in and of itself. The bill to which I refer 
is one extending the time, which, of course, in my opinion, will 
have to be accompanied by a bill suspending payment for the 
next three or four y~ars. We must either do this or the Gov
ernment is going to have back on its hands a large proportion 
of the land. On any number of projects under present condi
tions many of the settlers will not be able to hold their lands. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President--
Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Oreg'on. 

Mr. McNARY. I desire to inform the Senator from Idaho 
that a bill was passed similar to the one he introduced, which 
was known as the Phipps bill. 

Mr. BORAH. No. The one I introduced is entirely different 
from the Phipps bill. The Phipps bill simply giYes the Secre
tary authority to extend time of payments in particular cases 
possibly as to particular projects. The bill I am now urging 
extends the payments, spreads the payments over 40 years. The 
Phipps bill and the bill I introduced are both necessary, abso
lutely necessary. 

Mr. McNARY. I want to observe again that while it is true 
that the construction charges will have to be written off on 
many of the projects that are the subject of inquiry now by the 
fact-finding commission, and this body could not act, nor could 
the Secretary of the Interior, with the information now in our 
possession. 

Mr. BORAH. The bill to which I have referred is one ex
tending the payments over 40 years instead of 20 years, and is 
a bill which in my opinion depends upon nothing that the fact
tlnding commission is purporting to do. It is a bill which 
would be essential under any conditions. I am quite well satis
isfied that if we wait upon the fact-finding commission we will 
not get any relief upon the projects this year. 

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Iclaho 

yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
Mr. PITTMAN. I am in entire accord with the Senator 

from Idaho. I do not disapprove of the work being done by 
the fact-finding commission. I think it is a work that should 
be done. But it is perfectly evident that unless we can start 
legislation in this body within the next week or two we shall 
not be able to get it through both branches of the Congress 
before we adjourn. I am in accord with the bill which the 
Senator from Idaho has introduced. I would like to have it 
placed upon the calendar so the Senate might act upon it one 
way or the other. I also agree that nothing the fact finding 
·commission could report would change my view of the situation. 

There has been a great deal of indiscriminate and thoughtless 
criticism of the results of the reclamation work. Those criti
cisms fail to announce that in the great majority of cases the 
result was due to the mistakes of the Government agents and 
that the homesteaders and settlers had suffered severely by 
the unintentional misrepresentation of agents of the Reclama
tion Service. They have brought about a condition that is 
deplorable. They have brought about a condition that makes 
impossible the carrying out of the original policy uncle1· the 
Newlands Act. It is no fault of the homesteaders. It was on 
account of no defect in the land nor the farming conditions. 
In nearly all the instances it was on account of the mistakes 
and inefficiency of the department, and when a wrong has oc
curred in that way which necessitates a delay in payment, the 
Government should stand the consequences. That is about all 
I can see in it. 

Mr. BORAH. I find myself in accord · with the views of the 
Senator. 

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MosEs in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Idaho yield to the junior Senator from 
Nevada? 

Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
Mr. ODDIE. As I understand it, there is an item of some

thing like $7,000,000 available now for the completion of exist
ing projects. I should like to have the opinion of the Senator 
from Idaho as to whether we should not get this money in 
action right now and do something to have the department 
bring about a completion of the reclamation projects. Fail
ure to complete the projects is causing a great deal of suffer
ing and misery and loss to people in the Western States. I 
know of a number of projects that could be completed and can 
see no reason why they should not be promptly completed. 
Should we not take action now before the fact-finding com
mission has completed its report? In my opinion we should 
get busy right now. 

~fr. BORAH. Then we are in accord. The Senator's sug
gestion, however, relates to a feature of the matter which 
I am not discussing, but I am not inimical to it at all nor 
unfriendly to the suggestion which be has made. If a measure 
is to be presented to the Senate covering the particular fea
ture of the matter to which the Senator has referred, I shall 
be glad to consider it in a friendly attitude. But the inatter 
with which I am now dealing is one of extending the time 
or alleviating the situation with reference to present payments 
to the people who are now upon the farms, people who have 
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been there for years and suffered and · sacrificed to a marked 
extent and are now facing an economic situation from which 
they will have to be relteved if they are to retain their farms. 
That situation can be relieved without the building up of bu
reaus, without the building up of any machinery, without going 
to the expense of creating any commission. It is a very simple 
proposition so far as the action of the Government is concerned. 
It involves no new departure upon the paFt of the Government 
and no new principle. It is simpJy the position of a creditor 
relieving a situation by voluntary act until the debtor is in 
a. poflition where he can reflpond. 

l\lr. McNARY. l\1r. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Idaho 

·yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. BORAH. I yield. 
l\Ir. McNARY. I am not conversant with the provisions of 

the Senator's bill, otherwise I perhaps would not propound 
this inquiry. I assume from what the Senator from Idaho 
said that he wants to d~fer payment until the water users 
can accumulate sufficient profit to meet the demands of the 
Government. The theory upon which the fact-finding com
mission is working is that there shall be a cancellation, a charg
ing off, of excessive charges laid against the water users up 
to the point of their ability to pay. That is a different propo
sition from the one advocated by the Senn.tor from Idaho. 

Mr. BORAH. Exactly. 
l\1r. McNARY. In either case it would require legislation. 

We can not ascertain those facts until we have some com
mission constituted, such as the one now known as the ad
visory committee, which shall report to the Congress or to 
the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. BORAH. I am not interested in the question now of 

1 

how much. they are going to charge off. That is immaterial to 
me as I view it. I am interested in the proposition of having 

1 the time extended for the payments regardless of the fact that 
they are charging off in certain specific instances, because I 
think the situation, is such that we will have to have that relief 
anyway,. Besides, as the senior s ·enator from Nevada [Mr. 
P.ITT:M:AN] said, I know the conditions with reference to these 
projects. I think I know them quite as well as I will know 
them after I read the report of the fact-finding commission. 
I say that with utmost respect for· the commission. But being 
possessed of ordinary intelligence and a fair capacity to ob
serve, and having been upon the projects myself and thoroughly 
examined them, I am perfectly informed now as to what I 
want. I do not need to wait on the fact-finding commission. 

Here is the situation as stated by the senior Senator from 
Nevada: Men went on those projects in some instances where 
for instance, the estimated cost was $25 to $30 per acre. They 
were supposed to pay out in 20 years. As it turned out the 
cost increased to as high as $75 or $80 an acre. It i~ a m;tter 
of common equity, of common justice. to extend the time of 
payment in correspondence with the increased indebtedness 
which they have to meet. They simply can not meet the ex
penses and expenditures upon the basis upon which they were 
supposed to meet them in the first place, due to the fact very 
largely that the cost has doubled and trebled in many in
s~ances above that which was anticipated. When we get the 
b1!l before the Senllte, wl.ich I trust will be very shortly, I 
will go more fully into the facts. My object at this time is to 
urge that we wait no, longer in the consideration of these 
matters. 

Mr. ODDIEJ. l\fr. President, in the case o:f the Newlands 
project in Nevada, the cost is over six times the original esti
mate, which shows a greater need than ever for the Govern-· 
ment to carry out its obligations in completing the project. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

The Senate, as ini Oommittee of the Whole; resumed the con
. sideration of the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 4) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States relative to 
the adoption of amendments thereto. 

The PRESIDING OFFIOEJR (Mr. MOSES in the chair). The 
question is upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART] to the amendment of the 
commit~e. The Ohair suggests the absence of a. quorum and 
directs the Secretary to call the roll. 

The principal clerk called the roll, and the· followin.,. Senators 
answered to their names : "" 
Adams Broussard Curtis Ferris 
Ashurst B.ruce Dale Fess 
Ball Bursum Dial Fletcher 
Bayard Cameron Dill Frazier 
Bomb Capper Edge Geo~e Brandegee Ca1·a.way Fl<lwnrda Goo 1f5. 
Brookhart Copeland Elkins Harre 

Harris McKinley Ralston 
Heflin McNary RansdeU 
Howell Mayfield Reed, Pa. 
JohnSO!k, Minn. Moses Robinson 
.Tones, wash. Neely Sheppard 
Kendrick Norris Shields 
Keyes Oddie Shortridge 
King Overman Smith 
Ladd Pepper Smoot 
Lodge Pittman Spencer 

Stephens 
Underwood 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass . 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 
Weller 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty-six Senators having an
swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is 
upon agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Iowa [l\Ir. B:aooKHART] to the committee amendment. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Let the amendment to the amendment be 
stated. l\fr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend
ment will be stated for the information of the Senate. 

The READING CLERK. The junior Senatou from Iowa [Mr. 
BROOKHAR'F] proposes i11 the committee amen-dm.ent on page 2, 
line 22. of the origrnai print of the joint resolution, to strike 
out the words " two-thirds of both Houses " and to insert in 
lieu thereof the words " a majority of the Members elected to 
each House." 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon the 

amendment p.roposed by the committee. The amendment will 
be stated for the information of tbe Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is the substitute, as I 
understa:n<i? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; it is the committee sub· 
stitute. 

l\ir. OVEJRMAN. That is merely the Walsh amendment as 
reported by the committee. 

l\fr. JONES of Washington. I desire to offer an amendment 
to the substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the com
mittee amendment will be stated. 

The READING CLERK. After the words "in either case," in 
line 1, page 3, of the original print of the joint resolution it is 
proposed to insert the words " shall be submitted to the legis
latures of the several ~tates and," and after the word" States," 
in line 4, page 3, to insert the words "after affirmative or nega
tive action by the respective legislatures." 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I desire to say 
just a word or two on the. amendment. 

Mr. BRANDEGEJE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash

ington yield to- the Senator from Connecticut? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I do. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. If the Secretary now has the amend

ment in form so that he can read it to the Senate, I should like 
to have him do so, in order to show how the amendment of 
the committee would read if the two amendments suggested by 
the Senator from Washington be incorporated in it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Will the Senator from Connecti
cut permit the Secretary again to read the last amendment pro
posed by the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. BRANDEGEEJ. Certainly. 
The PREJ~IDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 

last amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington. 
The READING CLERK. The second amendment proposed by 

the Senator from Washington [Mr .. JoNES] is, after the word 
"States," in line 4, page 3, to insert the words "after affirma
tive or negative action by the respective legislatures." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will now, in 
response to the request of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
B'.RANDEGEE], report the substitute a:s it would read if the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington should 
be adopted. 

The READING CLERK. A.s proposed to be amended by the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. JONES] the committee substi
tute would read as follows : 

ARTICLE-. 

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Ilouses shall deem it 
necessary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or, upon 
the application of two-thirds of the legislatures of the several States, 
shall call a convention for proposing amendments, which, in either 
case, shall be submitted to the legislatures of the several States 
and shall be valid to all intents and purposes, as a part of this 
Constitution when ratified by a vote of the qualified electors in 
three-fourths of the several States, after affirmative or negative 
action by the respective legislatures, said election to be held under 
such rules and regulations as each State shall prescribe and that 
until three-fourths of the States shall have ratified, or more than 
oAe-fourth of the States shall have rejected a proposed amendment 
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any State may in like manner change its vote: Provided, That if at 
any time more than one-fourth of the States have rejected the 
proposed ·amendment, said rejection shall be final and further con
sideration thereof by the States shall cease: Provided further, That 
any amendment proposed hereunder shall be inoperative unless it 
shall have been ratified as an amendment to the Constitution as 
provided in the Constitution- within six years from the date of sub
mission hereof to the States by the Congress: Provided further, 
That no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal 
suffrage in the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I desire to say 
merely a few words. The substitute reported to the Senate 
provides for the ratification by direct vote of the people. 
The amendment which I have offered does not interfere with 
that; it still preserves that feature of the substitute. There 
are many Senators who think it would be wise to have a 
proposed constitutional amendment after submission by Con
gress passed upon by the State legislatu~e, feeling that is a 
body which would bring out better the merits or demerits of 
the proposal, and that much would be gained by having a 
discussion in the legislature of the proposed amendment. My 
amendment intends to preserve that feature also, and requires 
the amendment to go to the legislature for action. Whether 
that action is affirmative or negative, after it is taken, the 
amendment goes to the people for a direct vote. The only 
advantage, of course, that I see--

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash

ington yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I will yield in a moment. The 

only advantage that I see in reference to that is that the 
people in passing upon it will have the advantage of the dis
cussion in the legislature. They may agree with the decision 
of the legislature or they may disagree with it. In either 
event, their decision is the one that is effective and controls. 
I now yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

1\fr. GEORGE. Does the Senator really believe that there 
would be any serious discussion in the legislature if its action 
had no force or effect one way or the other on the final ratifica
tion or rejection of a proposed amendment? 

1\fr. JONES of Washington. I think there would be. If it 
were a matter of such importance that we deemed it necessary 
to submit an,amendment to the Constitution, I believe that the 
members of the legislature would be very anxious to have 
their views with reference to the matter known by the people. 
If they thought that the sentiment of the people was different 
from their own, they would be glad to have their reasons and 
their position known and considered by the people. At any 
rate---

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Senator yield to a question? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I will yield in just a moment. 

At any rate, I can see no harm to come from it, no injury to 
come fTom it, and it does seem to me that it is likely to bring 
out discussion and valuable information and points in con
nection with it that the people otherwise might not get. I now 
yield to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. ROBINSON. As to the effect of the amendment which 
the Senator proposes, it would seem to make the action of the 
legislature merely advisory and not controlling or conclusive. 

Mr .. JONES of Washington. That is really what is intended. 
Mr. ROBINSON. If the legislature rejects the proposed 

amendment of the Federal Constitution, notwithstanding its 
rejection, the amendment might be ratified by the qualified 
electors of the States. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash
ington yi.eJd; and if so, to whom? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield first to the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. FESS. Is it to be understood that when one-fourth of 
the States reject a proposed amendment to the Constitution 
that action foreclose::: any effort thereafter to amend the Con
stitution along the same line? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. My amendment does not deal 
with that question at all. 

Mr. FESS. I thought I heard such a provisit,n read in the 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. No; that is not in my amend
ment; that is in the text of the proposal. I do not interfere 
with that at all. 

Mr. FESS. Would the Senator allow me to ask that ques
tion of the Senator from New York? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Certainly. 
Mr. FESS. In listening to the reading the last time I 

thought that the reading suggested that when one-fourth of 
the States rejected an amendment, that foreclosed ever after 
any effort to amend along that same line. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have before me what the Sen
ator has in mind. I read from the text of the substitute: 

Provided, That if at any time more than one-fourth of the States 
have rejected the proposed amendment, said rejection shall be final 
and further consideration thereof by the States shall cease. 

I do not affect that provision at all by my amendment. 
Mr. FESS. I should like to ask the Senator from New York 

whether that provision forecloses consideration of a similar 
proposal after this one has been rejected? 

Mr. OVERMAN. It does not, as we understand it. It fore
closes it for the amendment then submitted. Congress could, 
after that, submit another amendment of the same kind. It 
only forecloses it as to the amendment then submitted. 
. l\1r. FESS. It does not prevent, then, any progress in amend
mg the Constitution to reach a certain conclusion later on? 

Mr. OVERMAN. That same conclusion can be reached if 
Congress desires to do it. 

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Senator 
from Washington a question. Do I understand the result of his 
amendment to be that if a legislature voted against a proposed 
constitutional amendment referred to the vai:ious States-in 
other words, voted " no "-under the terms of his amendment it 
would necessarily go to the people for a popular vote, and if the 
people, through the popular vote, voted " yes "-in other words, 
reversed the action of the legislature--that would be the result 
of the State's position in the matter? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That would be the decision. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I desire to ask a question of the 

Senator from Washington. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash

ington yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. JONES of Washington. I yield; yes. 
Mr. WILLIS. I desire to direct the attention of the Senator 

to the language beginning in line 14. I understand that his 
amendment does not cover that, but since he is offering an 
amendment to this section I want to call his attention to this 
language. It says: 

Provided further, That any amendment proposed hereunder shall be 
inoperative unless it shall have been ratified as an amendment to tlle 
Constitution, as provided in the Constitution, within six years from the 
date of submission hereof to the States by the Congress. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is the intention. 
Mr. ROBINSON. On the other hand, if the legislature rati- In other words, we never could amend the Constitution after 

tied or approved an amendment, its ratification would not be six years from the time this amendment should be submitted to 
effective until the qualified electors of the State had passed the States. 
upon the matter under the rules and regulations prescribed by Mr. FLETCHER. I think that is a misprint. 
the State itself. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash- . 

Mr. JONES of Washington. That is the intention of the ington yield; and if so, to whom? 
amendment, and that is the way I tried to word it. Mr. WILLIS. It says "the date of submission hereof." 

Mr. ROBINSON. The amendment, then, does not require Mr. FLETCHER. That is a misprint. 
ratification by both the State legislature and by the qualified Mr. JONES of Washington. That, I understand, is a mis-
electors? print. It should be" thereof." . 

Mr. JONES of Washington. It does not. Mr. WILLIS. Oh, very well. If it were "thereof" tt would 
Mr. ROBINSON. The only effect of the legislature's action be all right. That answers that question. 

is advisory. Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I do not know that I under-
Mr. JONES of Washington. It is really advisory, and to stood the suggestion to the effect that if one-fourth of the 

give the people the benefit of whatever may .come from the States defeated an amendment, the proceedings would stop so 
discussion in the legislature. far as elections are concerned on that amendment. Is that 

Mr. President, that is all that I care to say. It appeals to I correct? 
me tbat it would be of considerable benefit to the people in . Mr. OVERMAN. That is the end of that. 
making up their minds. Mr. HEFLIN. That is the end of the amendment? 

Mr. FESS and Mr. EDGE addressed the Chair. Mr. OVERMAN. Yes. 

• 
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Mr. HEFLIN. If that is true, when an amendment is sub- before the people; but it does, as a matter of fact, give the 

mitted those who oppose the adoption of it can hurry up elec- opponents of the amendment another opportunity. 
tions in the States that they think they can control, and fore- This is .the way the thing will work; this is the way it has 
stall action by the other States that are favorable to it, but worked in the past. 
tllat could not, perhaps because their legislature did not meet No amendment to the Constitution has ever been adopted 
in time. get their machinery ready to hold elections on the except in response to an agitation for the reform that has been 
subject. carried on through a series of years. Just think back ahout the 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? history of the last amendments to the Constitution. The income
The PRESIDING Oli-.FICER. Does the Senator from Ala- tax amendment was agitated before the people for 20 years; the 

bama yield to the Senator from Connecticut? amendment for the election of Senators by direct vote the 
Mr. HEFLIN. I yield. same way. Time and again they came before the Congress of 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. It is true that that might happen; but the United States, and time and again the Congress of the 

the one-quarter of the States that act promptly upon it, as the United States, or one House of Congress, refused to submit the 
Senator has said, are enough to defeat it in the end anyway, matter. Finally, it went through; but it became a matter or 
even if they should delay, because it is necessary to get three- controversy in the election of practically every Member of 
quarters of the States in favor of it. Congress from practically every State. The question as to 

Mr. HEFLIN. That may be true; but if the other States I whether the candidate for Memher of Congress was in favor of 
were permitted to vote, then the action of the other States and the election of Senators by direct vote of the people or was not in 
the reasons for their action might influence some of the States favor of it was an issue in his election. So that in the first 
that"' were encouraged to take early action, before a thorough 'I instance, when a movement is made for the purpose of amend
carnpaign could be made. ing the Constitution of the United States, it goes before the 

Mr. GEORGE. l\1r. President, if the Senator from Connecti- people of each congressional district in the United States, and 
cut will pardon me-- they pass upon it; and afte.r a time sentiment graws so power-

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ala- ful and so strong, the mandate of the people is so imperative, 
bama yield to the Senator from Georgia? as declared in the election of Members of Congress, that they 

Mr. HEFLIN. Certainly. finally elect a Congress two-thirds of the Members of which 
Mr. GEORGE. There may be a change in this vote. in each House agree to submit the matter. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Yes. That is the first time the issue is submitted to the people. 
Mr. GEORGE. It never has been considered that a negative Then it goes to the States for ratification; and if it is a stoutly 

vote is any action at all. It is the equivalent of no action; contested thing, such as I ha-rn indicated, or such as the pro
and altllough you must have three-fourths of the States voting hibition amendment, the question as to whether or not it shall 
finally affirmatively, yet if one of several States should be ratified is an issue in the election of every member of the 
vote in the negative two or three or four times they might legislature, and the people of the country for the second time 
yet, until the amendment has been determined, if this sL"'C- are called upon to express their opinion as to whether or not 
year provision should become operative, change their vote. the amendment ought to become a part of the Federal Con-

Mr. BRANDEGEE. That is true. The object of the com- stitution; and in due course of time they do express their 
mittee, however, and the suggestion in the committee, was opinion to the extent of three-fourths of the States. 
that after it became manifest by more than a quarter of the Now, twice, you will observe, at least, if not twenty times, the 
States voting against it that the amendment would not be issue bas gone before the people, and at least twice they have 
adopted it was rather a useless proceeding to make three- expressed themselves, to the extent of two-thirds in the one in
quarters of the States go through the motions of voting for stance and three-fourths in the other. 
something that they could not get; but I admit that there is It seems to me we have gotten the opinion of the people 
a possibility that some of the States that voted against_ it pretty \Yell, but now it is proposed that there be a further dis
might change. If the Senator thinks that is a sufficient ob- cussion of this matter. l\Ieanwhile the press of the country, 
jection to it the proviso could be stricken out, but there was a during all of this agitation, and particularly in the election of 
very strong demand for that proviso to be put in. Members of Congress by whom the matter is to be submitted, 

Mr. HEFLIN. l\Ir. President, there is another point, if the and in the election of the members of the legislature by which 
Senator will permit me, right there. I understand, too, that the thing is to be ratified, is agitating and discussing this sub
if an amendment is to be passed on by the legislature it has ject, and speakers upon the stump are discussing it before the 
been urged that the legislature should have been elected after people. Now it is proposed to give the opponents of the meas
the amendment was submitted or was pending. ure another whack at it, and go before the legislatures of the 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. That does not amount to anything if States; to go before the people in the election of the legislators 
we provide that the legislatures are simply to be the advisers and fight the thing out there, then to go before the legislature 
of the people, and that the thing is ultimately to be controlled of the State and fight the thing out there and endeavor to get 
by the people themselves. an adverse recommendation from the legislature if possible, 

Mr. HEFLIN. I know ; that is in the original plan. and then finally, the fourth time, to go before the people for an 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Yes. expression from them upon the subject. 
Mr. HEFLIN. In some States the governor and the legisla- Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa offered an amendment 

ture are ele~ted for two years. In my State the governor is the object of which was to make it easier to amend the Con
elected for four years and the legislature is elected for four stitution than is now the case. I believe that any movement 
years. Those where they are elected for two years might ought to be in that direction than in the direction of making it 
bring in their new members and take action such as they a little more difficult to amend the Constitution of the United 
wanted to take, providing the machinery, and so forth, and States. Besides, is it not boy's play1 is it not just making the 
those who had the four-yea,r term would have old legisla- legislatures of the several States debating societies, debating 
tures holding on. the subject without any conclusion upon the matter either one 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. But the Senator's objection does not way or the other? It seems to me it is not consistent with the 
apply now, as he understands, if this amendment of mine shall dignity which ought to attach to these bodies. 
be adopted. There is a further objection to this; that is, that ,the proposal 

Mr. HEFLIN. I understand that. now made must inevitably defer the ratification of an amend-
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, the substance of ment to the Constitution by at least two years. That is the 

the amendment now offered by the Senator from Washington way it would operate. Here is the situation: To-day we pass 
[Mr. JONES] was communicated to me yesterday, and I gave the a resolution, by the requisite vote of both Houses of Congress, 
matter some very serious consideration; but I have not been submitting an amendment to the people of the various States. 
able to give my approval to it, and I trust that it will not be Under the amendment as reported by the committee in all 
adopted. reasonable possibility the various States would provide that 

Of course, the action of the legislature is simply academic. the matter should be submitted to the people at the next ensu
Tbe consideration of the amendment is purely so, because it ing general election. Assuming that the resolution were passed 
does not make any difference what the legislature does, either at this time, it would be submitted to the people at the election 
one thing or the other; the action is the same. It goes to the next November, when they would act upon it either one way or 
people for their vote. the other. But under the amendment it could not be voted on 

Mr. President, I do not think that when the action of the next November, because it would first have to go before the 
legislature is academic, anyway, it is to be expected that the legislatures of the States. The legislatures will not meet until 
proposition is going to be debated in the legislature with any January, 1925, and then it would be submitted at the next 
degree of interest or concern. The fight will be made, of course, general election, which would be in November, 1926. No matter· 
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how you fix this, this amendment now proposed would operate 
to delay the ratification of a proposed amendment to the Con
stitution by just two years, and I am opposed to that. · 

As I said the other day, I do not believe there is any ocea
sion at all to amend the Constitution of the United States in 
this particular. I do not believe the people of this country have 
expressed themselves upon this subject in any such way or 
with any such unanimity as calls for the submission of the 
amendment. As I said, if we were going to draft the amend
meut as an original proposition, I would, of course, be in favor 
of submitting the matter to the people directly, as is proposed 
in the amendment; but 1 do not believe there is any occasion 
for this. I submit that up to the present time, Mr. President, 
the voice of the people of the country has been sufficiently ex
pressed and sufficiently accurately expressed through the action 
of the legislatures, and there is no occasion for amending the 
Constitution in this particular at all. But if it is amended, I 
trust it will be amended, in general at least, after the plan of 
the amendment submitted by the committee. 

l\Ir. GEORGE. Mr. President, it so happens that I have 
heard very little of the debate on this most important matter. 
That I regret, since, I think, this proposed amendment to Arti
cle V of the Constitution is a very important matter. 

I would like to say, in addition to what the Senator from 
Montana has said, just a word further in reference to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Washington [Mr. 
JONES]. It is undoubtedly true, as he points out, that to re
quire the submi~sion of an amendment both to the legislatures 
of the States and finally to a vote of the people of the States 
is but an added step, and bot delays the amendment of the 
Constitution in respect to a matter concerning which the people 
may be assumed to desire a change of the Constitution. 

Of course, the amendment would provide for some discus
sion before the legislative bodies of the several States, but that 
discussion would be purely perfunctory. It would be had with 
the conscious view beior-e the legislature that it made no dif
ference how they voted upon the proposed amendment, the 
people themselves would finally decide whether there should 
be an amendment to the Federal Constitution or not. It might 
induce debate, but it would induce debate, it seems to me, 
having very little worth. 

It certainly would delay the ratification of an amendment, 
because the vote of the legislature could be used with powerful 
effect before tl;le people of the States, and those who really 
wished to defeat an amend1Il€nt to the Constitution could go 
before the legislative bodles of the several States and there 
indulge in a prolonged and hard fight for the purpose of getting 
an expression of opinion from the legislature of the State to 
carry before the people, so as to say to the people of the State, 
"Your legislative body has rejected this amendment, and we 
therefore ask you to give consideration to that fact when you 
cast your vote on the question of ratifying the amendment." 

I can not believe that the amendment offered by the Sena
tor from Washington [Mr. JONES] could be productive of any 
possible good. I appreciate the fact that he desires to obtain 
both an exp1·esslon by the legislative body of the State, and 
by the electorate of the State, and I can see a strong reason 
why the legislatures of the several States should be called upon 
to express themselves on the adoption or the rejection of an 
amendment to the Federal Constitution. That I wish to notice 
briefly in just a moment. 

I further agree with the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] 
In his contention that if . the Federal Constitution were now 
submitted to the people for adoption, and if we were first deal
ing with the question of perfecting that instrument by amend
ments, unquestionably most of us, I take it, would be in favor 
of submitting the ratification or rejection of amendments to the 
Federal. Constitution to the electorate of the States. I am 
quite sure of that, for this reason: If there is any place under 
the American system where the genius for self-government has 
expressed itself forcibly and clearly it is within the State 
itself, and not within the National Government. Therefore, if 
it were proposed to solve this question anew, I would have no 
hesitancy in concluding that amendments to the Federal Con
stitution should be accepted or rejected by a vote of the elec
torate in three-fourths of the States, because I know that the 
students of constitutional history and of the perfected Ameri
can system of government will have to turn finally and at last 
to a study of the degree of perfection attained by our system 
within the several States. 

l\1r. Bryce long ago observed, and most European critics of 
our Constitution have observed, that the emphasis has been 

. placed too much upon the Federal Constitution and not enough 
upon the development of the American people along the lines 
of self-government within the States respectively, So if it 

were a new proposition I would have not the slightest hesitancy 
in voting to leave to a vote of the people of three~fourths ot 
the States the question of the acceptance or of the rejection 
of an amendment to the Constitution. 

At first I thought that the proposed constitutional amen<lment 
otfered by the Senator from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] was 
a most meritorious amendment, and I expressed myself as 
favoring that amendment ; but on reflection I believe that it 
would be a mistake to amend the Constitution in the manner 
proposed by the distinguished Senator from New York. There
fore I shall vote, first, for the substitute, but not as proposed 
to be amended by the Senator from Washington [Mr. JONES], 
and then I shall vote against the proposed constitutional amend
ment of the Senator from New York, for this reason, Mr. Presi
dent, which seems to me to be fundamental: 

Every amendment to the Federal Constitution is likewise an 
amendment to every State constitution in the United States. 
Whenever assent is glven by the States to a proposed amend· 
m~nt to the Federal Constitution assent is also given by those 
States to an amendment to their respective constitutions, and 
I think that the decision of the question by the legislatures of 
the States is a matter of fundamental importance, because I 
believe that in determining the all-important question of 
whether the power should reside in the States or should be 
transferred to the General Government, the legislatures of 
the States are much more apt to have in mind the interest 
and the rights and the powers of the States even than the 
electorate of the States, because the voter, when he is called 
upon to pass upon a proposal to amend the Constitution, is 
likely to weigh it upon its intrinsic merits, and is not likely to 
consider the question of whether the power ought to be exer
cised by the General Government, or whether the power ought 
to be left with the governments of the several States. 

For that reason, which I have but briefly indicated, it is my 
purpose and my conviction to vote for the Constitution as it 
now is and against the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New York. As an original proposition, I should say 
that it should be submitted to the electorate of each State. 
Undoubtedly that is true, for the reason that I have but briefly 
tried to indicate; but considering the questi-0n as it actually 
is, and as a practical one, conceding fully that the electorate 
of the several States unquestionably will consiaer the merits 
of .every proposed amendment to the Constitution, and that 
they will not be entirely unmindful of the effect upon the 
States themselves of e.n amendment, which I do not a-ssert, 
I nevertheless believe that it is proper and that it is wise to 
leave to the legislatures of the States the question of the 
adoption or the rejection of an amendment to the Constitution, 
for the reason that the legislatures, because they are the law
making bodies of the States, will keep steadily in mind the 
line between the State power and the Federal power, and that 
they will consider that question as of importance, and not 
merely the question of the merits or demerits of the amendment 
itself. 

I do not want to be misunderstood. I do not mean to intimate 
that the electorate themselves will not have regard for State 
powers. I am not speaking of State rights and State sovereignty 
in the sense that might be objectionable to men who do not hold 
that view. I am speaking of the rights and powers of the States 
in the broad sense in which we are all agreed. I do not mean, 
I repeat, to say that the electorate will not have regard to the 
rights of the States, the powers that should rightly be retained 
by the States, but I do mean to say that in the heat of a political 
campaign, when some great good is about to be accomplished 
by an amendment to the Federal Constitution, some great good 
for which the people of the country have fought for years and 
years and years, the individual voter within the State is likely to 
accept the amendment without much thought of how far 1t cuts 
Into the clear rights ancl prerogatives of the State itself. 

For these reasons, Mr. President, I shall vote for the substi
tute as originally reported by the committee and then I shall 
vote against the proposition ln any form. 

Mr. BR.A.NDEGEE. Mr. President, the constitution of every 
State in the Union is amended by recommendation of its legis
lature and the submission of that recommendation to the peo
ple. The constitution of no State can be amended except the 
people of that State approve it. Now, the Constitution of the 
United States can be amended without any reference to the 
people whatever. An amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States is proposed, and if it gets a two-thirds vote in 
both Houses of Congress it is 1·eferred to the legislatures ot 
the States. It the legislatures of three-fourths of those States 
approve of it, it becomes a valid part of the Constitution of 
the United States. In other words, while each State req11l.res 
that the electors of that State shall vote affirmatively before 
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its State constitution can be amended, we <;an amend the Con
stitution of the United States by the vote of purely legislative 
bodies. It has never seemed right to me since I have thought 
about it at all that the fundamental law of the United States 
of America should be amended without the people of the coun
try or the electors of a single State having anything whatever 
to say about it. It is for that reason that when we ceme to 
amend the Federal Constitution I think it would be wiser to 
follow the plan by which each State amends its own consti
tution, and the amendment which was reported from the Com
mittee on the Judiciary provided for that and nothing else. 

If we are going to amend the Constitution of the United 
States, if we would have the Congress, which is the national 
legislatiYe body, recommend the amendment to the people of 
the several States, which is the national electorate, we would 
cro exactly the analogous thing to what the State does. Each 
State legislature recommends the amendment of the State con
stitution to the electors of that State. They both have to 
agree before the constitution is amended. But it seems to me, 
as I think of it, to be a deplorable thing-I will not say that 
it is an anachronism, but we hear much about the rights of 
the individual in America and his sovereignty-and it seems 
to me to be out of date to say that he shall be prohibited from 
having anything to say about the amendment to the Constitu
tion of the United States except what he can say indirectly 
when he elects a member of the State legislature. Why not 
pursue the exact course that is pursued by the State? 

The resolution which amends the Constitution of the United 
States which is to be passed by Congress does not even have to 
have the signature of the President. Now, to say that we can 
amend the Constitution of the United States by the act of a 
purely legislative body, it seems to me, shows a great lack of 
faith in the capacity of the people to express their wants. 

There are a great many constitutional amendments pending 
before the Judiciary Committee now. I think that the tendency 
is to make them more numerous as the years go by. I myself 
think that the people will be more conservative about tinkering 
with the Constitution of the United States than the legislatures 
would be. 

As to the suggestion of the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
WALSH] that if the amendment proposed to the committee 
amendment by the Senator from Washington [Mr. JoNEs] should 
be adopted the legislature of the State would simply advise the 
electors whether to vote for it or not, that is exactly the func
tion that the legislature performs now in the matter of an 
amendment to a State constitution. An amendment to a State 
constitution is submitted by the legislature, and that means that 
they approve of it, and they therefore submit it to the people 
for their approval. 

A good many Senators, including the Senator from New York 
[Mr. W.rnswowrH], objected to the amendment of the commit
tee, which was the amendment of the Senator from Montana, 
the Walsh amendment so called, because they said it did not 
give the opportunity for any quiet judicial consideration; that 
it was submitted directly by the Congress of the United States, 
w11ere the debate on the question had not been published in the 
newspapers generally of the country and the people of the 
several States might be more or less ill informed 'about how to 
act. The amendment submitted by the Senator from Washing
ton is intended to remedy that defect'. The legislature will not 
be able to stand in the way of the people if they want the 
amendment, and at the same time will afford a forum in which 
the amendment can be adequately debated, first by the judiciary 
committees of both branches of the legislature and then on the 
floor of both of those branches; and the State press would of 
course discuss the matter. That seems to"'me to be a perfectly 
proper amendment and a perfectly proper method. I agree that 
it may defer final action upon the amendment for a year or 
possibly two years in some cases; but if that should prove to 
be an objection, of course we could extend the time provided in 
the amendment from six years to eight years in which the 
amendment might be adopted. 

I would be willing to submit it directly to the people, as ihe 
amendment of the Senator from Montana provides, but 1-,e 
have to get a two-thirds vo!e in this body for this amendment, 
aucl when it is apparent that the Senator from New York [Mr. 
W.1nswoRTH] and other Republican Senators-I think mostly 
Republicans, though I am not sure about that-think that the 
legislatures of the States would be of value in discussing the 
question and informing the people of their several States, if it 
makes it easier for them to vote for what I think on the wbole 
is a good amendment, I can see no objection to adopting the 
amendment of the Senator from Washington. I certainly 
would rather have the Constitution amended as proposed by 
the amendment of tlle Senator from vVashington than to have 

the people of the whole country deprived entirely of taking any 
part in the constitutional amendment process, and I therefore 
see no objection to it. For that reason I shall support the 
amendment of the Senator from Washington to the Walsh sub
stitute. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OI!'FICER (Mr. KENDRICK in the chair). 

Does the ~enator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from 
Ohio? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I yield. 
Mr. WILLIS. I desfre to submit an inquiry to the Senator 

from Connecticut. I should like to ask whether he does not 
think that the inevitable result of the adoption of the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Washington would be to make 
out of the proceedings by the State legislatures a purely per
functory matter? If the Senator will permit me a moment, my 
experience with the referendum proposition has been that what
ever sense of obligation there is in a State legislative body 
when it is understood that the matter is to be subjected to 
referendum anyhow, the argument is always made, "vVell, we 
do not have the :final say upon this matter. Let us just pass 
it and let the people vote upon it." It seems to me that the 
effect of the amendment offered by the Senator from Washing
ton would be to make it merely perfunctory. I would like the 
opinion of the Senator on that suggestion. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I will give it very freely. I had intended 
to indicate what my view of that was. I do not think so at all. 
'l'he Senator says because a body like the legislature does not 
have the final say, therefore they will say, "Let us pass it on," 
and we thus do not get their real conviction about it and do 
not have a real debate on it. The Senator from Montana said 
the debate would be a mere academic debate. I do not think so 
at all. Legislatures do not have their :final say about it now. 
They have to pass it on to the people to amend the constitutions 
of their own States as their constitutional provisions stand 
now; but it is not an academic matter with them, and it is not 
a matter without any interest. It can not be said to be an aca
demic question when the legislature is advising the constituents 
who elect it as to what course they ought to take on amending 
the Constitution of the United States. The fact that the advice 
of the legislature may not be taken will not diminish the in
terest in the debate, and the advice may be either way. The 
people will hear it, whether they heed it or not. It will not be 
an academic question at all, any more than it is academic here. 
We are not going to have the final say on the disposition of 
this question. It is to be · submitted to the State legislatures 
because it is a constitutional amendment, and is to be approved 
by the old method and not the new. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Let me submit to the Senator, 

however, that they do have a say as to whether it shall be sub
mitted or not, and the legislatures would have no say. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Oh, they would have no say as to 
whether it should go to the people or not. They would have a 
say as to whether they approved it or not. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But we do. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Oh, yes, we do; but our vote to submit 

it is no more binding or weighty than a vote of the legislature 
which would recommend it to the people or advise the people 
against it. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I was simply endeavoring to pre
sent the difference in the two situations as affecting the char
acter of debate. Of course, the matter would be as strenuously 
debated in this body, because this body is called upon to act, 
either to submit or not to submit. The character of debate in 
the State legislature would be essentially different, in my jl!dg
ment, because they have no discretion about the matter at all. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. They have a discretion as to whether to 
recommend it or to advise its rejection. Of course, what the 
Senator means, I assume, and what is true is that the action 
of Congress in submitting an amendment to the legislatures is 
necessary to the taking effect of the amendment, wnile the 
action of the legislature would only be advisory. 

Mr. WALSH of Montar.a. I would put it this way: We 
can block the amendment. They can not do so. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Yes; that is true. We can block the 
amendment and the legislatures could not under the amend
ment of the Senator from ·washington. But I say the reason 
for proposing the amendment is to meet the objection enter
tained by certain Senators that it would be done without con
sideration and too hastily if submitted to the people without 
some intermediary. 'l'hat they wish a process of having the 
legislature discuss• the mattcc· and having it discussed in the 
press for their benefit. I think when we are amending the 
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Constitution, the more discussion of it by everybody the better 
it will be. So I think there is virtue in the amendment. It 
certainly provides a forum of debate. The calm consideration 
by a judiciary committee-

Mr. EDGE. And, Mr. President, in that connection, ·after 
having lived under the Constitution for nearly 140 years, pos
sibly a year's delay will not be a great cletriment to the 
public. 

1\1r. BRANDEGEE. No; it would not be a great detriment. 
So far as the merits of this particular measure are concerned, 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. W ALSHJ says he does not be
lieve there is any demand for it anyway a:P-d that we have 
lived for 135 years under the present system. As the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. EDGE] says, the matter of one year or 
more or less in the adoption of future amendments will not be 
a very serious thing. 

l\fr. FESS. Mr. President, when first I reae the joint reso
lution, and bega.n to give it study, I was inclined not to favor 
it. I at first thought that a portion of the joint resolution 
would make it very difficult to amend the Constitution in re
sponse to some great demand on the part of the people, but 
after reading the resolution more carefully and considering the 
changes proposed, I am now rather inclined to believe that the 
amendment suggested to the Constitution would be beneficial 
rather than detrimental The proposal to require one of the 
brm1ches of the legislature to be elected after the authorization 
has been given by Congress seems to .be in accordance with 
modern democratic progress, and it seems to me to be entirely 
logical. While I do not appreciate all of the criticisms and the 
comments which have been made as to the great number of 
legislatures tllat have ratified recent amendments although 
elected before such amendments were proposed, yet I can under
stand that some benefit might accrue frem the course proposed. 
,Consequently, I see no detriment in requiring at least one branch 
bf the ratifying legislature to be elected after the authorization 
by Congress bas been given, and I have no objection to voting 
fo.r that phase of the resolution. 

Ji did at first think that the permission to withdraw a rati
fication when once the legislature had given it would be rather 
a dangerous al'l.thority. I recalled the history of my own State 
when it undertook to revise its political decision in the ratifi
cation of one of the war amendments, when there was great 
claim in the legislature by the lawyers of the State that such 
permission should be granted. As has been stated on the floor 
of the Senate~ it was decided, and I think correctly, that the 
right to withd1mw should not be exercised. 

It seems to me that if, after three-fourths of the legislatures 
had ratified, the legislature of one State could withdraw its 
ratification, it would be very serious; but the joint resolution 
does not involve that pro.position. It involves the propo"Jltion 
of withdrawing the ratification before the necessary three
fourths of the legislatures have ratified the amendment; and 
if a subsequent legislature should decide that a former legis
lative ratification was wrong, I do not see any injury to come 
if the subsequent legislature should withdraw the former rati
fication, provided, of course, It shall be done before the three
fourths which would be necessary to make the amendment a 
part of the organic law had been secured. That is as far as 
this proposition goes. It seems to me that also is logical and 
can not involve any injury to anybody. 

The suggestion of ratification of constitutional amendments 
by a vote of the people rather than by the legislatures h~ also 
in accordance with the modern democratic movement, though 
I have some doubt about the wisdom of the drift toward the 
primary system and toward the general movement in the law
making process away from the legislatures to the people of 
the E:ltates, and though I sometimes question the wisdom even 
of the change effected by the seventeenth amendment. Whether 
or not we have elevated the standard of this body by the 
change in the manner o:t the election of Senators is still an 
open question; and yet that is the modern movement; that 
seems to be the order of the day. It is not only so in this 
country, but it is so all over the world where the drift is away 
from the decision of the representatives back to the decision 
of the original voters. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Montana. 
1\Ir. WALSH of Montana. I should like to ask whether the 

doubt which the Senator has expressed of the wisdom of the 
adoption of the seventeenth amendment has risen since the 
ado11tion or whether the Senator entertained the doubt before 
the amendment was adopted 1 • 

Mr. FESS. The Senator from Ohio was in favor of the change 
which was worked by the amendment, but a doubt has come in 
his mind as to whether or not we have bettered the situation by 
the adoption of the amendment. 

l\!r. WALSH of Montana. The Senator's answer is not very 
direct. The Senator has stated he was in favor of the amend
ment. That was not the <]Uestion I Rsked. The Senator has nof 
even yet stated that he is not in favor of the amendment but 
has stated that he is n-0w in doubt of its wisdom. I wish to know, 
merely as a matter of information, what the sober judgment is 
of those who believed in the wisdom of the seventeenth amend· 
ment, whether or not any of them have changed their views 
about the matter ; and I thought possibly the Senator from Ollie> 
had changed his mind about it. 

Mr. FESS. I am of the opinion that the Senator from Ohio 
has, in a measure, changed his mind. Originally, in the midst of 
the general <lrift throughout the country to give more power to 
the people, and even to extend that power to the election o:t 
Senators, I was a believer that the change proposed by the seven· 
teenth amendment would be a benefit to the country. That was 
when the amendment was adopted. Since then I have come to 
have, as I have intimated, serious doubt as to whether or not the 
change was beneficial. 

Mr. DALE. Mr. President--
l\1r. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Vermont. 
l\Ir. DALEJ. Aside from the question as to whether the seven

teenth amendment is a benefit to the country, the Senator will 
not question that the present arrangement affords an oppor
tunity to ascertain more nearly the expression of the will 
ot tile average voter? 

l\Ir. FESS. No; the Senator from Ohio would not deny 
that the direct vote of the people is a closer and more accurate 
expression of the momentary judgment of the people than 
when that judgment is voiced through some intermediary body. 
The only question is whether the direct judgment of the people 
this year is not entirely different from what the direct judg
ment of the people was last year, and whether it will not be 
entirely different next year from what it is now. In other 
words, when we talk about following the popular pulse we 
find that the popular pulse changes very rapidly, so that any 
man who would attempt to respond entirely to what he thinks 
the public wants him to do would find himself much confused, 
for he would find himself going in one direction one year and 
in an opposite direction another year. 

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

Mr. FESS. I yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Does not the Senator think 

that one reason why the seventeenth amendment is not a suc
cess is that so small a proportion of the electorate takes ad
vantage of the opportunities that it gives, so that Senators 
actually are elected by a very small fraction of the popular 
vote and not by a general outpouring of sentiment? 

Mr. FESS. The observation of the Senator from Pennsyl· 
vanta is accurate, as everyone will recognize who has studied 
the operations of the primary law. As an officer of the OhM> 
Constitutional Convention, when it had the question of the 
primary before it, I supported the direct primary as being the 
inherently proper method to adopt, because the people them
selves ought to have the authority to- say who shall be the men 
to represent them in vartous capacities. 

Mr. DALE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. FESS. I will yield in a moment. Every close observer

of the operation of the primary law in my State must have 
noticed tbe very small fraction of the citizenry that goes to the 
polls to determine who the candidates shall be. So, while the 
principle is inherently right, the practice of it is woefully 
inefficient. I now yield to my friend from Vermont. 

Mr. DALE. Mr. President, I do not quite like the way in 
which both the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Penn
sylvania leave this matter. They have been talking about 
"the reasons why the seventeenth amendment is not a suc
cess." Do I understand that the Senator from Ohio and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania take the position that the seven
teenth amendment in its results is rfbt a success? 

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

Mr. FESS. I yield. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I think the seventeenth amend

ment, which calls for the popular election of Senators, would 
be a conspicuous success if people would take advantage of it; 
but the fraction of the electorate that votes in such elections 
is discouragingly small, and we do not get the best thought of 
our people in most of the elections. While I criticize the re-
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sults of the seventeenth amendment, r do 1t with a fulf'con· 
sciousness that I. should not be here myself·· if· the old syetem 
still prevailed, because r an not· think any Pennsylvania legtsla· 
ture ever would have elected me to the Senate. ~vertheleSS', I 
think that on the whole, and with my own case perhaps as an 
illustration, the amendment has not worked anything like as 
well as we had hoped. 

Mr: WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
The· PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from Montana? 
MT. FESS. In just a moment. 
The observation made by the Senator from Pennsylvania is 

a fine concrete example of the exception to the rule that I 
bad in mind. Pennsylvania, in its last vote for election of 
Senators by a popular vote, certainly did great credit to itself 
a.nd to the Nati-On and to this body. The question is whether 
or not the same thing was done in my own State and in other 
States. 

I yield to my friend from 1\Iontana. 
Mr. WALSH of :Montana. r was going ta remark- that it 

would not be at all to the credit of the Legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania if' they should refuse to elect the junior Sena· 
tor from that State a Member of this· body. His election is an 
argument, and a . strong one, in favor of the existing system, 
because I am sure that in the estimation of all of bis colleagues 
he suffers not at all by comparison with his predecessors in 
this body who were sent here by the Legislatures of the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

M'r. FESK I certainly concur in the statement of the 
Senator. 

Mr: REED of Pennsyiva:n,ia.. I beg that the unfortunate 
illustration which I picked will not be followed any further. 

Mr. FESS. I -would have. picked it if the Senator had not. 
Mr. WALSH' of :Niontana. I am rnoYed to suy a word, how

ever, in this connection, by what was said by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. Of' course it is a deplorable fact that 
thei'e is so much al)senteeism at the time of our elections. It 
it a matter of general animadversion and universal regret that 
so small a percentage of the qualified electors. vote at the elec
tion, but it you should institute a comparison between tbe 
number of electors who vote directly for United States Sena· 
tors now and tl1e nnmher of eleetors who voted indirectly under 
the old system, I think :r;>robably you would not find much dif
ferel'lce. In other words, bad as it is now, it is no worse than 
i! was under tlle old srstern, and so it i's with the prlmary elec
tion system. 

It is too bad that so small a proportion of the electorate 
vote at the primary elections, but I am uerfeetly certain that 
if you figured up the number who attended the caucuses Hnder 
the old system-I mea;n away down; the precinct caucuses,
and summed up those, as compared with the number who vote 
at the primaries, Y.OU would find th.at at least 100 per cent 
ntore votes are cast in tbe nrimaries no:w than there ever were 
at the caucuses when they were condu~ted honestly. Of course, 
we all know that under the old caucus system there were 
more votes cast in the caucus sometimes than there were 
voters in ti:te prec.i;ncts; but I am speaking now about the 
honest expression. Everybody knows-if r may use that ex
pression-that more people vote. in the :primaries now than 
V'Oted under the old system, and yet from every platform from 
wllicli the . opponents of the primary election system talk you 
will ·hear the welkin ring- about "the failure of the system" 
because so few people attend the primaries. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Ml". President, will the Senator· 
yield to me to say a wqrd in reply to the Senator from Mon
tana? 

Mr. FESS. I yield. 
Mr. REED of Pennsylvanfa. I do not believe that the Sena

tor from Montana is any greater believer in popular govern
ment than we are, but the Senator surely must realize that it 
is a great problem that we have before us in the limited par
ticipation in elections by our people. 

Mr. W .A.LSH of Montana. I recognize that fully. 
Mr. REE]) of Pennsylvania. That being_ so, is not any check 

on hasty judgment by that small minority advisable? I 
believe that if the whole population, or· substantially all of it, 
would take part in these elections, we might safely leave to a 
referendum of those peovle the decision on such questions as 
this; but when we remember that only a small fraction, some
times as low as 10 per cent; will attend those elections, is it 
not wise to have tllat intermediate check of action by the 
legislature? . 

I will grant yon that probably that legislature is not e~cep
tionally capable, nat as capable as it, would be if all people 
voted· in its election, but its presence there acts as a check on 

.• 

ra-sh and ill-considered measures-; · and it seems to me that there 
is some. val'tle; paTticularly where our people will not vote, in 
interposmg that check against the impulsive action of the 
minority. 

Mr. WALSH of' Montana. Of course, the difference behveen 
the Senator from Penns~vania and myself is that he is appre
hensive of hasty and ill-considered action. I am not. Like 
Pa.trick Henry, I have no way of ' judging of the future but by 
the past. I know of no time in the past when there has been 
hasty, ill-considered, and precipitate action with reference to a 
constitntlonal amendment, and therefure I am not apprehensive 
of anything of the kind in the future. I think the checks that 
we now have are checks enough. Of course, r agree that the.re 
ought to be some checks as against hasty or ill-considered 
action. No one can dispute that. We have those checks, as I 
think, now. · 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, reverting- to the observation of 
the Senator from Montana on the old caucus system, I would 
not want to be regarded as believing that we should go back to 
that system. It had its very serious drawbacks, and the abuses 
that grew out of ' it were such that it will never be resumed. 
There may be some intermediary :glan by which we might help 
the primary system. I do not know whether- that is possible 
or not. Some States have attempted it, like New York, and 
other States are cllscussing other intermediary plans. But, to 
revert to the joint resolution that is before us--

Mr. DILL. l\:.Er. President, before the Senatar leaves that 
subject will he permit me to interrupt him? 

l\fr. FIDSS. I yield to the Senator· from Washington. 
Mr. DILL. I want to make just one observation about the 

seventeenth amend'rnent in answer - to the suggestion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, namely, the small number of' voters 
taking part in the election. It is my belief, and I think· the 
statistics of eleetinns will bea1~ me out, that as many people 
vote in the elections for- Senators as vote f'or governors or 
Congressmen, and tltat if it is an argument against the direct 
election of Senato-rs- that not enough people vote-, the sam·e 
argument can be made in regard to nearly all of our State 
officials. 

Mr. FESS. It has been aUeg:ed in some quarters that the 
Wadsworth joint resolution wnl make it quite difficult to 
am~nd the Constitution. I do not see that objection as vatid. 
In fact, it is not easy to amend the Constitution under Article 
V. I go fmther to state that it ought not to be made easy 
to amend it. In other words, tbe Constitution is the organic 
law that ought not to be change~ in the language of Jefferson, 
for light and transient causes, and should never be regarded 
as a rnere c-ode of law. 

Mr. GERRY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempere. Does the Senator from 

Ohio yield ' to the Senator from Rhode Isla.ndi 
Mr. FESS. I yield. 
Mr. GERRY. As I' understand the Senator from Ohio, be 

was talking about the question of' the lack of' interest on the 
part of the voters and the small number of voters who often 
vote'd on important questions, such as the electio.n. of. Senators. 
I should li1.."'e to call the Senator's attenttpn to certain States
for example, my own State, Rhode Island-where, under the 
old system of Senators being elected by the legislatures, a very 
small percentage of the people of the State were. represente.d 
in a majority of their legislatures. AEt a concrete example of 
whs.t I mean, the city of Providence, with its large population 
of over 200,000, has only one Senator. The town of West 
Greenwich, with three or foui· hundred population, has one 
S'enator, with the result that we have a minority in the State 
controlling the legislature, and thus unde.r the old system a 
minority of the voters of the State were able to cho.ose the 
representative of the State in tbe United States Senate. 

Ml'. FESS. I will say to my friend from Rhode Island that 
I only repeat what I said a moment ago. I am not defending 
the old method, and that is not. an issu,e, for the simple reason 
that the seventeenth amendment is a :gart of the organic law 
of the land.. Without doubt, it will always remain in the Con
stitution. It is a question that is settled. I am glad to have 
the statements of the various S.enators that demonstrate the 
wisdom of the proposed change in this amendment to give the 
right to ratify to the people instead of to the legislatures, if 
they so choose to do; so that there is no point o.i difference. 
I presume that my suggestion earlier i.n. the day of a doubt of 
the wisdom of the change has provoked all ot these comments, 
which I appreciate very much. 

Mr. GERRY. I will say to the Senator that I just made that 
comment as showing the necessity of a change in the amend

, ment sugg:~sted by. the S.enatm: ftom New York; that we should 
have the question submitted directly to tbe people, so as really 
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to get the true views of the different States. 1\Iinority approval 
could happen again on any other question that. might come up 
in tho States where -we did not have a majority of the people 
of the States properly represented. 

l\Ir. lPESS. I am glad to have the Senator's approval of the 
matter. 

l\lr. DALE. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 

Ohio yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
Mr. FESS. I yield. _ 
)lr. DALJ<J. I am sorry to break in on the Senator's time 

so much, but this is a matter of great consequence. 
Mr. FE~.S. I yield gladly to the Senator. There is no break

ing in. 
l\fr. DALE. I should like to ask the Senator's opinion on 

thi:::; element of the matter: To my mind it is not so much a 
question of the number of voters; it is the question of the 
powers that control the caucus, and that can not control 
under the present system, which, to my mind, is the vital ques
tion. 

l\Ir. FESS. That consideration will without doubt prevent 
the caucus method ever being resumed in the country, because 
just the matter suggested by the Senator from Vermont is the 
one outstanding objection to that method of nomination. The 
only thing that I am concerned about is with our present 
method. Can we improve it so as to make it of general in
terest, so that the general citizen will be interested in naming 
the candidates for office? 

Now, Mr. President, to resume, I am one of the Senators who 
do not believe there is any great danger in the difficulty of 
amending the Constitution. In other words, I should think 
that the greater danger would be in the ease with which a con
stitution might be amended. There ought to be a sharp dis
tinction between constitutional sanction which is found in the 
organic law and legislative enactment which is the product of 
this body and the other body. One of the greatest comments 
that can be made upon the stability of our system is the few 
amendments that have been made to the organic law in the 
nearly 150 years of our national existence. 

That matter was gone over by the Senator from New York 
(Mr. WADS WORTH] in the opening of the cliscui;:sion of this joint 
resolution. Originally there were 12 amendments proposed 
and submitted to tbe people. Those amendments were all' dis
cussed at the Constitutional Convention that ran through from 
May until Septeuber, but they were not discussed as amend
ments. They were discussed" as a bill of rights. There were 
two schools of thought in that convention. One was led by 
James Madison, who believed in a bill of rights. The other 
was led by Alexande1· Hamilton, who insisted that there was 
no such thing as a bill of rights in a democratic government; 
that a bill of rights presupposed the existence of a power 
above, sending down authority to those below. He said ther0 
was no place for a bill of rights in a constitution of the people, 
where the people themselves wrote or drafted the constitu
tion, and while there was a desire to inculcate somewhere the 
principle of the Dill of Rights for the protection of the people 
against despotic government, the question was, Shall it be u 
part of the organic law or shall it b-e added as an addendum 
to the organic law? It was decided that it should be adued, 
and it was added in the form of amendments. We usually refer 
to them as the first 10 amendments, but the first 11 amendments 
are our Bill of Rights. The eleventh ought to be inclu<led, 
for that is an amendment which forbids a State being dragged 
into court as a defendant upon the complaint of a citizen. No 
one in the convention thought that the Constitution would 
permit that. It was eyen discussed in the Constitutional Con
vention, but later on a citizen of South Carolina, one Chisholm, 
actually sued the State of Georgia an<l made it a defendant in 
court, and when that jncident occurred the only remedy, the 
only way to make the Constitution as the fathers thought they 
originally had it was the submission of an amendment, and 
that is the eleventh amendment, adopted in 1798, which ought 
to have been a part of the original Bill of Rights. So, 1\Ir. 
President, the first 11 amendments are not amenclments in the 
sense that they are changes of the organic law from what tlle 
fathers themselves intended originally the organic law 
should be. 

ilir. GERRY. l\ir. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. FESS. Yes. 
~Ir. GERRY. I do not want to break into the Senator's argu

ment, but I want to ask him a question. I have not hearu 
all his argument, as I came into the Chamber just a few 
moments ago. Is he in favor of the proposed amendment to 
the Constitution submitted by the Senator from New York, 
,-.,-1licll provides that a State may provide for the affirming or 

reversing of the action of its legislature; in other words, hRve 
the legislature pass on a constitutional amendment first, and 
then have it submitted to the electors, or submit it directly 
to the electors? 

Mr. FESS. I see no objection to that. 
Mr. GERRY. Of course, in a State like my own, where a 

majority of the legislature does not represent a majority of the 
State, with the word "may" included it is possible that the 
amendment would not be submlfted to the voters of the State, 
is it not? 

Mr. FESS. I should prefer to leave it permissi've, rather 
than make it mandatory. 

Mr. GERRY. In my State it is practically impossib1e to 
amend the constitution. We have tried to amend it for years, 
but we have a minority control1ing the legislature, preventing 
progressive legislation, and preventing amendments to the con
stitution. We even go so far that we have a property qualifi
cation for voters, and voters have to .register before the 30th 
of June in each year. 

M:r. 11'ESS. They need a campaign of education over there. 
Mr. GERRY. We have been conducting one, but so far we 

have not been successful. So that really the Senator's amend
ment, so far as my State is concerned, would not go half far 
enough, if we are to have a popular expression of opinion. 

Mr. FESS. I should prefer to Jeave it permissive than to 
make it mandatory. In my own State the legislature would 
probably refer ratification to the people. Under our trend 
over in Ohio we might require that it be done by a vote of the 
people. There was much said about our experience with the nine
teenth amendment. We thought the Constitution was perfectly 
clear on that, that it was the legislature's function, and when 
an effort vrns rna<le to prevent that action being taken by having 
it referred to the vote of the people, a great many people, 
including myself, stated that that would not do a bit of good, 
because the Constitution specified how it should be done, that 
it was already done, and we made no effort whatever to stir 
up the people on the matter, thinking it was already done. 
But my opinion is that if this proposed amendment is ratified 
the act of ratification of an amendment in Ohio will be by the 
people rather than by the legislature. ·That would be my 
judgment. 

l\fr. EDGE. l\fr. President, if the amendment remains as 
proposed by the Senator from New York and such a situation 
should exist as has been presented by the Senator from Rhode 
Island-in other words, if a legislature refused to submit an 
amendment to a vote of the people-the result would be that 
in such State they would be following just exactly the law we 
have to·clay. 

l\fr. FESS. Preci'5ely. 
Mr. EDGE. There would be absolutely nothing gained by the 

ratification of this constitutional amendment, so far as those 
States were concerned. 

l\fr. WADSWORTH. The Senator will note that one house of 
the legislature would have to be elected subsequent to the sub
mission of an amendment. 

Mr. EDGE. Yes; but the actual machinery would be ex
actly the same as exists now in any State where the legisla
ture refused to submit it to the people. Is not that correct? 

1\fr. GERRY. Exactly. 
l\Ir. FESS. That is correct now, but let me state to the 

Senator from New Jersey that if this amendment is not rati· 
fied, then the present method must always be follo'''ed, no 
matter 'vllat campaign of educatiop might be carried on in the 
States; but if the amendment is put into the Constitution, 
then whenever the State, through its majority, decides in 
favor of the popular ratification, it has the authority; other-
wise it would not have. _ 

Mr. EDGE. But if we go a step further, in view of the 
fact that we nre now considering this as an improvement of 
the present system-as we are, or we would not be consider
ing it at all-if the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Washington is adopted we will assure ourselves of a change in 
the system, will we not? 

Mr. FESS. Yes; then the change must be made whether 
the legislature wants it or not. 

Mr. GERRY. That, l\Ir. President, is really what those of 
us who are in States where we have the rotten borough system 
are heartily in favor of, so as to get popular government, be
cause we really now have to go out and conduct a campaign 
for registration every year, in the spring, so as to inform the 
people that they must register before the 1st of July if they 
wish to be heard on election <lay, which ls six months off. 

Mr. FESS. I prefer to leave it permissive. In nearly 150 
years of national dev&lopment, during which time the most · 
wonderful" changes which have taken place in the history o:t 
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the wo:rld took place, we have virtually had only half a dozen 
amendments to the Federal Constitution, which to me is the 
suggestion of the great genius of the framers of that instru
ment. While i't is true that we ordina:rily refer to them as 19' 
amendments, the first 11 really 'vere not amendments. The 
:first real amendment to t'he Constitution was the twelfth, and 
the thirteenth, fourteenth, and :fifteenth are all war amend
ments, growing out of the slavery question, one designed to 
give freedom, the second citizenship, and the other suffrage. 
Therefore, from the standpoint of the framers of the Constitu
tion, they would stand as only one change, applying to the 
liberated citizens of the country. That makes but two amend
ments. Then the sixteenth, seventeenth, eighteenth, and nine
teenth make the six. 

In fact, the sixteenth amendment was regarded by very many 
people as unnecessary, and only by a vote of 4 to 5 in the 
Supreme Court was it made necessary. In other words, many 
of our best legal minds thought that we could lay an income 
tax without changing the Constitution. If that had not been 
necessary there would have been only five changes in this 
fundamental instrument in 150 years. . 

111r. OVER:J.IAN. It was generally believed also that if that 
question had been brought before the Supreme Court again 
they would have decided in favor of tbe income tax. One 
judge changed his mind overnight, the Senator will remember. 

l\Ir. FESS. I really have no doubt of the accuracy of the 
statement of the Senator. 

Mr. OVERMAN. When we adopted the joint resolution pro
posing the income tax amendment, it was understood that if 
another case were brought before the Supreme Court they 
would hold the law constitutional. 

Mr. FESS. May I say that here is an instrument of only 
7 short articles, only 39 sections, only 84 paragraphs, couched 
in less than 4,000 words, which has stood the test for 150 years, 
with only half a do7,en amendments, covering a period marking 
the greatest development the world has ever seen, written for 
3,000,000 people, now serving 110,000,000, during the most 
mairvelous transitions of our whole social, industrial, and politi
cal system. I regard it as the greatest concrete example of 
governmental genius, unlike anythjng in the history of the 
world. 

J'.\lr. OVERl\i1AN. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 

yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
l\fr. FESS. I yield. , 
l\Ir. OVERMAN. The Senator is a historian and knows all 

about this matter, and is ve1·y interesting in what he says. 1 
ask the Senator if he has ever lmo•vn of so man:r resolutions 
being introduced in Congre.ss with the object of changing the 
Constitution in all the history of this country? 

Mr. FESS. No; I have not, and I deplol'e it. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I know the Senator deplores it. It seems 

to me there is an agitation to change U1e Constitution; and 
that is why this amendment is urged. The people feel there is 
a menace, a warning, and that we ought to take some action 
and let the people say whether au amendment should be 
.adopted or not. 

Mr. FESS. For the reason offered by the Senator, and the 
J'eason I stated a moment ago, I am not afraid of the allegation 
that this is going to make it impossible to amend the Constitu
tion when ,an amendment ought to be effected. I have no fear 
of that. I am averse to the ease with which we attack tlie 
fundamental law of the land, and I am not an .adherent of 
those wh-0 think that the Constitution should b~ put on the basis 
of a statute. On the other hand, it ought to be maintained as 
the body of constitutional sanction instructing Congress, within 
its limits, what to do. 

I shall therefore support the joint resolution offered by the 
~nator from New York. I do not see my way clear to support 
the substitute, and I do not believe the amendment offered by 
the Senatot· from Washington [Mr. JoNEs] would effectively 
strengthen the joiot resolution. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I have been 
aided in reaching a decision on this question by asking myself 
and keeping in mind this query, Why is this proposal here? 
Why should anybody ask us to change the method of amending 
our Constitution? It is because, is it not, that there have been 
certain abuses under the present system. Is this true? Un
questionably that contention has been proven by the Senator 
from N-ew York C:Mr. WADSWORTH] and by other SenatOJ.·s, who 
have recited what has occurred in certain legislatures when 
amendments have been ratified in the past. These irregu
larities, it is claimed, are of such a character that a.t times 
tile popular judgment has been thwarted. I would like to 
know if there is any more serious 1n<Uctment of a system of 

democrat'lc governmtm.t than the claim that it is possible to 
change the organic law against the will -0f the people? I re
peat, Is there anything more serious than that? Has it been 
done? In my own State it has been done. The legislature of 
my State voted to ratify -0m~ ot those amendments which a 
maj-ority of the people were, are, and always have been opposed 
to. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senat<>r from 

Massachusetts yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
Mr. WAD SW ORTH. Ma.y I remind the Senator that the 

legislature of his State ratified an amendment to the Federal 
Constitution, the subject matter of which had been voted upon 
in the State of Massachusetts and the people not only in the 
State at large but in every county, every city, ev-ery town. and 
e-rery ward but two in the State rejected it. 

Mr. W ALSB of Massachusetts. The Senator is absol'utely 
-correct. . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The legislature thei-eafter ratified It in 
spite of that vote. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I thank the Senator for ela.bo· 
rating upon my statement. Massachusetts, however, is not the 
only State that could be cited. 

Mr. President, I restate the proposition. There. has been such 
an operation of the p1·ovisions in our law for amending the Con· 
stitution that abuses have grown up so that it is possible in the 
future, as it has actually happened in the past, that there may 
be incorporated in the fundamental law of this country amend
!Dents to the people's Constitution that they themsNves would 
not approve if they should be submitted to them? What addi
tional reasons are needed to necessitate a change? Is such a 
system tending to make democracy secure and in'V"iolate in 
America? 

How can this be prevented? What remedy is proposed? 
Place, some say, another check upon State legislatores wfl.ere, 
in some, irregularities or abuses have been practked; change 
the constitution in order to mnke it a little more difficult for 
the State legislature to act arbitrarily and defeat the popular 
will. 

Even if the1·e ha\"e been evils, if there have been Irregularities, 
but the public will has not been nullified, then the importance 
of a chnllge is of little consequence. The real complaint, let us 
n-0t forget, is that it is possible for State legislatures t<> fasten 
upon the American people amendment~ to their Constitution 
which they themselves d-0 not want; that minority groups1 po
litical or sinister influences, can control a sutfident number of 
the legislators of the several States to change the organic law 
that the people do not desire changed, and the people must 
remain helpless, must accept the verdict of their legislatures 
despite their own desires and regardless of the unwortl1y 
motives or improper influences exerted upun their legislatu'tes. 

Ml'. President, there is only one remedy that is honest, that is 
straightfui-ward and dlrect-it is to give to the people them
selves the power to determine their organic lnw. When C<m
grf"Ss proposes a-change in the Constitution we should submit 
the propo~al, not to State legislatures that may be manipulated 
politically, corruptly, or otherwise, as such bodies have been 
occasionally manipulated, but to the people themselves. This 
argument can not be refuted effectively. There is no answer 
except an evasive one. The antithesis to this proposition is 
that the agencies or representatives of the people have a ~·\ght 
to misrepresent the judgment of the people and the people 
must remain helpless and powerless if they do so. If the people 
have any inherent rights at all, it is the right to change their 
Constitution, to determine their form of government. Yes, Mr. 
President, they have the right to make mistakes, but no legis· 
lature has a right to make mistakes, lli"J.dvertent as they 
might be. 

Therefore I shall support the only direct way of correcting 
methods that have been and may again be employed t-o thwart 
the people from expressing themselves about the basic law of 
the country under which they shall live, under which they shall 
serve, under which tl1ey shall, if necessary, fight and die. They 
can not have abiding respect for a constitutional amendm~nt 
in .which they do not believe and which is fastened upon 
them against their ju-dgment- in the manner in which it \ms 
done in my State-by legislative action eontrary ro the ele~rly 
expressed sentiment of the people. Such possibilities make for 
indifference and distrust of if not eventually utter disrespect 
and disregard for the laws of the country. 

Mr. President, if we are really in earnest and sincerely try
in.g to .find an improved method by which to change and correct 
these irregularities, abuses, evils, whatever you. want to call 
them, it is to go directly to the people and submit any proposed 
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constitutional amendment to them. . After the people act there 
can JJe no further questioning of the popular will and authority. 

As to the amendment of the Senator from Washington [1\lr. 
JoNEs], I do not see any special danger in it. So strongly do 
I faYor the submission of constitutional amendments to the 
people that I would accept his amendment even if it makes 
for indirect action and delay. I do not think it contributes 
greatly to obtaining a more direct and intelligent expression 
from the people. I would prefer not to have it inserted, but 
if it will help get the two-thirds votes in the Senate necessary 
to give the people the final word on their Constitution, I will 
accept it, but on that ground only. If we can not obtain a 
direct road to the people, I would take an indirect one as long 
as it is possible to get their final verdict before they are bound. 

Mr. President, the desideratum to insist upon is that the 
people themselves shall finally, at some stage in the proceed
ings to change their Constitution, say what they want their 
organic law to be. 

I 'am not alarmed about the agitations to amend the Constitu
tion. Those who talk about the people not being trusted in 
the amending of their own Constitution are really at heart 
distrustful of popular government. Only a very few amend
ments have been made to our Oonstitution that are not now 
practically unanimously approved by our people. 

When you assert that the election of Senators by direct vote 
Instead of by legislatures was a mistake, I ask you to say which 
Senator here elected by a constituency in one of the States 
should not be here? Are you charging that a mistake was 
made because in the opinion of some the caliber of the Sena
ate has deteriorated, becaUBe there are not as many million
aires, because there are not as many social celel>rities or highly 
educated men here as there used to be? · 

The test of whether the Senate has deteriorated or not is 
whether we are turning out legislation that is trul~· more popu
lar, more inclined to the promotion of the general welfare, that 
is more and better expressive of the will of all the people antl 
not the test that some, I fear, apply, · to wit, that the Senate 
is not so easily controlled by reactionary forces or special in
terests. Is not the real reason of you who complain about tbe 
Senate since popular elections came the. fact that your political 
theories have been scorned, your political powers luwe been 
lessened since the people began to elect? I agree with the Sen
ator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] that the people are 
conservative, more conservative than some legislatures, and, 
indeed, I believe not so likely to be influenced by minorities or 
selfish political interests as the legislatures might he. 'The 
people of the several States can be relied upon as well aR the 

. legislatures to protect State rights, even more so than tlle 
legislatures themselves. There is a deeper and more sincere 
appreciation manifested and inherent in the body politic for 
their constitution, especially its fundamental principles, than 
with which we credit them. 

Mr. President, there is one and only one way to remedy this 
condition, and it is to leave the ded!'ion to the people. Trust 
them. They have a right to make mistakes, but their legis
lators have no right to make mistakes for _ them. The agent 
has no business to be mistaken if he can get an honest ex
pression of judgment of his principal. The people shoul<l and 
must, if democracy is to grow and be a reality, have this right, 
and we should at once rid ourselves of the possibility of further 
abuses of legislatures when passing upon constitutional amend
ments. 

Mr. EDGE. l\lr. President, it appeals to me to be particularly 
important that we should adopt the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. JONES]. As I interpret 
the resolution before us, without the adoption of that amend
ment we are really accomplishing very little. The results at 
least might be doubtful. The resolution as it has been modi
fied or perfected, without the ai:pendmeut offered by the Senator 
from Washington, as has been brought out by questions on the 
floor, does not finally 1·efer a proposed constitutional · amend
ment to the people unless the legislature desires to have that 
action taken; in other words, unless the legislature by an act 
of the legislature, or amendment of the Staie constitution pro
viding for it, refers it to the public for a referendum vote of 
all the people. There can not be any other interpretation of 
the proposed amendment without the acceptance of the amend
ment of the Senator from 'Vashington. To me, and, I am 
sure, to every Senator, its meaning is perfectly clear: 

That any State may provide for a popular vote to affirm <>r reverse 
the action of its legislature, such vote to stand in lieu of prior action 
or the legislature. 

Mr OVERMAN. The Senator is not reading the amendment 
of the Senator from WashJ.ngton. 

Mr. EDGE. I am reading now from the resolution as modi
fied by its introducer, the Senator from New York [Mr. WADS
WORTH], with the anticipation that we will finally reach that 
resolution: The effect of it, as I have said, is perfectly clear. 
If the legislature, acting arbitrarily, as suggested by the Sen
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH], decides to ratify or 
not to ratify a proposed constitutional amendment referred to 
the country by the Congress and declines to refer the resolu
tion to the people for a populai: vote, of course, the people 
would have no opportunity to vote upon it. 

I entirely agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that 
there have been occasions where the vote of the people of the 
States would undoubtedly have changed the action taken by the 
legislature. Therefore, there is reason for the passage of some 
constitutional amendment to correct that evil, and I fail to see . 
where we are really accomplishing the apparent undeniable 
purpose by making it permissive .with the legislature. It is 
just the type of legislature that arbitrarily refuses to permit the 
people to vote that the Congress wants to reach. We can not 
reach them if we leave it entirely within their jurisdiction as 
to whether they are going to refer it to the people o·r otherwise. 

TI:ierefore, if we are adopting an amendment to the Federal 
Constitution 'Yhich will later cause constitutional amendments 
to be referred to the people of every State in the Union, let 
us at l~ast give the States the opportunity, when their legislil 
tures meet to consider it, to ratify the constitutional amend
ment that will not only l)ermit the people, possibly, to vote, 
but will make it positive that the people of every State in the 
Union will have the opportunity to vote on any change in the 
organic law of the Nation. 

It appeals to me that in these days particularly, where the 
State of the public mind seems to be of a higher tension than 
it waR, genernlly speaking, before we engaged in the war, where 
extreme viewpoints seem to take hold of certain sections of 
the rountry or the population of certain sections of the eoun
tl·y, and tl1ose vie-n·points are so far different and-I have been 
~1esitating to use the word, but I will use it, because, perhaps, it 
is tht' only word I can nse to express my viewpoint-so radical 
in eomparison with the general trend of the public mind of 
eight or ten years ag-o, when these thoughts seemed to develop 
with great rapidity and, as has been said by several Senators 
in the course of the debate. we are now receiving and con
sidering more suggestions to amend the organic law of the 
land, then it makes it all the more important, in my judgment, 
that an amemlment shoulcl be adopted to the Constitution mak
ing it even more difficult to change the organic law. · 

l\Ir. WILLIS. l\1r. President--
Mr. EDGEJ. I yield to lhe Senator from Ohio . 
l\lr. WILLIS. I wish to call the attention of the Senator 

to the fact thRt the amendment offered by the Senator from 
WaRhington rl\Ir. JoNESl ([Oes not apply to the Wadsworth 
ameudrnent, so called, but js intended to apply to the substitute 
1.herefor; so that if the amendment offered by the Senator from 
·washington shctll be adopted, it will have no effect at all upon 
the original proposition. 

l\fr. EDGE. I thoroughly flppreciate the parliamentary situa
tion, and I stated, in answer to a question of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. 0VERlf,\N], that I was directing my re
lilnrks to the amendment which had been proposed by the 
Senator from 'Vasbington, recognizing that as it now appears 
before the Senate it is an amendment to the so-called Walsh 
substitute, as stilted by 1.he Senator from Ohio. l\'Iy main 
purpose, howeYer, was to discuss briefly what I considel' 
the necessit~' for mandatory action upon the part of the people. 
If this amendment to the Walsh substitute be adopted, then, 
of course, the Walsh substitute, as amended, will come before 
the Senate for adoption or rejection as an amendment to the 
original proposal of the Senator from New York [Mr. WADS
woRTH]. It seems, by an analysis of the debate, that the Sen
ate belieYes that some amendment along this line is proper. 
judicious, and wise, but there seems to be a difference of 
opinion as to just the form the amendment should take. That 
seems to be the only difference that is expressed on the floor. 

I suggest that we should at least get the amendment into 
such form as to make sure that we will accomplish the funda
mental desire and not leave to the legislatures of some States, 
or all the States, so far as that is concerned, unless their 
State constitutions provide otherwise the same power that 
they have to-day. By the adoption of the amendment pro
posed by the Senator from Washington we shall at least have 
met and solved that problem, so far as the Walsh substitute 
is concerned. 

Speaking personally, I should like to embody the same sug
gestion in the Wadsworth proposal .in order that the legisla
tures may be an intermediary. That is where I differ w~th 
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the Walsh proposal. I believe tha:-t the legislature should be 
an in termediary and that the opportunity c:n their part to 
discuss a suggested amendment to the orgamc law would be 
helpful and might postpone action upon the part of the people. 
If it should in my judgment, in most cases such postpone
ment would' be justified and warranted and would probably 
be for the best interest of the people of all th~ country. ~o 
I shall be very glad to see provided that additional check, if 
it may be called that, in order to maka it just th~t much 
more difficult to amend the organic law, by the legislatures 
first considering, and disposing if they see fit, of a proposed 
amendment submitted by Congress, and then denying them 
the power to take it out of the hands of the public to make 
a final decision. 

l\Ir. OVERMAN. l\Ir. President, so far as I am concerned, I 
am in favor of the Jones amendment. I voted in the commit
tee for the Walsh amendment because it proposed always to 
refer the matter to the people for settlement. We may always 
trust the people. The difference between the Wadsworth 
amendment and the Walsh amenument is that the Wadsworth 
amendment proposes to submit the question of ratification first 
to the legislatures, with the power given to the legislatures to 
refer the matter to the people, but provides that one house of 
the legislature must be elected after the submission by Congress 
of the amendment for ratification. It provides that the ques
tion of ratification may not be voted upon unless one branch of 
the legislature shall have been elected since the submission of 
the amendment. It is provided, however, that the State may 
do so and so, so that there may be an entire lack of uniformity, 
as has been argued by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. ADA.Ms]. 
In the State of North Carolina the legislature might refer the 
question to the people; the Legislature of New York might 
refuse to do so. Therefore, we would have one method followed 
in one section of the country and another method followed in 
another section. The Walsh amendment, however, requires 
that the question shall be submitted directly to the people. In 
order to compose these differences and that we may, if possible, 
all o-et too-ether as all seem, with a few exceptions, to be work
ing 

0

to th: sam~ end, let the question of the ratification of con
stitutional amendments be first submitted to the legislatures, 
as the Jones amendment provides. Let the question be sub
mitted to the legislatures and let the legislatures discuss it. I 
think it is wise that the legislatures should discuss it. in order 
that the people may better understand the question on which 
they are called upon to vote; but, no matter what the action of 
the legislature may be, either affirmative or negat~ve, let the 
question of the ratification of amendments be submitted to the 
people. With a few exceptions, that seems to be what we all 
desire. 

Mr. Presid<:'nt. shall the con<.lition longer continue that less 
than 4 000 men out of 110,000,000 people sllall have po'wer to 
amend' Olli' organic law? That is what has been happening; 
that is what has been done. In this day of lobbying and of 
pro1)aganda the people can not say wh.ethe~ they are in favor 
of a constitutional amendment or agamst it. Four thousand 
men or ever less than 4,000 men. under our present system can 
say 'wl1ether or .not an amendment shall be added to this 
charter, this organic law of ours. 

Such a condition ought not to be permitted longer to exist. 
We should permit the peopl~ to decide the question of the 
ratification of amendments. The people always act wisely. 
Haye not the people always acted wisely in the States? They 
settle their own constitutional questions in every State of the 
Union. '.rhen let them settle the question of the ratification 
of amendments to the National Constitution in the same man
ner as they have settled those questions wisely in the States. 

'l'herefore I am in fayor of the Jones amendment, because, I 
say, it will compose the differences which exist amongst Sen
ators on this t1uestion. I think· if the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Washington shall be adopted, the Senator 
from New York will vote for the substitute for the joint resolu
tion as reported by the committee, and I think that every Sen
ator who believes that the legislature ought to have some 
share in deciding the question of the ratification of amend
ments will vote for the ·walsh amendment, so called, as reported 
by the committee. Mr. President, I hope that the so-called 
Jones amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, it is unnecessary, I think, 
to review this subject at any length at all. I confess to some 
hesitlltion about tinkering with tne Constitution. I think the 
Constitution is a remarkable instrument. Some of the Sen
ators who have· discussed it have undertaken to quote Viscount 
Bryce on it, I believe, nud perhaps complimented him on bis 
great work, The American Commonwealth; but it was Glad
stone who said that it was " the most wonderful work ever 

struck off at a given time by the brain and purpose of man." 
In the face. of the proposals to amend the Constitution which 
have been submitted in both branches of Congress, and about 
which we hear s:o much, I feel that we ought 4:0 see to it that 
this great instrument is protected against any hasty, ill
conceiYed proposal of amendment. Whenever I hear the rum
bling of a resolution proposing . to amend the Constitution I 
almost feel like raising the sign we see at railroad crossings, 
"Stop! Look! Listen!" 

I am not opposed to the thought that is suggested in the 
·watsh or committee amendment that the people of the various 
States ought to pass upon any proposed amendment submitted 
to them by Congress. I think that is an advisable thing to do. 
The Senator from ·washington proposes to add to that a re
quirement for action by the legislatures. I really see no 
objection to that. It seems to me that perhaps it would bo 
worth while to secure the judgment and the opinion and the 
recommendation of the legislature in each State. 

Mr. McKELLAR. . Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fi·om 

Florida yield to the Senator from Tennessee 1 
Mr. FLETCHER. I do. 
Mr. McKJ<JLLAR. If it has to go to the legislature first, will 

not that make it very much more cumbersome and make it very 
much harder for an amendment finally to get to the people? 
As it is now, we have in a way a comparatively simple method 
of amending our Constitution, namely, both bodies of Congress 
have to pass on a proposed amendment by a two-thirds ma
jority, and then it has to be ratified by three-fourths of the 
legislatures of the States; but if we add to that another rati
fication, so as to make one by Congress, another by the legis
latures, and another by the people, will not that take a long 
time, and will it not make the method very cumbersome? 

Mr. FLETCHER. I think, perhaps, it will cause some de
lay-perhaps, as the Senator from Montana [Mr. W A.LSH] has 
said, two years' delay-but we now have to submit proposed 
amendments to the legislatures, and they have to act. In this 
instance ·we are simply not limiting ratification to the action 
of the legislature, but the proposal which seems to meet with 
great favor here is that a proposed amendment shall be sub
mitted as well to the electors of the various States, and that is 
the essential thing. Providing that it shall go to the legisla
tures first does not do away with the necessity of submitting it 
tv the electors of the States, no1· does the action of the legis
latures conclude the matter. The action of the legislatures, if 
this amendment shall be adopted as proposed by the Senator 
from Washington, simply means that we will get the best 
thought and judgment of the legislature in each State upon the 
subject, and we will get the recommendation of the legislative 
body. That recommandation may be accepted or may not be 
accepted by the electors of the State. It will have weight one 
way or the other, no doubt, and if the legislature bas seriously 
considered the subject-and the legislature probably will do 
that-its action should have weight with the electors; but it 
will not bind the electors in any way and will not be conclu
sive . . The action of the State will be the action of the electors, 
without regard to what the legislature may or may not do. 

I see no objection to that amendment. I propose to vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Washington, and also for 
the so-called Walsh substitute, a.s amended, for the original 
joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington 
to the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The absence of a quorum 

beinO" suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Adams Dale Jones, Wash. 
Ball Dial Lodge 
Bayard, Dill McKellar 
Borah Edge McNary 
Brandegee Ferris Mayfield 
Brookhart Fess Moses 
Broussard Fletcher Neely 
Bruce George Norris 
Bursum Gerry Oddie 
Cameron Hale Overman 
Capper Harris Pepper 
Caraway Heftin Ralston 
Cummins Howell Ransdell 
Curtis Johnson, Minn. Reed, Pa. 

Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Smith 
Stephens 
Swanson 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Weller 
Willis 

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to repeat the announcement I 
made earlier in the day, that the senior Sena.tot· from Min
nesota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is detained from the Senate on account 
of illness. I wish that announcement to stand for the day. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-three Senators have 
answered to their names. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, before the amendment 
~s voted upon, may I ask that the Secretary state for the in
formation of the Senate the proposition as it would read if the 
amendment of the Senator from Washington were adopted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment which the Senate has adopted to th~ original joint 
resolution. 

Mr. NORRIS. I wish the Secretary would first read 'the 
amendment itself, so that we will know how it would read if it 
were not adopted. 

The READING CLERIC The 01·iginal joint resolution reads as 
follows: 

The Congress, whenever two-thirds <Jf each House shall deem it neces
sary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or, on the appllca
tJon of the legislatures of two-thirds of the several Stutes, shall call a 
convention for proposing amendments, which, in either case, shia.11 be 
valid to all intents and purposes, as part of this Constitution, when 
ratifled by three-fourths of. the several States through their legislatures 
01· conventions, as the pne or the other mode o! ratification may be pro
posed by the Congress or the convention. 

:Mr. WAD SW ORTH. May I interrupt the reading merely to 
say :hat the Senator from Nebraska meant, when he made the re
quest, that the original Walsh resolution be read, and then that 
it be read as it would read if the amendment were aidopted. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want read the particular amendment to 
which the amendment of the Senator from Washington is ap
plied, first as it is now, and then as it would be if it were 
amended. 

Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that 
but one amendment has been adopted to the original Wadsworth 
joint resolution; and the amendment offered by the Senator from 
'Vashington [Mr. JoNES] is an amendment to the substitute pro
posed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH]. 

Mr. NOURIS. 'rhat is my understanding; yes. Now let us 
have the substitute read without the amendment, and then read 
with it. 

1\Ir. OVERMAN. Jlr!r. Presid€nt, the matter before the Sen
ate is the report of the committee. It is called the Walsh 
amendm€.Ut, but it is the report of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the amendment pro
posed by the committee, but it is the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] in the committee. 

1.'he READING CLERK. The substitute proposed by the commit
tee reads as follows: 

The Congress, whenever two-thlrds of both Houses shall deem it 
11ecessary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or upon the 
application of two-thirds of. the legislatures of the several States, shall 
eall a convention fol' proposing amendments, which, in either case, shall 
be valid, to all intents and purposes, as a part of this Constitution when 
ratified by a V<>te of the qualified electo'l"S 1n three-four~ or the several 
States, said election to be held under such rules and regulations as each 
State shall prescribe, and that until three-fourths ot the States shall 
have ratified, or more than one-fourth of the Stat-es shall have rejected, 
a proposed amendment, any State may in like manner change its vote : 
Provided, That if at any time more than one-fourth of. the States have 
rejected the proposed amendment, i;aid rejection shall be final, ana 
further eonsiderat1on thereof' by the states ehall cease: Provided fur
ther, That any amendment proposed hereunder shall be inop-erative un
less it shall have been ra:tifted as an amendment to the Constitution, as 
provided in the Constltutionr within six years from the date of suhmis
sion thereof to the States by the Congress: Pt·o,,;ided furthe-r-, That no 
State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suft'rage in 
the Senate. 

If the amendments offered by the Senator from Washington 
are agreed to, it will read as follows: 

The Congress, whenever two-thirds of. both Houses shall deem it neces
sary, shall propose amendments to this Constitution or, upon the appli
cation of two-thirds of the legislatures of the several States, sha.11 call 
a convention !or proposing amend.meats, which, 1n either case, shall be 
submitted to the legislatures of the several States, and shall be valid 
to all intents and purposes, as a part of. this CoJlStitution, when ratified 
by a vote of the qualified electors in three-fourths of the several States 
after affirmative or negative action by the respective legislatures, eaid 
election to be held under such rules and regulations as each State shall 
prescribe, and that until thnee-fow:ths of the State£ shall have ratified, 
or more than one-fourth of the States shall have rejected, a pl'oposed 
amendment, any State may in ll'"ke manner change its vote-

And so forth. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agree

ing to the amendments proposed by the Senator from Washing.
ton to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I shall vote agalnat the 
amendments offered by the Senator from Washington on the 
ground that they will but make the matter more cumbersome. 
I see no possible use in submitting the matter to the legis
lature without the legislature having any power or authnrity 
over it. As I understand the amendments, whether the Jegis
~ature passes or rejects a proposed constitutional amendment, 
it does not prevent its submission to the people, and the people 
are to pass on it. Surely, if that is a correct interpretation of 
the amendments they ought not to be adopted by the s~nate. 

In my judgment, the amendment that has been reported by 
thB committee is an improvement upon the present method of 
ratifying constitutional amendments. I do not see why any
one should be unwilJing to submit an amendment to the Con· 
stitution of the United States to the people of the several 
States instead of to the legislatures. I think it would be a 
better way. I think it would bring about a better situation. 
It would make people more satisfied with the result of the 
action of the Congress and of the States in adopting amend
ments. It would probably lead us to pay more respect t<l the 
amendments after they are adopted. 

For that reason I am going to vote for the amendment as 
reported by the committee. Unless that amendment is adopted, 
as it appears to me now, there will not be an improvement upon. 
the present situation. 

I have read the proposals offered as substitutes. They seem 
to me to be very cumbersome and notJ any better than the 
plan that we have now. I do not see that they are any improve;. 
ment at all, and unless I change my mind I shall vote against 
all the amendments except the one reported by the committee, 
which I think ought to be adopted. 

I merely wanted to state my position upon the matter. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon a1?:ree

ing to the amendment offered by the Senator from Washing
ton [Mr. JONES} to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BRANDEGEJE. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading elerk pro

ceeded to eall the ro 11. 
Mr. DIAL {when his name was called). I am. paired with 

the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. PHIPPs]. I transfer 
that pair to the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. REEnJ and 
vote "yea," 

Mr. LODGE (when ll1s name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDE:s.woon}. 
I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
GREENE] and vote "yea.." 

l\fr. NORRIS (when Mr. SHIPSII'EAD's name was called). I 
desire to announce that if the Senator from :Minnesota [Mr.. 
SHIPSTEAD] were present he would vote "nay." 

!:Ir. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
STERLING], and in his absence I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I transfer my general pair 

with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. FERNALD] to the 
junior Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER], and vote "nay." 

Mr. OVERMAN. I have a pair with the senior Senator from 
Wyoming [l\lr. WARREN], but I understand that if present he 
would vote as I shaU vote, and l vote " yea." 

Mr. SIMMONS (after having voted in the affirmative). :May 
I inquire whether the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
lliRRELD J has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That Senator has not votedi 
Mr. SIMMONS. I transfer my pair with that Senator to the 

junior Senator from New York [Mr. COPELAND], and allow 
my vote to stand. 

Mr. GLASS. May I inquire whether the junior Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. McLEAN] has voted? 

The PRESIDlUNT pro tempore. He has not voted. 
Mr. GLASS:. l have a general pair with that Senato.r, and 

in his absence I withhold my vote. 
Mr. CUltTIS. I desire to announce the following genernl 

pairs: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. COLT] with the junior 

Sena.tor from Florida [Mr. TJUMMELL] ; 
The senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCoRMICE;} with the 

senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]; and 
The junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. ERNST] with the 

senior Senato~ from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 
The result was announced-yeas 34, nays 29, as follows: 

Ball 
Bayard 
Brandegee 
.Broussard 
Bruce 

But'sum 
Cameron 
Capper 
Caraway 
Car tis 

YEAS-34. 
Dale 
Dini 
Eoge 
Edwards 
Fletcher 

Gooding 
Hale 
Jones, Wash. 
Keyes 
King 
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Lodge 
:McNary 
Moses 
Oddie 

Adams 
Ashurst 
Borab 
Brookba1·t 
Cummins 
Dill 
Ferris 
Fess 

Overman 
Pepper 
Reed, Pa. 
Shields 

Simmons 
Stephens 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 

NAYS-29. 
Frazi.er Kendrick 
George McKellar 
Gerry Mayfield 
Harris Neely 
HefUu Norris 
Howell Pittman 
Johnson, Minn. Ralston 
Jones, N. Mex. Ransdell 

NOT VOTING-33. 
Colt Harrison Owen 
Copeland Johnson, Calif. Phipps 
Couzens Ladrl Reed, Mo. 
Elkins La Follette Shipstead 
Ernst Lenroot Shortridge 
Fernald McCormick Smith 
Glass McKinley Smoot 
Greene McLean Spencer 
Harreld Norbeck Stanfield 

Watson 
Weller 

Robint"on 
Sheppard 
Swanson 
Walsh, Mont. 
Willis 

Stanley 
Sterling 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Warren 
Wheeler 

So the amendment of Mr. JONES of Washington to the com
mittee amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on 
agreeing to the amendment reported by the committee as 
amended. 

Mr. HOWELL. I wish to ofl'er an amendment to tlle com
mittee amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tl.le Secretary will state 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The READING CLERK. In line 17, on page 3, strike out the 
word "six" and insert in lieu thereof the word "eight," so as 
to read: 

P~·ovided furthe·r, That any amendment proposed hereunder shall be 
inoperative unless it shall have been ratified as an amendment to the 
Constitution as provided in the Constitution within eight years from 
'j.'he date of submission hereof to the States by the Congress. 

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, this proposed amendment to 
the Constitution would limit the time within which an amend
ment to that instrument could be acted upon by a State. It may 
be that such a limitation would be wise, but certainly under the 
circumstances, in view of the adoption of the amendment we 
have just agreed to, the time, 6 years, should be extended to 
at least 8 years, if not 10. However I have submitted an amend
ment extending the limitation to 8 years. 

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

Nebraska yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 
Mr. HOWELL. I yield. 
Mr. BRANDEGEEJ. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator, 

and I do not speak for the committee, but in my opinion there 
is a reason for the Senator's suggestion, and in view of the 
fact that we have provided by the amendment just agreed to 
that the matter should go to the legislatures first, \Vhich would 
take a little more time, I think it is quite reasonable that we 
make the period eight years instead of six. I favor the Sena
tor's amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HOWELL. Under the present circumstru1ces, in view 
of the amendment just agreed to, and even irrespective of that 
amendment, only two legislatures would have the opportunity 
of acting upon any proposed amendment to the Constitution. 
I think at least three legislatures should be allowed the oppor
tunity of acting upon a proposed amendment to the Constitu
tion, and therefore I have offered this amendment, and I trust 
it will prevail. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, whatevet· merit or 
lack of merit there may have been in this amendment as it 
addressed itself to the proposed constitutional amendment as 
it originally stood it seems to me imperative that the amend
ment now tendered by the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. How
Eu] should be adopted, because the inevitable result of the 
amendment we have just agreed to would be to defer the adop
tion of any amendment to the Constitution for two years. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have been absent from the 
Senate a good share of the day and have not heard much of the 
debate that took place. Perhaps if I had beard it I would have 
felt differently about the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. JONES], which has just been agreed to. 
To my mind that is a very serious handicap to the working 
of the substitute proposed by the committee, and I hope the 
Senate will not vote on this to-night, although I am not in a 
position to ask that it be delayed just on my account; but I 
would like to look into it, and possibly look over the RECORD 
and read the arguments which have been made. 

To my mind the amendment offered hy the Senator from 
Washington would go a good way toward destroyiug· what I 
believe would be the effectiveness of the substitute. '.ro provide 

"' 

that a proposed amendment must first be submitted to the 
legislatures to make that imperative, and then provide impera
tively that after the legislatures have passed on the amendment, 
no matter which way they pass on it, it must then be submitted 
to a Yote of the people is providing for an unnecessary waste 
of time and energy. 

I presume the answer to thnt would be that there would be 
debate in the legislature enlightening to the people. I doubt 
that very much. I doubt very much whether there would be any 
debate in the legislature when the legislature knew it did not 
make a particle of difference what they did; that it would not 
count for anything. There would be no interest in a debate here 
on a legislative proposition coming before us if we knew that 
no matter. which way we decided it would have no effect what
ever; that somebody else had to pass :finally on the question. 

I would be glad to see every State having the referendum 
apvly it and let the people vote on any proposed amendment, 
but to provide positiYely that a legislature must first pass on it, 
and then positively tllat their judgment would not count for 
anything, no matter what it was, that the amendment woula 
have to go before the people would only mean delay, as I look 
at it. I think, therefore, that my colleague's amendment is 
extremely important now. 

A State might provide t111·o~gh its legislature for a method 
of submitting constitutional amendments to the people and 
getting a vote pet·haps at the next general election. Suppose 
an amendment should be submitted just at the time a legisla
ture had adjourned? In most States they only have a legisla
ture once in two years aud some of them not that often. It 
would lie there dormant before any other step could be taken un
til the legislature convened again for the purpose of having the 
legislature pas~ on it, when we positively provide by law that 
no matter whic:h wa~- it passes on it it shall have no effect what
eYer. I feel doubtful, with that amendment added on to the 
so-called '\Yalsh substitute or committee substitute, whether I 
woul<l be justified in voting for the matter . itself when it comes 
to the final vote. 

Some people want to make it difficult to amend the Consti
tution. Others want to simplify it. There is ar.gument on 
both sides. I concede absolutely that there is good argument 
each \vay, IJut I can not conceive of any argument that simply 
calls for delay, and tllat is what I think we have done with this 
amenc1n1ent. We have made it- so there is bound to be delay. 
An amendment ought to be debated and ought to be cliscnl-'!-:ect. 
but to arl>itrarily put it over almost an unlimited leugth of 
time is very injudicious, it seems to me. 

Mr. WADS\VORTH. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senn tor from 

Nebraska yield to tl1e Senator from New York? 
Mr. NOHRIS. I yield. 
l\lr. WADS\VORTII. In so far as submission to the legisla

tures is concerned, in the first instance, the Senator would not 
contend that there would be no more delay under the Jone~ 
amendment than there is to-day under the present situation? 

l\fr. NORRIS. Yes. 
l\Ir. WADSWORTH. Why? 
Mr. NORRIS. Because the legislature must act on it. 
l\Ir. WADSWORTH. I mean so far as submission to the 

legislature is cm1cerned. 
Mr. NORRIS. Oh, yes; but when the legislature gets 

through with it we have not accomplished anything. We have 
to go to the people after that. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is a very decided difference of 
opinion there. 

1\Ir. NORRIS. There is no need for the action of the legis
lature. It has to be voted on by the people. 

1\Ir. WADSWORTH. The Sena.tor from New York misun
derstood the phrase "when tlle legislature gets through with 
it we have not accomplished anything." A lot of ns think it 
will nccomplish a very worthy purpose. 

1\fr. NORRIS. I have not heard the debate, but I suppose 
the Senator's idea is that in the legislature there would be 
instructive clebate-

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. 1\Iost decidedly. 
:Mr. NORRIS. And constructive criticism. I doubt very 

much whether many of the members of the legislature would 
waste their time when they know they will have no effect on 
it no matter what they do. 

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

Nebraska yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
l\fr. NORRIS. Certainly. 
Mr. PEPPER. Is not the process under the amenclment 

similar to that which takes place 'vhen a court of fil':'it in
stance passe:::; on a question within its jurisdiction, k11owiug 
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that its negative or affirmative decision will be subject to 
review on ultimate appeal? 

l\f.r. NORRIS. Yes; but when the appeal comes--
1\.fr. l\tcKELLAR. Oh, Mr. President, does the Senator 

mean just exactly that? The judgment of the lower court is 
quite efficacious because the losing litigant may o.r may not 
appeal If he does not appeal the decree or judgment of 
the lower court is final and binding on everybody, but it 
makes no diffe:i;ence what the legislature does under the 
amenW:nen.t, it is binding on nobody. 

l\1r. PEPPER. But when the lower court is exercising its 
functions it does not know whether there is to be an appeal 
or not, and it gives the same consideration to the matter as 
if it did know. 

:Mr. NORRIS. Yes, of course. If there was a law which 
proviqed that the decision of the court in tbis kind of a. case 
would not have any effect no matter how it decided any ques
tion, I do not believe the court would give much attention 
to the cases. 

Let me call the attention of the able lawyer from Pennsyl
vania to the practice that I think prevails in most States in 
ejectment cases. Most State laws provide-and they do it 
because it has come down to them from ancient days and they 
have not got away from that old fiction-that in an ejedment 
either party can have a new trial by making a written request. 
I think that is the law in a great many States. I have tried a 
good many ejectment cases and have been in them a good many 
times. Everybody knew when we were trying the case the first 
time that it did not make any difference what the verdict was. 
It would be a jury trial, and there would be a jury in the box:, 
and the case would be submitted to the jury; but they knew 
that when the case was over tile losing party was going to 
make a written request for a new trial, and that as a matter 
of law the judge had to give it to them. What happened? I 
never yet saw an ejectmen.t case in the first trial that was 
ever fought. It was a matter of form only. Nobody cared 
what the judgment was. Nobody would make any effort to win 
the case the first time. The jury was impaneled and swoxn, 
but nobody offered any evidence and the jury would return a 
verdict in favor of tbe defendant, and then a new trial would 
be granted, and when the next trial came on there would be a 
real contest. As a matter of fact it was just the same in the 
end as though there had been bl)..t one trial, only they had taken 
twice as long to d-0 it and extended the time at least over one 
term of court. 

:Mr. PEPPER. With the Sen~tor's permission, I would ob
serve that there is this fundamental distinction between the 
case he suggests and tile one before us : In the familiar in
stance of the tw<i> verdicts in ejectment the jury that considers 
the second case is not permitted to be made aware of .. the result 
of the :first one. Therefore the analogy breaks down. In the 
present case the electors are advised of what has occurred in 
the legislature and, unless all experience counts for nothing, 
would be materially affected by the decision, affirmative or 
negative, reached by the legislature. But surely the Senator 
does not mean to suggest that merely because the body that has 
jurisdiction of a matter in the first instance is subject to review 
upon its decision, therefore it is to be anticipated that it will 
give no consideration to the matter? 

Mr. NORRIS. No, I do not claim that. The Senator must 
not put me in that attitude. If there is a real contest for 
blood it will give some information to the people, but there 
will be none, as I believe the facts will demonstrate. There 
will be no contest there because it is idle, it is foolish to 
waste time for nothing. In other wo1·ds, it would be just the 
same as an ejectment case. I do not know of any reason, at 
least if it were tried to the court, why the court would not 
know who won the case the first time. Perhaps six months 
would elapse and nobo.dy woul'd care. They would not turn 
over a page to see who won the case the first time, because it 
means nothing. It is an absolute fiction of law, a relic of 
ancient days. 

Mr. :McKELLAR. May I suggest to the Senatol' that there 
is an analogy, speaking of the court--

Mr. NORRIS. Let me first reply just a little further to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. The a-ble Senator from Permsyl
vania said that they would have the benefit of the contest 
that went on in the legislature, and that they woultl lmow 
what the result was there, and that we ought not to deny an 
appeal to the people. I would not want to deny an appeal 
to the people. If I had my way, if I could draft tbis amend
ment to suit myself, I would provide for submission· to the 
legislature just as it is now, and then provide that in any 
State having the referendum, that provision of their consti
tution should apply to this matte~, and an appeal should be 

taken from. the legislature to the people under the referendum 
provision of the constitution and the people should vote· on it. 

But that would still leave the real contest in the legislature. 
It is like .a trial in the district court, a real contest for blood, 
but the right of appeal strn exists and either party, if they 
can furnish the necessary bond or show the right kind of 
e~·ror or possible error in the court, can carry it on to the 
higher couirt. I think that is entirely different from where 
we provide by law that after the first trial we will have a 
new trial if anybody asks for it. Just as soon as we do that, 
it seen;is to me, we make a mockery of the first trial. The 
result 1s only delay. If we have a worthy amendment to the 
Constitution tnat the people want,, there ought to be an ex
peditious way of getting it lnbo the law. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. Pt·esiden1:--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne

braska yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. NORRIS. I promised to yield to the Senator from 

Tennessee. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I just want to make this suggestion : The 

Senator from Pennsylvania suggested th.e anal-ogy of a court. 
Let us assume this sta..te of facts. In some of the States they 
have what are known as intermediate courts-first a trial 
court, then the court of appeals, and finally the supreme cour.t. 
Sup:pose SQJnebody sho~ld propose· that the court of appeals, 
for rnstance, sho?ld decide the ease; but it would· not have any 
effect, beca:use it might be appealed to the supreme court. 
Could anybody bring themselves to v-0te for suca a proposition 
as that in our judicial proaedure? I think not But that is 
virtually what is being done here, We are submitting it to a 
tribunal and taking away from that tribunal any power over it. 

Mr. NORRIS. And if we had that provision which the Sena· 
tor from Tennessee suggests-that they could take it away; 
from the intermediate court by simply asking it-then w.ho 
would care who were the judges of the intermediate com·t? 

Mr. McKELLAR. They would pay no attention to it, of 
coua.·se. 

Mr. NORRIS. I yield now t-o the Senator from Idaho. 
Mr. BORAH. As I understand the amendment which is be· 

fore the Senate, it pt>oposes to extend the time to eight years. 
I would suggest that if we dispose of that amendment this 
evening, then if the Sena:ror wan.ts to reconsider the Jo~s 
amendment I would vote to reconsider it in the morning. 

Mr. NORRIS. Did the Senater vote for it? 
:Mr. BORAH. I voted against it. 
Mr. NORRIS. Then the Senator could not make that motion. 

I voted the same wa-y, and I ean not make the motion, either. I 
have no objection to a vote on the amendment of my colleague. 
I think it is apparent to eve1·ybo.dy, if we are going t-0 have 
the Jones amendmen11 that we ought to baive my- colleague's 
amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. l\Iu. P1~sident--
Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senat@r from Tennessee. 
Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator ft'Gm Nebraska will, of course, 

eoncede that there wm be an opportunity to deb:abe it in· the 
general assemblies. 

Mr. NORRIS. Yes; I will concede th11t. 
Mr. SHIELDS. Will he also coneede that~ same .eharacter 

of men will compose the State generaiJ. assemblies that com~ 
pose the United States Senate? If so, it would certainly 
be debated. 

There is one otheP point I want to make. I think perhaps 
beyond question there is n.othing but:J Divine Pi-ovidence tha.t 
could keep it from being debated by the same class of men 
who, like M-embers of the Senate, a11e incUned to talk. There 
is some etiect. in having it so diseussed, beeause it goes to 
the people with the presti~ of having been appi'6ved: qr re. 
jected by the· general assembly, and though in many cases it 
ought to have very little effect, y.et upon. a grealJ many people 
it wiliJ. hav~ some ereeet. It is a primw facie ease either for 
or against. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not believe there wm be a· p1·lma f aci~ 
case made either way. If it is a prima facie ease; it will be made 
of evidence that can be very easily rebutted and overthrown. 
It is the sam~ as an ejectment eas~ There the plaintiff makes 
out a prima facie case in the first trial or fails to make any 
case at all by not offering any evidenee, which is usually the 
situation, and thereupon the defendant wins because the burden 
of proof is on the plaintiff and he offel!s no evidence. Tbat 
does n-0t have any effect on the r .. ext trial. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I agree very thot'enghly 
with the Senator from Nebraska that we should extend the 
period to eight years. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The questfon -Is on the 
amen<lment o:tfered by the jmii-0r 'Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
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HowELL] to the amendment reported by the committee as 
amended. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is upon 

agreeing to the committee amendment, by way of a substitute 
for the original joint resolution, as amended. 

l\lr. NORRIS. I would like to inquire of the Senator from 
lNew York if he expects to dispose of this measure to-night? 

l\fr. WADSWORTH. The Senator from New York is not 
chairman of the committee, and it is a committee report. The 
Senator from Connecticut has charge of it. 

l\fr. NORRIS. Does the Senator from Connecticut expect to 
'dispose of the matter to-night? 

l\fr. BRANDEGEE. I have no information about it what
ever. 

l\1r. NORRIS. It is now a quarter past 5, and unless the 
Senator does want to dispose of it to-night I suggest that we 
stop for the day. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I was going to say that the subject men
tioned by the Senator from Nebraska, who says he has not 
been on the floor very much to-day, has been virtually the sub
ject of debate all day long here, and has been discussed by 
many Senators and they have voted in view of that discussion. 
Now, I do not--

Mr. NORRIS. I am not putting my personal wishes against 
those of the Senate, of course. In view of what the Senator 
from Connecticut has stated I am not in any position to ask 
that the joint resolution go over for the day if Senators desire 
to conclude the discussion to-night. 

l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. It is immaterial to me; I wish to accom
modate the Senator; but I know if we let the joint resolution 
go over to-night some other Senator, perhaps, will want it to 
go over further. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! Vote! 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I had thought that the subject had been 

pretty well exhausted and that we might get a vote. 
SEVERAL SENATORS. Vote! Vote! 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massa-

chusetts demands the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
l\fr. ASHURST. Let the amendment be reported, Mr. Presi

dent. 
l\Ir. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, just before the vote 

is taken, may I have an opportunity to speak a sentence or two 
setting forth my attitude? 

I thJnk the Jones amendment, which has now been adopted 
to the Walsh amendment, so ca=lled, makes it very much better 
than it was before. In fact, I think the actual practical work
ings of the amendment, if it becomes a part of the Constitution, 
will be very much like those under the original joint resolution 
which was introduced by myself. Toore are two or three little 
differences, however. For example, the State conventions will 
be abolished under the Walsh amendment. I rather regret that, 
although I do not think it is controlling. On a roll call, I think 
I should vote in favor of the original joint resolution; but I am 
bound to say that the committee amendment, as perfected by the 
Jones amendment, is pretty satisfactory. 

SEVER.n S1rnATORs. Vote l Vote! 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 

roll. · 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I thlnk the question ought to be 

stated. I do not know what we are to vote on. 
Mr. BURSUM. The vote is to be taken on the Howell amend

ment. 
SEVERAL SENATORS. Oh, no. 
1\:Ir. OVERMAN. The vote is to be upon the Walsh amend

ment as amended. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state what 

the Senate is voting upon whenever the Senate shall be in 
order. [Applause.] The Senate is voting upon the question 
of substituting for the original Wadsworth joint resolution, as 
amended, the amendment reported by the committee as amended. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. DIAL (when his name was called). I am paired with 

the Senator from Colorado [1\fr. PHIPPS]. I transfer that pair 
to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED] and vote" yea." 

Mr. McNARY (when the name of Mr. JOHNSON of California 
;was called). The senior Senator from California [Mr. JoHN
io;oN] is of necessity absent from the Senate. I am advised, 
however, that if he were present he would vote "yea." 

Mr. JONES of New l\Ie:x:ico (when his name \Vas called). I 
transfer my general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FEHNALD] to the Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] and 
sote " yea." 

Mr. LODGE {when his name was called). l\Iaking the same 
announcement as before in reference to my pair and its trans
fer, I vote " yea." 

Mr. OVERMAN {when his name was called). I ham a 
general pair with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
WARREN], but knowing that if present he would vote as I in
tend to vote, I shall vote. I vote " yea." 

Mr. NORRIS (when Mr. SHIPSTEAD's name was called). I 
have been requested to announce that the Senator from Minne
sota [Mr. SHIPSTEAD] is absent, as I have previously stated, on 
account of illness. If he were present, he would vote " yea.'~ 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from South Dakotn [l\Ir. STERLING]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRI
SON] and vote "yea." 

Mr. FLETCHER (when Mr. TRAMMELL's name was called). 
My colleague, the junior Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAM
MELJ.], is unavoidably absent. He is paired with the senior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CoLT]. If my colleague were 
present he would vote "yea.'' ' 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. GLASS. I transfer my general pair with the junior 

Senator from Connecticut [Mr. MCLEAN] to the Senator from 
New York [Mr. COPELAND] and vote" yea." 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
CUitTis] is necessarily absent, having been called from the 
Chamber. If he were present, he would vote " yea." 

I desire to announce the following general pairs : 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CoLT] with the Senator 

from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] ; 
The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCoRMI<JK] with the Sen~ 

ator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]; and 
The junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. ERNST] with the 

senior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 
The result was announced-yeas 51, nays 12, as follows: 

Bayard 
Borah 
Brandegee 
Broussard 
Bruce 
Bursum 
Cameron 
Capper 
Caraway 
Cummins 
Dial 
Edge 
Edwards 

Adams 
Brookhart 
Dale 

YEAS-51. 
Ferris Jones, Wash. 
Fletcher Kendrick 
Fraziei: Ke;yes 
George Lodge 
Gerry l\IcKellar 
Glas McKinley 
Gooding l\fcNary 
Hale Mayfield 
Harreld !\loses 
Harris Oddie 
Heflin Overman 
Johnson, Minn. Pepper 
Jones, N. Mex. Pittman 

Dill 
Fess 
Howell 

~AYS-12. 
King 
Neely 
Norris 

NOT VOTING-33. 
Ashurst Greene Owen 
Ball Harrison Phipps 
Colt Johnson, Calif. Ransdell 
Copeland Ladd Reed, Mo. 
Couzens La Follette Shipstead 
Curtis Lenroot Shortridge 
Elkins McCormick Smoot 
Ernst McLean Spencer 
Fernald Norbeck Stanfield 

Ralston 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Simmons 
Smith 
Stephens 
Swanson 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 
Weller 

Reed.Pa. 
Wadsworth 
Willis 

Stanley 
Sterling 
Trammell 
Underwood 
Warren 
Wheeler 

So the committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I did not vote on the last roll 

call. I saw no practical way to give expression to my true view 
of the question. I may be in error, but I fear that by adding the 
Jones amendment we have, with due respect to the author of the 
amendment, made it more difficult to amend the Federal Con
stitution. We have certainly made it, in the point of time, more 
difficult to do so. 

When we started out on this proposal to. amend the Constitu
tion there were two differing views, and there was plenty of 
room for correct thought on each side. It was thought by some 
that the State legislatures should be the eligible authority to 
ratify amendments to the Federal Constitution. I have nothing 
but respect for those who so believe, but I do not agree with 
that view. The other opinion was that the people themselves, 
the qualified electors of the seYeral States, should be the eligible 
authority to ratify amendments proposed to the Federal Con
stitution. 

Now, forsooth, we are confronted with an amendment which 
proposes that the eligible authority to ratify amendments shall 
be the legislatures, whose judgment, we declare in advance, is a 
brutum fulmen-a harmless thunderbolt. I make no charge of 
bad faith-that would be most offensive-but it seems to me, 
after all this time and effort, we at least reach the conclusion 
that we shall double the difficulties in amending the Federal Con
stitution. For that school of thought which looks with distrust 
and disfavor upon amendments to the Constitution I have re~ 
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spect; for that school of thought which desires to make it not 
particularly easier to amend the Constitution but desires to ol>
tain the vote of the people before it shall be amended I have 
equal respect; but I confess I can not comprehend the mental 
strabismus that could at this juncture of affairs cause Senators 
to say, "We will double the difficulty now existing in the way 
of amending the Federal Constitution." If the Jones amendment 
shall be kept in this joint resolution, then the joint resolution 
richly deserves defeat. 

When people ask for bread, I do not believe in giving them a 
ston·e; when they ask for fish, I do not believe in giving them a 
serpent; and that is what I fear may happen if we begin by an· 
nouncing that we are going to give the people some chance to 
amend the Federal Constitution and, forsooth, conclude our ef
forts by making it practically impossible for them to do so. 
However, I shall reflect upon the subject during the evening 
and it may be that I ought to vote for the same. It may be that 
I am called upon to do that doubtful thing of choosing the lesser 
of two evils uow presented to me; but I assure Senators if 
I vote for it, there may be a smile upon my legislative face but 
there will be many pains in my legislative stomach. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, unlike my distin
guished friend the Senator from Arizona [Mr. ASHURST], I 
shall vote without the slightest hesitation against the amend
ment. 

Mr. President, we are now confronted with a straight choice 
between the committee amendment as amended with the Jones 
amendment and the existing Constitution. It is a question of 
which of these two systems we ought to give our adherence to. 
As I have indicated, my choice is easily made; but it is quite 
late now, and I have no doubt that the Senators who are de
sirous of great deliberation in the matter of making amend
ments to the Constitution probably would be quite willing to 
let this matter stand over until to-morrow for further debate. 

SEVER.A.I. SENATOHS. Vote! 
l\:Ir. LODGE. Of course this is the final vote that is coming now. 
Mr. WALSH of l\1ontana. Yes. 
Mr. LODGE. If we coulcl have an agreement to vote at a 

certain hour to-morrow, that would be satisfactory. Otherwise, 
I think we had better go on. 

i.;r. WALSH of l\lontana. I think the suggestion is a good 
one. What is the suggestion of the Senator? 

SEVEHAL SENATORS. Let us vote now. 
l\'Ir. WALSH of Montana. Shall we take a recess? 
Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President--
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I had hoped that we 

could get a vote on this matter to-night. It has been the un
finished business for several days. The Senator knows how 
difficult it is to keep all the Senators on the floor with the 
various committee meetings that are going on. I think almost 
everything that can be said pro and con about the merits of 
this matter has been said. I had assumed that a vote was 
about to be taken. I hope the Senator will let us vote on the 
matter to-night and proceed with something else to-morrow. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I assure the Senator that I shall 
not indulge in any dilatory tactics. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. The Senator knows that the members 
of the Judiciary Committee have had to stay on the floor pretty 
continuously during this debate, and it has been going on now 
for several days. It does seem to me that we ought not to take 
the chance of a lot of new Senators coming in to-morrow and 
the old ones going away, and having no advantage from the 
delay. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is why I suggested going 
over until to-morrow and fixing a limit on debate. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. But why go over until to-morrow? 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I suggest a limit on debate of 5 or 

10 minutes. I have observed that when an agreement of that 
kind is entered into, and a vote is impending, we have Members 
here. The unfortunate thing about it is that this tremendously 
important subject has been before the Senate when the chief 
discussion has not been listened to by more than a handful of 
Senators. 

Mr. BRANDlDGEE. I know; but, Mr. President, we rarely 
have more Senators attending than on the last roll call, which 
disclosed the presence of over 70 Senators, if I remember cor
rectly; and we shall have difficulty in getting that number 
to-morrow. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I make a suggestion to 
the Senator? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
Montana yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. NORRIS. I should like to suggest that we agree on a 

10-minute limitation, or I am willing to agree on a 5-minute 

limitatiOn. We have only one question left now, and that is 
the passage of the joint resolution. Let us agree by unani
mous consent that no Senator shall speak more than once nor 
longer than 10 minutes, and that will run itself out to-morrow. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Five minutes. 
Mr. NORRIS. I have no objection to five minutes. 
Mr. LODGE. The matter is still open to amendment. 
Mr. NORRIS. All rig-ht. It is still open to debate. 
Mr. LODGE. Oh, of course it is open to debate. 
Mr. NORRIS. If Senators want to be technical, there are 

lots of Senators who will not agree to limiting themselves to 
five minutes at all and can keep the Senate here for some 
time. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, undoubtedly. I have witnessed that so 
oftrn that I know the power of Senators. 

l\1r. NORRIS. Yes; and the Senator has witnessed it so 
often that he ought to realize that a reasonable request like 
that is not a filibuster. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not suggest that it was a filibuster. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 

has the floor. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I yield to the Senator from 

Arkansas. 
Mr. ROBINSON. I am satisfied that there will be quite a 

prolonged debate, and that it is not practicable to take a vote 
this evening. I suggest that the Senator from Massachu
setts--

Mr. LODGE. I started to make a suggestion that we agree 
on an hour to vote; that. is all. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I have not any objection to that. I think 
the time has come when an agreement should be reached and 
a vote taken. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Will the Senator from Massachu
setts make some suggestion about it? 

Mr. LODGE. I think it would be well to name a reasonable 
· hour to-morrow. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President-
Mr. HEFLIN. Say 2 o'clock to-morrow. 
Mr. LODGE. Very well. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I was going to ask the Senate when we 

conclude to-day's proceedings, to take a recess; and' if we re
cess until 12 o'clock I ask the Senator from Montana whether 
he will agree to take a vote not later than 2 o'clock? 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Debate to be limited to 10 min
utes? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Debate to be limited to 10 minutes. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Not later than 2 o'clock to-mor

row? 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. The joint resolution to be still open to 

amendment and no Senator to speak on the joint resolution 
itself or any amendment more than 10 minutes. 

l\llr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I do not anticipate that any 
further amendment is going to be offered. As far as I know, 
all amendments have been disposed of, and no Senator is de
sirous of offering a further amendment. I dislike to object, 
but it does not seem to me quite fair that we should fix ·!. 
definite hour for a vote. If we will limit the speeches, we 
will get the most intelligent discussion, rather than to have 
some one Senator take tip all the time and have others com
pelled to go without an opportunity to say a word. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do not know that the Senator under· 
stood the request. It is that no Senator shall speak more than 
10 minutes--

Mr. NORRIS. Well, let us stop at that. I have no objection 
to making it five minutes. 

l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. And not have any definite hour fixed? 
Mr. NORRIS. And not have any definite hour fixed. 
Mr. BRANDEGlllEJ. I have no objection to that, Mr. Presi

dent. 
I ask unanimous consent that when the Senate concludes its 

session to-day it take a recess until 12 o'clock to-morrow, and 
that no Senator be allowed to speak more than 10 minutes upon 
the joint resolution--

SEVERAL SENATORS. Five minutes. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I would say 5 minutes, but the Sen

ator from Montana suggested 10. 
Mr. NORRIS. Let me suggest to the Senator that if he will 

say "not more than 10 minutes, in the aggregate, on the joint 
resolution and amendments," that will prevent any Senator 
from offering amendments for the purpose of making speeches. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. That is agreeable to me-no Senator to 
speak more than 10 minutes on the joint resolution and any 
amendment thereto. 
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'l\lr. McFELLA!R. Not more than onee or more than 10 

mhmtes. 
l\lr. LODGE. I ask that the proposed agreement be stated. 
The PRESrDE:(l,TT pro temporn. The Secretary will state the 

unanimous.consent agreement as proposed. 
!The reading clerk Fead as follows: 
It is agreed by unanimous consent that when the Senate concludes 

its session to-day it take a recess until 12 o'clock to-morrow, and no 
Senator shall be allowed to speak more than once nor longer than 10 
minutes on the resolution (S. J. Res. 4) and any amendment thereto. 

l\lr. BRANDEGEE. That states my understanding of it. 
Mr. LOPGE. That is .right. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senate understand 

that the word "•and" is used, so that--
1\fr. BRANDEGEE. So that no Senator can speak more 

than 10 minutes on the joint resolution and any amendment 
thereto-both together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to .the 
agreement as proposed? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

The question is upon the joint resolution as amended. Will 
the Senate propose to the various States the joint resolution 
as it has been amended? '.Phat is the question before the Sen
ate .at this moment, and the Chair ls of the opinion that the 
roll must be called. 

RECFA3S. 

Mr. BRANDEJGEE. I move that the Senate take a recess 
until 12 o~clock to-morrow. 

'l'lle motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 44 minutes 
p. m.) the ·Senate took a recess .until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
March 26, 1924, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, Maroh 25, 1924. 

TIJe House .met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

They that wait upon the Lord shall renew their strength. 
Our Father in heaven, verify this IDerciful promise unto us. 
Our duties await us, and let Thy wisdom be applied unto each. 
May all our hearts be vitally touched by the love of the Master 
and an unceasing desire to help men and home'S and make our 
Nation wiser and better. Teach us that faith in God and a life 
of Christian fraternity can redeem us from a life of fem· and 
the dread of fate. Give us the will to yield ourselves to !rhee 
both now and ever, through Jesus Christ •our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of Hs clenks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following 
t'itles, in which the concurrence of ·the House of Representatives 
was requested. 

S. 243. An act for the relief of ·Frank Vumbaca ; · 
S. 334. An act for the relief of Kate Canniff; 
·S. 970. An act ·for the relief of the De Kimpke Construction 

Co., of West Hoboken, N. J.; 
S. 85. An act to cany into effect the finding of the Com:t of 

Claims in the claim of Elizabeth B. Eddy ; 
S.107. An act for the relief of John H. McAtee; 
S. 114. An act to vacate certain streets and alleys within 

the .area known as the Walter Reed General Hospital, Distclct 
of Columbia, and to autho:tize the extension and ·widening of 
Fourteenth Street from Montague Street to its southern 
terminus south of Dahlia Street, Nicholson Street from Thir
teenth Street to Sixteenth Street, Colorado Avenue from 
Montague Street cto '.I:hirteenth Street, Concord Avenue from 
Sixteenth Street to its western terminus west of Eighth Street 
west, Thirteenth Street from Nicholson Street to Piney 1Branch 
Road, and Piney Branch Road from Thirteenth Str.eet •to But
ternut .Street, and for other purposes; 

S. 1867. An act for the relief of the estate of John -Stewart, 
deceased; 

S. 2625. An act ,to detach Jim Hogg County from the Corpus 
Christi division of the southern judicial district of ·the State 
of Texas and attach the same to the Laredo division of the 
southern _judicial district of said State; 

The message also announced that the Senate ·hatl passed 
with amendments the bill (H. JR. .655) to provide for a fax 
on motor-vehicle fuels sold within the District of Golumbia, 

and for other purposes, in which the concurrence of the House. 
of Representatives was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had concurred 
in the amendment of the House of Representatives to bfll 
(S. 214) for the relief of the ·Old National Bank of Martins
burg, Martinsburg, W. Va. 

SEN A.TE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, .Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below : 

S. 85. An act to carry into effect the finding of the Court of 
Olaims in the claim of 'Elizabeth B. Eddy ; to the Committee 
on ·Claims. 

S. 100'. An act for the relief of John H. l\fcAtee; to i:he 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 114. An act to vacate certain streets and .alle-ys within the 
area known as the Walter Beed General Hospital, District of 
Columbia, and to authorize the extension and widening ot 
Fourteenth Street from :Montague Street to its southern ·termi
nus south of Dahlia Street, Nicholson Street from Thirteenth 
Street to Sixteenth Street, Colorado Avenue from Montague 
Street to Thirteenth Street, Concord Avenue from Sixteenth 
Street to its western terminus west of Eighth Street west, 
Thirteenth Street fi:om Nicholson Street to Piney BFanch Road, 
and Piney Blianch Road from 'l;hirteenth Street to Butternut 
Street, and for other purposes; to the Committee•on the District 
of Columbia. 

S. 243. An act for the relief of Frank Vumbaca; to the Com
mitt-ee .on Claims. 

S. 334. An act for the relief of Kate Canniff; to the Com· 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 970. An act for the :relief of the De Kimpke Construction 
Co., of West Hoboken, N. J.; to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 1867. An act for the relief of the estate of John Stewart, 
deceased.; to the Committee on Olaims. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. filr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the rereference of two bills (H. n.. 4104 and H. 'R. 754) which 
have been referred to the Ways and Means Committee. They 

· relate to the fur-seal industry and the interest which the Gov
ernment has in the matter, which now belongs to the D~part
ment of Commerce. While these matters were probably within 
the jurisdiction of the Ways and Means Committee at one time, 
in my judgment they should now go to some other committw. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the transfer of these 
bills from the Ways and Means Committee to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries? 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Can the gentleman state 
whether the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
feels it has jurisdiction over them? 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. That is my understanding. 
~Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Has there been any conference 

about it? 
The SPEAKER. The matter has been brought to the atten'." 

tion of the Chair, and it was the intention of the Chair to confer 
with the chairman of the other committee, so that there might 
be an agreement between the two chairmen. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. ·Speaker, perhaps I should le.t 
the matteT be laid over until the Speaker has a chanc.e to con
fer about the matter. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. .Mr. Speaker, I ask that H. R. 7356, 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, tha 
jurisdiction of which has been disclaimed by that committee, 
be referred to ·the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce, to which it was obviously intended to go. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the rereference will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 
IS CO~GRESS TO BLAME? 

Mr. EV.A.NS of Montana. Mr. Speaker, when the World War 
terminated the Government ·found itself in possession of many 
hundreds of millions of surplus goods and supplies for which it 
had no use, and Congress authorized the sale and disposition of 
these war supplies with a view to salvaging as much as pos
sible from same. A few days ago the gentleman from Ken
tucky [Mr. JoHNsoN] in u 'Speech on the .floor of this House 
said he had heard a side remark that an auctioneer had been 
paid $1;000 a day, or, rather, for a few minutes of the day, for 
crying the sale of some of these Army goods. He therefore 
started an investigation and secured from the War Department 
a report as to .how much money had been paid to auctioneers 
ana the llilllles of the men and the place where these sales had 
•been conducted, and that •report was lai~ before tliis House. 
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The contents of that' report should challenge the attention of 
Congress and the people of the Nation. 

The atmosphere of Washington is so laden with scandals and 
sensations that the revelations made in that report seem to have 
made but little impression on the Congress or the people of the 
rountry. 

It develops that the plan of compensating the auctioneers was 
on the percentage basis, instead of by the day, week, month_, 
or year. Just what the motive may have been for adopting the 
percentage plan is one ·of conjecture only. However, it can be 
safely stated that no more effective way of paying large fees 
could possibly have been devised. . 

The report which was furnished by the War Department dis
closes that M. Fox & Sons, of Baltimore, Md., 'vere employed 
on 113 different days for merely crying auction sales. The tes
timony showed that the auctioneer did not pay for the adver
tising nor for any other expense incident to the sale. The 
compensation allowed the auctioneer in every instance was 
merely for saying, " How much am I offered for this piece of 
property?" then stating the offer or offers, and then saying, 
" Look out! All in ! On0e, twice, three times, and sold ! " 
For those 113 days the auctioneer was paid the enormous sum 
of $230,370.72. :B'or less than one-third of a year he was paid 
more than the President's salary for three years. To go more 
into detail, he was paid $2,038.67 for only a part of each of those 
113 days. This auctioneer was paid at the rate of approxi
mately three-quarters of a million dollars a year. 

Gerth's Realty Experts, of New York, were employed as auc
tioneer for 18 days. Their compensation was $11,450.56 a day, 
making a total for the 18 days of $206,110.08. For each of 
those 18 days the auctioneer received only a little less than the 
annual salary of a justice of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and for the 18 days he received nearly enough to pay 
the annual salaries of the nine members of the Supreme Court 
for nearly two years. And for each and every one of those 
days he received nearly as much as is paid to a Cabinet officer 
for a whole year. 

Gordon & Williams, of Chicago, Ill., were employed as auc
tioneer for 16 days. For those 16 days they were paid 
$42,289.79, an average of $2,643.11 for each day. Congress will 
discuss for hours the propriety of adding $143 to the salary of 
a Government clerk who already is receiving $2,500 per year, 
but we find that in this case the auctioneer wns paid more than 
such a salary for a comparatively short portion of one day's 
work without a word of protest. 

'.fhe Louisville Real Estate & Development Co., of Louisville, 
Ky., was employed one day as auctioneer. For that one day 
that conceru was paid $24,tn4.80, which amount would almost 
pay the salary of the collector of internal revenue at Louisville 
for four years. If the collector bnd been paid on the same 
basis, his compensation while the whisky tax was being col
lected would have amounted to $200,000 a day, or $7,300,000 a 
year. If . one is paid on the percentage plan, why not the 
other? The amount received by this auctioneer for one day's 
services would not fall far short of paying the salary of the 
governor of my State for four years. 

J. Hall Miller, an auctioneer, of Atlanta, Ga., was employed 
for 30 days, for which he was paid $37,209.44, a daily average 
of $1,204.31. At that rate his compensation for a year would 
have been $439,593.15. His compensation for one month was 
·more than sufficient to pay the salaries of three Cabinet offi
cers for 12 months. 

Arthur C. Sheridan, an a_uctioneer, of New York City, was 
employed for one day, for which he received $4,603.20. At that 
rate his compensation . for a year would have been $1,680,168. 

Smith & Jaffe, auctioneers, of New York City, were employed 
for 39 days, for which they were paid $73,719.28, a daily aver
age of $1,890.24. The amount paid that firm for 39 days would 
very nearly pay the annual salaries of 10 United States Sen
ators. At the rate of $1,890.24 per day the annual compensa
tion would amount to $689,937.60. 

A. T. Swepston, of Chillicothe, Ohio, was employed for 10 
days, for which he was paid $24,883.56, a daily average of 
$2,448.35. At that rate his annual compensation would be 
$908,247.75. 

Michael Tauber, of Chicago, Ill., was employed for 26 days, 
for which he was paid $60,600.56, a daily average of $2,230.78, 
at which rate his annual compensation would be $850,734.70. 

Wilmerding, Morris & Mitchell, of New York City, were em
ployed for nine days as auctioneers, for which service they were 
paid $18,789.96, a daily average of $2,087.77; at which rate the 
annual compensation would be $762,039.05. 

Samuel Wintermitz, an auctioneer, of Chicago, Ill., was paid 
$59,995.48 for 13 days. His compensation averaged $4,615.03 
a day. At that rate his annual compensation would amount to . 

$1,684,485.95. The amount paid this man for 13 days would 
lack only $5 of paying six members of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission their annual salaries. 

Samuel T. Freeman, of Philadelphia, Pa., was employed for 
64 days, for which he was paid $167,163.43, a daily average of 
$2,611.93. At that rate his annual compensation would be 
$953,354.45. The amount paid this man for 64 days would pay the 
salaries of the nine Cabinet officers for a year and in addition 
would lack but little of paying the annual salaries of six district 
Federal judges. 

Atlantic Coast & Realty Co., of Petersburg, Va., was paid 
$2,870.18 for one day. 

Auctioneer Newell D. Atwood, of Boston, Mass., was paid 
$1,18!) for eight days. 

Auctioneer W. L. Bennett, of Columbia, S. C., was paid · 
$1,20'.2.57 for four days. 

Jacob Cash, of New York City, was paid $4,046.85 for one 
day. At that rate his compensation for a year would amount 
to $1,477,100. 

P. L. Crouch, of Des Moines, Iowa, for nine days was paid 
$17,962.74, a daily average of $1,984.98, at which rate his 
annual compensation would be $724,627.70. 

Fay W. Danford, of Rochester, N. Y., was employed for three 
days, for which he received $13,585.88, a daily average of 
$4,528.62 ; at which rate his annual compensation would 
amount to $1,652,946.30. 

Danford-Bliss, of Buffalo, N. Y., was employed for two 
days, for which was paid $4,445.48, a daily average of $2,222.74. 

Joseph P. Day, of New York City, was paid $3,723 for two 
days, a daily average of $1,861.50. 

Isidoro D. Delgado, of San Juan, P. R., for six days received 
$567.64. 

John J. Erwin, of .Jersey City, N. J., for one day received 
$1,765. 

Fitzpatrick Tell Auction Co., New Orleans, for three days 
received $1,321.23. 

Abe Franklin (no address given) for four days received 
$247.43. 

Alfred Freeman, of New York City, for nine days received 
$21,007.59. 

Samuel T. Freeman, of Philadelphia, for 12 days was paid 
$28,470.21. 

Leo Fresh, of Atlanta, Ga., was paid $1,136.85 for one day. 
.Julius Gollober, of San Francisco, Calif., was paid $8,143.04 

for seven days. 
Dan Greenberg, of Los Angeles, Calif., was paid $1,775.36 

for one day. 
Henry J. Healy, of Worcester, Mass., was paid $2,175 for 23 

days. 
Bryan Kennelly, of New York City, was paid $7,725.96 for 

two days, an average of $3,862.98 per day; at which rate his 
yearly compensation would have been $1,409,987.70, 

Aleck Licata (no address given) received $621.54 for seven 
days. 

Thomas B. Lovatt, of Philadelphia, was paid $8,096.35 for 
seven days. 

Joseph Rubin, of San Antonio, Tex., for 34 days received 
$34,389.11. 

R. E. Swepston, of Chillicothe, Ohio, for one day was paid 
$2,177.50. 

David B. Traxler, of Greenville, S. C., was paid $7,978.60 for 
five days. 

.Joseph P. Tupper, of Logan, Iowa, was paid $2,486.93 for one 
day. 

A. A. Weschler, of Washington, D. C., was paid $153.82 for 
four days. 

Fox, of Baltimore, was paid $13,659.45 on the 19th day of 
September, 1922, for crying a sale on that day. 

Smith & Jaffe, 68 West Forty-fifth Street, New York City, 
were paid $28,102.26 for making a sale on August 16, 1921. 

Gerth's Realty Experts, 505 Fifth Avenue, New York City, 
were paid $23,558.84 for sales made from the 16th to the 19th 
day of August, 1921 ; and for crying sales on the 10th to the 
16th day of October, 1921r they were paid $56,030.82; and for 
crying sales on the 16th and 17th days of December, 1921, they 
were paid $45,407.52; and for crying, a sale on December 7, 
1922, they were paid $42,750. For the four sales just referred 
to that same firm was paid $167,747.18. 

The total compensation paid to auctioneers, as just recited 
by me, amounts to $1,187,097.83, of which amount 14.659 per 
cent was paid during the Woodrow Wilson administration and 
85.34 per cent under the administrations of Presidents Harding 
and Coolidge. 

The report from the War Department carries this further 
significant statement: . 
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Dne to the necessity of submitting this report nt this time, the Ord- 6,000 items in a single newspape1· advertisiag property for S'ale which 

nance Department has been unable to furnish data relative -+:o auc- belonged to farmers. I received many letters from over the country 
tioneers employed by that department. The records on this subject at ! .. wanting to know if that was not an er:or, whether it was not 600 
th various district onlnance offices have been boxed and stored; there- instead of 6,000. It was not an eri:or; it was a correct statement of 
fo:e there will be a delay in the submission of their report. As soon as the fact, and that is only indicative of a distressed condition which 
it is received in this office it will be forwarded to your office promptly. prevails throughout the agricultural regions, certainly in all the North· 

1 t . 1 1. t f th western States and, in my judgment, to a matked extent in all the Thus it is revealed that on y a par ia 1s o ese enormous States 
pavments are above recited and nobody seems to know what • · 
the total expenditures for the services of these auctioneers Thousands of men and women, not alone in my State but all 
may be. over the West, are not only bankrupt but at the door of the 

In the course of the speech made by the gentleman from Ken- poorhouse. I wonder if the people in official life realize what 
tucky [Mr. JOHNSON] the following colloquy took place: these people must think when they read this sordid story of 

waste, if nothing worse. Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. "¥es. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Is it not true that this system, which we must all 

condemn as being wasteful and extrava.gant, prevailed under both 
administrations? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I just so stated. 
Mr. ANTHONY. And was caused by the laxity of Congress ln this 

case in authorizing the War Department to make these sales of ~urplus 
property and to consume 5 per cent of the total amount realized in 
the expense of selling? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I can not answer the gentleman's ques
tion, because I have not the information. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman mean 
to say that Congress authorized a 5 per cent commission? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think I am correct in stating that Congress author
ized them to spend 5 per cent of the amount realized in the cost of 
selling, and in this bill we are undertaking to curb their advertising 
costs. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I would like to have the gentleman present 
that authority; but even if it be true, that would not justify any public 
official who wanted to conserve the public money in spending these 
immense amounts the gentleman has referred to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is stated in the hearings by the War Department 
officers that they are authorized to spend 5 per cent. 

If, as suggested by the gentleman from Kansas [l\Ir. AN
THONY], Congress had made any provision as to the expendi
ture of 5 per cent of the receipts for these goods, I venture the 
assertion that it was a limitation which provided that not more 
than 5 per cent of the purchase price should be spent for the 
sale of the goods. · 

It was not the intention of Congress that 5 per cent sho.uld 
be allowed for these sales, but it was a direction to the War 
Department that in no case should more than 5 per cent be so 
expended, and the law appears to · have been interpreted by the 
officers who were executing same that if they could not find 
anywhere else to expend the money that they should give it 
to auctioneers, regardless of the value of their services. The 
law, of course, was drafted upon the_ assumption that it would 
be executed by honest officials, by officials diligent and vigi
lant in the discharge of their duties, by officials who would 
have some regard for ·the taxpayers and the people of the 
country. No legislation that Congress can enact will ever be 
made safe against cori·uption or incompetency, and this law is 
no exception. 'Ve must and do pass many laws reposing power 
in officers of the Government. We expect and have reason to 
expect that they will discharge their duties honestly and faith
fully. in a businesslike manner, and with due regard for the 
people and their welfare, including the Treasurer of the United 
States. It is absolutely necessary for Congress to trust to 
some extent to the honesty aucl the vigilance and the common 
sense of the officials charged with the execution of the laws. 
It is an outrage upon the American people that any official 
should construe a limitation such as above recited to mean that 
he must pay 5 per cent of the selling price for the sale of these 
goods. 

· Every time waste or corruption is revealed somebody rises in 
or out of Congress and loudly proclaims Congress is to blame 
for enacting the law under which it occurred. When the Sen
ate of the United States unanimously passed a resolution which 
was approved by the President, asserting that the oil reserves 
set apart for the Navy in time of danger had been bartered 
away "under circumstances that indicated fraud and corrup
tion, in violation of the law and against the settled policies of 
the Government,'' men were heard to assert that Congress was 
to blame, and if it had not enacted certain legislation these 
reserves could not have been bartered away. 

Why, of course, Mr. Speaker, if Congress had never set apart 
these reserves there would have been no reserves to lose. I 
suppose that should we wake up some morning and find some
body had sold or stolen the Goddess of Liberty from the Capi
tol Building some one would rise and say George Washington 
was to blame because he and his compatriots provided for a 
Capitol Building, and if they had made no such provision there 
would have been ·no Goddess of Liberty to steal. A.gain, Mr. 
Speaker, if we should some day find the Treasury looted of 
what cash still remains, somebody would say Congress is to 
blame because it levied taxes upon the people, and if they had 
levied no such taxes then there would have been no money in 
the Treasury to be wasted or stolen. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not know what other men may think, but 
I give it as my candid opinion that the revelations in gov
ernmental affairs during the past 60 days have rocked the very 
foundations of this Government. Free institutions and popular 
government have received such a blow as they never received 
in the history of America. The right of free government is 
trembling in the balance ; the virus of waste and corruption 
has gotten into the blood of official life in this country, and 
the best and only antidote that I can suggest is to promptly 
put somebody in jail. · 

INCREASE OF PENSIONS FOR THE SPA.NISH W.A.R VETERANS. 
Mr. ALLEN. Under leave granted to extend my remarks I 

insert the following letter: 
PIEDMONT, w. v A., Mat·ch 19, 1924. 

Members of Potomac Camp, No. 5, Department of West Virginia, 
United Spanish War Veterans, at its regular meeting on March 6 
indorsed tile Knutson bill (II. R. 5934) in the following language: 

"Resolt•ed, That the members of Potomac Ca.mp, No. 5, United 
Spanish War Veterans, Department of West Virginia, do hereby go 
on record as indorsing the bill (H. R. 5934) which provides for an 
increase of the pensions for the Spanish war veterans, and to cer
tain maimed soldiers ; and be it further 

"Resolved, That we pray and petition the United States Con
gress for immediate passage of this bill, and that a copy of this 
resolution be sent to Congressman R. E. L. ALLEN, requesting him 
to have it read into the R»CORD. 

(SEAL.] NORRIS BRUCE, Oommander. 
CHAS. A. BOYLES, Adjutant. 
S. C. RICE, Quartermaste1·. • 

THE EX-SERVICE MAN IS THE OUTSTANDING VICTIM OF OUR 
PARTICIPATION IN THE WORLD WAR. 

Mr. GARBER. Mr. Speaker, the services rendered by the 
Homes are being sold over this country because people are unable to American soldier were the most important and determining 

pay their taxes. factor in winning the World War. Our obligation to compen-

A few days ago the Senator from Idaho [Mr. BoRA.H] made 
this significapt observation en the floor of the Senate: 

Business men are distresse11 because they arc unable to meet their sate him for such services is a part of the war debt itself and 
taxe£. Farms upon wbich people have lived for half a century, giving a preferred and prior claim upon the Government, more bind
their time and their industry and their effort to making homes and Ing upon the conscience of the Nation than any other of itll 
rearing families, are now passing from them by reason of tax sales. contractual obligations. 

• • • Ily selective draft nearly 4,000,000 men were · pressed int( 
Equally distressing with the f.ax situation is the agricultural condi- military service. We should have drafted the services of capital 

tlon in this country. It would be difficult to command language ade· and labor as well. We did not. Our neglect to do so caused 
quately to describe the conrlition of the agricultural interests, espe- the discrimination against the soldiers out of which arose the 
cia.lly through the great 15 Northwestern States, those great agricul- claim for adjusted compensation. 
tural States. Speaking upou this matter some months ago, I referred For the s.ervices of the men while in camp, we paid $1 per 

·to the fact that in one county in a great agriculturnl Sta~e there were ~ day: for the services of the men while overseas, $1.10 per day. 

LXY-312 
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In agriCultural States the young men were taken trom their 
recently rented or pur~hased farms; in the cities and town~ 
from their chosen occupations or professions. By arbitrary 
draft they were takeu from their homes and famil!es and com
pelled to abandon all their material prospects for the uncer
tain period of the war. Capital and labor remained at home 
and without license were permitted to take advantage of the 
Nation's necessities. 

The young men, so taken, were h11stled and jammed ill.to 
hastily constructed and insanitary training camps. There 
they were subjected to unusual exposure, contagious diseases, 
and the daily grind of military training. From the camps 
2,000,000 men were sent overseas in crowded ships; then in 
crowded cars were taken inland to camps and finally by wear·y 
marches up to the front to the trenches and the firing line. 

At the time when the Government was paying its soldiers in 
camp $1 per day and overseas $1.10 per day, it paid its employees 
workino- in its navy yards, living at home, in the lap of luxury, 
convenience, and safety from $6 to $12 per day; in its arsenals 
from $6 to $10 per day; on its 10 per cent plus contracts 
from $5 to $12 per day. To its over 500,000 civil-service em
ployees. receiving $2,500 per year or less, it has paid each a 
bonus of $240 per year for the last five years in addition to their 
regular salaries, or a total bonus of $1,200 each. Mind you, 
this is what the Government itself did in the payment of 
wages and salaries and bonus to its employees who remained 
at home. Do you believe it was fair for the Government to pay 
tl1e men at home ~.12 per day for working on its ships and to 
pay the men fighting on the ship only $1.10 per day? Do you 
believe employees in its arsenals should have received $10 per 
day and tlie men on the battle field be limited to $1.10 per day? 
Do you think $2.35 per day for our fighting men facing death 
too much? Do you think $2 per day for our men training 
in camps facing disease too much? 

The high wages at home were not only paid by the Govern
ment but in the channels of trade in the business world as well. 
Brick1a;rers, masons, plumbers, carpenters, for eight hours 
work exacted from $8 to $14 per day. Common labor, in all 
its v~rious forms, including labor on the farm, was paid from 
$4 to $6 per day. . 

It is true the soldier received his clothes and board in ad
dition to his wage, but that advantage \vas largely neutralized 
by the unusual requirement compelling him to deduct so much 
for insurance. The business world pays for the insurance of 
its employees. The Government required the soldiers to pay 
their insurance out o:f their monthly wages. From the $30 
per month received, must be deducted. the $15 which the soldier 
\Vas required to send back to his dependents in addition to the 
cost of his insurance, leaving him a balance of from $1 to $9 
per month with which to pay l}is sundry expenses. When he 
received the $60 payment on his return home to begin life 
anew, he was without sufficient money, at the then existing 
prices, to purchase a civilian suit of clothes. He was without 
his chosen employment to earn even a competency. Stripped of 
everything he had, material and prospective, he was required 
to make new arrangements and incm· new obligations to enter 
again tlle industrial world from whence he had been so arbi
trarily taken. 

The celebrations, greetings, and banquets for heroes home, 
in a short time had to give way to tbe menial task of d.igging 
in. To readjust himself to the changed conditions was the per
plexing and most difficult problem of the returned soldier. He 
was the outstanding victim of ·our participation in the ·world 
·war. He was the heaviest contributor and the heaviest lo~er. 

That the people generally recognize and disapprove of the un
adjusted discrimination against him is evidenced. by their action 
in 22 States, authorizing payment of adjusted compensation. 

The following table shows the cash bonus pultl by the States 
to ilieir veterans of the World \Var : 
Illinois .. ____________________ . ______________________ _ 
Iowa----------------------------------------------
Kansas------ ---------------------------------------
:Massachusetts--------------~-----------------------
~faine----------------------------------------------Michigan ________________ .:. __ ________________________ _ 

Minnesota------------------·-----------------------
l'.lis1:1ouri------------------------------------------
New Hampshire-------------------------------------
New JerseY----------------------------------------
New ~ork----------------------------------------
North Dakota--------------------------------------Ohio ______________________________________________ _ 

Oregon--------------------------------------------
Rhode Island---------------·-----------------------
South Dakota---------------------------------------Vermont ___________________________________________ _ 

~f:c~1~~1ii°~_-:_-:._-:_-:::_-_-_-_-::_-:_:::::::::::::::::::::::: 
ColoradO--------------------------------------------M.on tana _________________________ ..:._ ________________ _ 

P~nnsylvania-------~--------~.-.------------~---------

$55,000,000 
:!2,000,000 
25,000,000 
.2~,275,000 

a, 211., 307 
30,657,576 
23,500.000 
15,000,000 
1,96t,42a 

11,~50,000 
45, 000, 000 
11, 000,000 
32,500,000 
20, 000, 000 

2, -588, 000 
G,000,000 
1,500,000 

13,500,000 
16.102,006 

8,000,000 
4,500,000 

85, 000,000 

Wherever the question has been submitted the people ih the 
several States, by overwhelming majorities, have authorized the 
payment o:f adjusted compensation to their soldiers. The Rep
resentatives from such States might have colorable claim to 
oppose this measure on the ground that they have already, 
taxed themselves and paid the adjustment provided for. Op· 
position based on. such grouuds might well be consistent and 
val,id, bnt even in the majority of such States the people, 
through their Representatives, recognize the national obliga
tion as still existing. So long as such unselfish spirit and 
app1·eciation exist this country will :cemain sound to the 
core and the safety of our cherished institutions will remain 
assured. 

When a majority of the States already having pnid a casli 
bonus to their soldiers are recognizing the national obliga..
tion and supporting this measure providing for its payment, 
what can be justly said in opposition by the people in the 
States not yet having contributed anything toward the pay-. 
ment of such adjustment? Nothing~ Opposition from such 
sources would be indefensible. It would be ungrateful. To 
the credit of the people of such States, however, it can be 
truthfully said they are not ungrateful, not unmindful, or un
appreciative. Through their Representatives they are sup
porting this measure and hope it will be speedily enacted into 
law as tangible evidence of their sense of justice and apprecia~ 
ti on. 

When we emerged from the war and took a survey of our 
finances conditions then existing were alarming. While the 
people in good faith accepted the slogan ".Anything and every
thin~ to win the war," and contributed their last dollar to
-\vard the purchase of Government bonds, hyenas in human 
form prowled and plundered. Billions of the hard earnings 
of the people were wasted and squandered, confiscated and 
appropriated. The people were induced to borrow money from 
banks at a high rate of interest to purchase bonds upon the 
representation that it was necessary to raise funds to sustain 
our soldiers in camp and. field. The moneys thus exacted, to 
the extent of billions, were loaned without authority of law 
to foreign countries after the armistice was signed. Corpora
tions, trusts, and unscrupulous organizations of every kind 
and character pillaged and plundered. Contracts were given 
for war supplies to favorites at enormous prices without re
gard to the Nation's interests. The following record from the 
War Department shows with what criminal abandon the hard
earned dollars of the people were expended : 

Forty-one million pairs of shoes for 3,500,000 soldiers, or 
12 pairs for each man; 149,456,611 bread cans, or 42 for each 
man ; 2 saddles, 4 covers, 6 halters; and 6 harnesses for each 
horse ; 12,000 sets of ambulance harness, when the Army was 
using gas-driven ambulances; $20,000,000 for coke ovens and 
no coke; $35,000,000 for acid plants and no acid; $116,000,000 
for poison-gas plants and no poison gas; $127,000,000· for 
docks never used; $60,000,000 for one powder plant, $90,-
000,000 for another powder plant, and no powder while the 
war lasted; $116,000,000 for a nitrate plant, and no nitrate 
during the war ; over $1,000,000,000 for aircraft, and not a 
fighting plane at the front; another $1,000,000,000 for artil
lery, and less than 150 American-made cannons on the firing 
line; $3,500,000,000 for merchant ships, with less than 600 
keels lald during the war, and more than 700 laid after tbe 
armistice. and out of a total of 1,300 ships, more than 1,000 
were either too small or too slow, or otherwise wholly unfit 
either for international commerce or for coastwise trade, 
and now unsalable except for junk. 

Unbelievable but true. Add to this $484,000,000 allowed 
and paid on post-war activities, mostly with no contract to 
support the gratuities; $11,000,-000,000 pa.id to foreign gov
ernments with no evidence of debt taken, to say nothing of 
a contra.ct to repay. I forbear to enumerate the hundreds of 
millions wasted on cantonments and other contracts on a 
cost-plus basis. 

The '.reapot Dome oil revelations showing an exploitation of 
the Nation's oil reserves are to be deplored. Those responsible 
must be prosecuted to the limit and imprisouetl for their be
trayal of the public intere:)tS. Every vestige of wrongdoing 
grafting, and betrayal must be punished and the perpetrator~ 
driYen from public life. There is no mun in the United States 
in whom the people have greater confidence in seeing that this 
shall be done than Calvin Coolidge. But I submit that the at
tempted exploitation or development of the naval reserves is 
nothing as compared to the exploitation of the hard-earned dol
lars of the people's money to the extent of billions through the 
guise of war necessities during the brief period of the 18 months 
of the \var. 

On March 4, 1921, when the Republican administration took 
charge, ther~ were 5,000,000 men out of employment, whose 
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annual wage alone was $5,000,000,000. Importations from for
eign countries were flooding our markets at the expense of our 
o".·n laboring men. Our indebtedness had reached the stagger
ing total of $26,581,966,852. The remains of the bacchanalian 
feast had to be cleared way. Unconscionable grafting contracts 
had to be canceled. Unnecessary employees had to be cut off 
the pay roll. Expenses had to be cut down. Revenues to pay 
the enormous annual interest charges and coming due indebted
ness had to be provided for. The Nation had to find itself 
financially. Under a constructive Republican administration 
these things were done. 

During such period opposition to incurring any additional 
governmental obligations had substantial, if not justifiable, 
grounds to support it. While our indebtedness is still large the 
prompt payment of all our national obligations as fast as they 
become due is assured. Our Budget has been balanced. Dur
ing the last four and a half years we have paid off $4,800,-
000,000 of national indebtedness at the rate of $1,000,000,000 
per year and our surplus annual revenues exceed $330,000,000 
per year. Such marvelous progress in reconstruction work un
der Republican administration is unapproached by that of any 
other nation in the worlcl. It stands without parallel and 
without precedent. Under such administration our national 
finances are in such condition that we can safely have not only 
tax reduction but adjusted compensation as provideu in the 
present blll. 

Section 201 of the bill provides : 
The amount of the adjusted-service credit shall be computed by allow

ing the following sums for each day of active sel'Vlce in excess of 60 
days ln the military or naval forces of the United States, after April 
5, 1917, and before July 1, 1919, as shown by the SPrvice or other 
record of the veteran ; $1.25 for each day of oversea service and $1 for 
each day of home service; but tho amount of credit of a veteran who 
performed no oversea. se1•vice shall not ('Xceed $500, and the amount 
of credit of a veteran who performed any oversea service shall not 
exceed $625. 

Subsection 0 of section 203 provides: 
If part of the service is oversea service and part is borne service, the 

home service shall first be used ln computing the 60-day period. 

All applications for benefits under the provisions of the bill 
must be filed on or before January 1, 1928. 

Section 401 provides payment in cash to each veteran upon 
proper application any time after the expiration of nine months 
from the enactment of the law the amount of his adjusted 
ser·yice credit, if, and only if, such credit is not more than $50. 
This section applies to the men who served 110 days or less, 
awarding them $1 per day and de<lucting the $60 paid at the 
time of cllschargo, leaving the balance in the amount of $50 or 
less to be paid in cash. It is estimated that the cash payments 
thus required will total $16,000,000. 

Section 501 authorizes the issuance, without cost to the vet
eran designated therein, of a-
nonparttcipating adjusted service certillcate of a !aco value equal to 
tho amount of 20-year endowment insurance that the amount of his 
adjusted service credit increased by 25 per cent would purchase at his 
age on bls birthday nearest the date of certificate, if applied as a net 
ilngle premium, calculated in accordance with accepted actuarial prin
ciples, and based upon the American Experience Table of Mortality, and 
interest at 4 per cent per annum compounded annually. 

The certificate ancl all rights conferred thereunder shall take 
effect-
as of the 1st day of the month in which the application is filed, but 
in no case before January 1, 1!)25. The veteran shall name the bene
ficiary o! the certitlcatt-, and may from time to time, with the approval 
of the director, change such beneficiary. The amount of the face value 
of the certificate shall be payable to the veteran 20 years after the date 
of the certificate, or, second, upon the death .of the veteran prior to the 
expiration of such 20-year period, to the beneficiary named, except that, 
if such beneficiary dies before the veteran and no new beneficiary in 
the O.t·st im;tance bas yet been named, the amount of the face value 
of the certificate shall be paid to the estate of the veteran. If the 
vet<~ran dies after making application, but before January 1, 1925, then 
the amount of the face value of the certificate shall be paid in the same 
manner as if bis death ha d occurred after January 1, 1925. 

Section 502 provides--
after t:::ie expiration of two years after the date of the certificate it 
may be used as collate.ral security for the payment of loan to him. 
The rate of interest shall not exceed by more than 2 per cent per annum 
the rate charged at the datC' of the loan for the discount of commercial 
paper by the Federal reserve bank in the district in which the loan is 

made. 

The amount of the loan is limited to-
90 pe1· cent of the reserve value of the certificate on the last day of 
the current certificate year or 60 per cent of the face valne of the 
certificate. The reserve value of a certificate on the last day of any 
certificate year shall be tho full reserve required on such certificate, 
based on an annual premium for 20 years, calculated ln ·accordance 
witll the American Experience Table of Mortality, and interest at 4 per 
cent per annum compounded annually. 

It is estimated as of January 1, 1924, there were 3,038,283 
veterans living who would be entitled to the adjusted certifi
cates or insurance policies, and 389,583 veterans who served 
from 61 to 110 days entitled to the cash payment. Also there 
were 183,805 veterans who died prior to January 1, 1924, and 
whose dependents would be entitled to the adjusted service com
pensation in 10 annual installments. 

Commissioned officers above the grade of captain ln the 
Army or Marine Corps, lieutenants in the Navy, first lieutenant 
or first lieutenant of engineers in the Coast Guard, with others, 
are excluded from the provisions of the bill. 

Section 505 creates a fund in the Treasury of the United 
States to be known as " the adjusted service certificate fund," 
and appropriates for each calendar year, beginning January 1, 
1925, and ending with the calendar year 1946, an amount suffi
cient to meet all the payments required by the certificates 
issued, the appropriation for the calendar year 1925 not to be 
in excess of $100,000,000. . 

Out of a poll of 10,784 veterans, 66 per cent voted in favor 
of paid-up insurance. The American Legion in its national 
convention twice approved a bill with an insurance provision 
similar to the one in the present pending bill. It embodies the 
foresight and frugality of a Benjamin Franklin for the benefit 
of the veteran. While not so attractive now, the enduring 
wisdom of a paid-up insurance policy will be appreciated more 
and more each year. The financial resources thus extended to· 
the Yeteran are exempt from all processes of the law, nonas
signable, and payable only to him if living, and if dead direct to 
his beneficiaries. The bill will not disturb present financial 
conditions. It will permit of tax reduction, and at tl1e same 
time meet our obligations. 

We believe that such adjustment of our obligations to the sol
diers will be acceptable alike to them and the people. The same 
sinister influences that ravished the national revenues during 
the war opposes now ; the malefactors of great wealth, who shed 
copious tears for the dear soldier while the war was on and the 
profiteering was good, are now shedding tears of bitter rnge at 
the very thought of paying their share of the necessary taxes. 
Sordid selfishness will intervene, and the mad, metallic com
mercialism of the post-war period will continue to oppose. It 
dare not plead a denial of services rendered. The unselfish sac
rifice and undaunted gallantry of the American soldier upon the 
battle fields of the WMld War excite the admiration of the 
world. It dare not deny benefits received. Tlle safety and 
security of this Republic, with its constitutional guaranties, 
stand unshaken and unimpaired. Its opposition must be one 
of subterfuge, misrepresentation, and delay. Professing a supe
rior degree of appreciation, it pompously declares, "We must 
not 'commercialize patriotism.'" Having commercialized every
thing else of human relationship during and since the war, it 
now poses as a superpatriot in making this exception. Pushed 
to its logical conclusion, it would pay nothing to the men whose 
services were indispensable in the preservation of our defense 
and the maintenance of the national honor. 

" If you want tax reduction you must defeat the bonus" is 
the last resort in the last trench of the opposition. Such appeal 
is an offer of public benefits resulting from administrative duty 
as a reward for assistance in defeating adjusted comperumtion. 
It is a subtle appeal to the taxpayer to oppose, but it will find 
no response in the bosom of the American people, whose liber
ality, public spirit, love of fairness, justice, and patriotism has 
never yet failed to meet the just and honest obligations of their 
Government in all its history. 

The following is a telegram receiYed by me from Cody Fowler, 
department commander, and J. William Cordell , department 
adjutant, of the American Legion of Oklahoma, urging support 
of the bill: 

OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA., March 17, 1924. 
1\1. c. GARBER, M. c., 

Washington, D. 0.: 
Oklahoma department of American Legion stands solidly behind you 

in your supP-Ort and vote for the adjusted compensation measure, whicll 
will be before you for considerntion on Tuesday, the 18th. 

A:r.nmICAN LEGION OF OKLAHOMA, 

CODY FOWLER, Department Oom11ia11der. 
J. WM. ConnELL, D epcirtment Adjutant. 
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I append the following table showing estin1atad co·st: 
TABLE No. 1.-Estimated cost of solcliers' adjiisted compensation uncter 

proposed leg·islation. 
1. Estimated number entitled to adjusted eompensa

tiGD living Jan. 1, 1919-------------------
2. Estimated uuml>er in the above group who have 

died prior to Jan. 1, 1924--------------------
8. Estimnted number entitled to adjusted compensa-

tion living Jan. 1, 1924...-------------------
4. Estimated number living Jan. ;t., 192~, who :Served 

60 days or less-----------------------------
5. Estimated number Irving Jan. 1, 1.024, wllo f:lel."Ved from 61 to 110 days ______________________ _ 
6. Estimated nnmber liviag Jan. 1, 1924, who served 

over 110 duys------------------------------
7. Average .age Jan. 1. 1924 (·yeu:rs>--------------
8. Average amount of adjusted compensntlon for 

those who served over 110 days (maximum 
service, 560 d.aysJ-------------------------

9 . .Adjusted compensation due those who have .tlied 
prior to Jun. 1, 1924-----------------------

LO. Total amount payable in cash to those now living 
who served llO days or Jess ________________ _ 

183,805 

4:,293,607 

865,741 

S89,58S 

S,088,283 
S2 

$8'82 

$50, .318, 712 

$14, 799, 470 
Ll. Total co~t of insutanee provision by ann~l appro--

priutious reprei-enting tbe actual premmms ____ $2, 025, 889, GD6 
L2. Total cost of insuran<-e provision-equivalent level 

annual appropri...'ltlom; _____________________ $2, 052, 679, 240 

TABLE No. 2.-Adjusted compenBat-ion.. 
[American Experience Table, 4 pei· cent.] 

Endowment 20 ye-.irs : Single premium per 1$1.,000 _________________________ $496. 62 
Annual premium per $1,000__________________________ 37. 94 

COST OF INSURANCE PROYISIO~. 
Maximum -service ( dayis>---------------------
A.verage amount ~djusted compensation __________ _ 

(1..25 times .American Experience T,able, 4 per cent,] 

560 
$.382 

Avera~e o.mouut poliCY------------------------- $962.00 
.Average anual premium-------------------------- 36. 48 
Maximum annual appropriation _________ _:________ ·110, 836, 564. 00 
Minimum annual .nppropriution_________________ 90, 83u, n~o. 00 
.Approximate total cosL------------------------ 2, 025, 889, 696. 00 
TABLE No. 3.-Table Bh.owmg the east of insurance vrov'ision (M-1Jear 

endowment po!ic11 purchased by 1.25 timeB adfu8teci co"!'ipensation) 
to t71ose who se·rved over 110 days-Amertcan Experience Table 
4 ver cent. 

Year. Age. 
Number 
living at 

beginning 

Number 
dying 
during 
year. 

.Annual ap
propri.a.tion. 

of year. 

1924. - ----- - --·-- ----- - - • - • ------· ---
l!l25. - --- - - - • -- - • -- - - --- -- --- ----- - ---
1926. - ------ - ----- ------ --- ----- ·--· --
1927 - - --- - ·- - ---- - • - ---· --- ---· ----· - • 
1928. - -------- ---- - • - ----- ----- - ------
1929 _ - - --- - ·- - -- -- - ----- -- -- -·- -- --- --
1930_ - ---------·------·----------- -· 
193L ___ ------ -------- __ • _ --- --- • -- • -• 
1932_ - -- ----- -- ---------. -·. -------- •• 
J 933 _ - - -- -- -- - ------. ---- --- ·-- -- -- - --
1934_ - --- -- -- --- ·-- ------- -- --- -- ---· 
1935_ - ----·-----·-- ---- ----------·----
1931L _ --- _ --- ------ -- - •• -- ---- --·---·-
1937 - - --- -- • - ------. -- - - -- • --- -- - •• -- -
1938. - • - - • - -- ------ ----. -------- -----
1939_ - ---- --------------· --- ---------
1940_ - --------------------·------·---· 
1941. - • -- -- -- . - - - -- -- -- -- - . - -- - - - • - • -
] ()..12_ - ----- ------ ---------------- ---· 
1943 __ ----·-- --- ----- - - - -- -- ---- --- -- • 

.32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
.39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 
51 

3,038, 2&'3 
3, 012, 132 
2, 9 5,872 
2,959, 5().l 
2, 933, 028 
2, 906, 370 
2, 879, 623 
2,852, 442 
2, 825,098 
2, 797, 429 
2, ?'69, •32 
2, 741, 040 
2, 712, 212 
2, G82, 84l 
2, 66.2,892 
2,622, 219 
2, 590, 752 
2, 5.'J8, 344 
2, ll24, 814 
2,400, 020 

.20, 151 
~6. 260 
26,.368 
.26, 476 
26, 658 
26, 837 
Zl, 001 
27, 344 
27, 669 
27, 997 
28, 8G2 
,28,828 
29, 371 
29,{}49 
30; 673 
31,467 
32, 408 
33, 530 
34, 794 
;Ja, '}JJ7 

,.$110, 836, 5M 
109, 882, 575 
108, 924, 611 
107, 962, 708 
106, 996, $61 
106, 024,$78 
105, 04-S, ~64 
104,.057, -084 
103, 059, 575 
102, 050, 210 
101, 028, 879 
99, 003, 139 
!l8, 941, 494 
fJ7, 870, 040 
96, 777,000 
95, .6!i8, 649 
94, lilO, 633 
IJ3, 328,389 
92, 105, ~15 
00, 835,,U30 

Total ________________________ __ ---···-- ·-·----·---- ------·--- 2, 025, 889, 696 
Equivnleut 1ev.el annual .appropria· 

tions for 20 years.------------------ -------- ---·-------- --------·- 102, 633, 952 

'l'ABLE No. 4.-Illustration o/ wmi values adjus.ted service certificate. 
Endo.wment 20 years : 

.Arnonnt of certificate--------------------------~----- $1, 000 
Age at i$~Ue----------------------------------Years__ 32 . 

Yoar. 

3_ - --- - - - - • - - --- -- - - - - - -- --- ·- - ------ -- ----- ----- - -- - - - ----~-
4_ - ---- --·---- - - -- - -· - -- -- - --- ----- - ----- - ---- --- - --- - ·-- - ----
5_ - --- - - - --.--- --- ---- ---- - - - - - ........ - ...... - - - .. ------ --- - .. - - - ... - - - --- -
6. - - - - - - - ---- -- - - -- - . - . - -- -- -- --- . - -- ----------- - - - - - .. - - - -- .. 
7 - - -- --- ---- -- - ------ - -- -- --- ------ -- ---·-·· --------- ·- ·--- - - -
8. - -· - -- ---- . - . -- - . -- - - - - - -- ---- - - - -... - --- -- - - . -- - - -.. - - - - -- -
g_ - -- -- --- ----- -- --- ---- --- -- . - -- ---·----- -·- , .. --- -- . - -- --- . -

10. - ·-. --- ---- - - - -- -- - -- -- - -- ·- - - - -- - - - - - - --- - • -- - -- - - - • - • - - - - -
11. - -- • - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - -- -- . - - - - -- -- - - ------- -- - - - -- - - - - -- - - - - -
12. - - -- -- - - - -- - - - - -- - -- - - - -- - - -- - - - - --- --- -- - ··--- -- --.--. - -- ---
13. - • -----· - - -· --- - --- - -- --- -- --- - -~---- ---··. - --- -- - -- --- ----
14. - -·-- -- - - - .. - --- - - -- ·------ --------. -- --- . -- - - -- . -- ---- -- - - -
15. - ·-- - • -- -- - -- -- - -- - -- ---- -- -- --- - --- --- -- --- -- --------- - - -- -
16. - ------- - - -- - -- ---- ·- -- • -- • ---- - ----- -- • ------- ------ -- • ---· 
17 - - -- - - ----- -- ------· -- --- --- - •• ---- - ---- ----- - --------- -- • - --
18. - - -- --· -- -- - -- --- - -- ----- -- -- - -- -- --- -- -- -- - -- - - • - ----- -- -- • 
19 __ - - - - -- • ------ -----. - -- ----- ------ --- -- ----- - ---- - --- -- - ·-- -
20. - --- • - -------- -- - ----~--- ----- --- --· - -· -----·--- ---- ---- --- -

Value of 
sinking 

fJJnd end 
of year. 

'$97. 71 
133. 33 
170 . .58 
209. 67 
.2W.3fi 
293. 06 
337. 76 
384. 58 
433. f\2 
485. Ol 
[i38. 88 
595. 38 
654. 66 
716.92 
782. 33 
851. 14 
!123. 59 

1, 000. 00 

Loan 
valoo, 
00 pet: 
cent. 

$87. 93 
llfl. 99 
153. 52 
188. 61 
:>.25. 32 
.263. 75 
303. 93 
346. 12 

' 300. 25 
436. 50 
A.84. 99 
535. 84 
589. l!) 
Mo. 22 
704. 09 
760. 02 
831. 23 
ll00.00 

PEIU:LI;SSION TO ~TENJ> BEMA.RKS. 

Mi·. OLIVER of N~ Yo1,k. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimon~ 
consent to extend my remarks on the subject of adjusted com.~ 
pensation. 

Mr. HASTrNGS. I make the same :request, Mr. Speaker. 
'Mr. B:ffiGG. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. OLIVER of New York. Mr. Speaker, such permission; 

was granted ton Republican. 

AGRICULTURAL RELIEF. 

Mr. KINCHELOEJ. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous CODf:jenQ 
to pro(leed for four minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky a~ks nna:ni .. 
mous consent •to address the House for four minutes. Is 1hem 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KINOHELOE. Mr. Spe.aker and gentlemen of the Honsse. 

as we all .lmmv, there are various agricu1tn:ra1 bills pending 
before the Committee on Agriculture, both of the House -and of 
the Senate, seeking to grant relief to the farmers. As fa'l" rut 
I am concerned, I want to vote £or some relief for the farmer~; 
but I want to 'Vote for a bill t'hat will do them some g<>od, and 
I do not want to vote for any legislative nostrum that will 

'""fool the farmer and make him think ·he is getting somethiag 
when he is not. 

There is a bill pending before the Senate, introduced ·by Sen 
ator CURTIS, of Kansas, and one before the Hou8e, introduced 
by Congressman AswELL, of Louisiana, tbat embody the prin 
ciples promulga.ted by Mr. n. F. Yoakum, who, I "Underst;md 
bas .given yea.rs of study to the agricultural problems of this 
country. I want to especially invite the attention of the fHou.sei 
to those bills; but the purpose I have in addressing the HolIBe 
now is that Mr. Yoalrnm addressed the ·Kent.uc.ky ~Hvlsion of 
the Flll.'mers' Union a.t Lexington, Ky., on M.a~·ch 13, 1924 
giving .a11 epitomized statement of this bill, which I think is a; 
splendid address, and which, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimo-n$ 
consent to extend my remarks QY including. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani 
maus consent to extend his remarks •in th~ manner indicated. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman y.ield/ 
Mr. KINCHELOE. I yield. 
l\:11;. KING. Is it or is it not a fact that Mr. Yoakum is ,one 

of the representatives ancl the propagandist Qf the in:ternatiom,i.l 
bankers of New York? 

J\J.r. KINCHELOE. I never saw Mr. Yoakum and do not 
know a thi.Qg on e,a.i:th about him, e;ircept I .have read the bill in 
troduoed by Senator OuRTIS, of Kans~ and by Congressman 
AsWELL. I am not committing myaeli to the bill; but it seeks to 
encourage and perpetuate the coopeimtive marketing system of 
this country, and I am one who does believe that tlie (}nly hope 
for the future permanent ,Prosperity of the farmer of this 
country, regardless of the crop he i:aises, is cooperative mar 
keting. [Applause.] 

Mr. KING. I agree with the gentleman. I want a bill tbat 
will not fool the farmer, but I want to investigate from whom 
H comes. 

Mr. KiNCHELOE. T am not standing a,s sponsor for .1\Ir 
Yoakum. I never saw him, but I have read the bill and th.ink 
it is a step in the right direction for cooperative marketing. 
I do not care from what source it comes if it is going to 
b(>nefit the farme1· and n.ot hand him u lemon, as some of the 
bills now before the Agriculture Committee seek to do. 

Mr. TILSON. WiU the gentleman yield? 
.Mr. KINCHELOE. Yes. 
Mr. TILSON. Is the article directly on the subject 110.w 

befol'e tlle House .for legislatio.u? 
Mr. KINCHELOE. Yes; it ~s an e.¥position ·Of the bil 

that was introd11ced. 
Mr. TILSON. .And ·the bill now before the House. 
1,\!r. KINCHELOE. Absolutely. .Before the Committee on 

Agriculture--
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. Wlll the gentleman yif'.J.d? 

I th.ink I can enlighten the gentleman who asked the ques
tion with reference to Mr. Yoakum. 

Mr. KINOHmLOE. Yes. I do not know Mr. Xoakum aod 
never saw him. 

Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. I will say that :Nfr. 'Yoakum 
belonj.rs to the family of the wealthy rYoakums, but be 
seems to be impressed with the duty to work out what he 
has suggested bere. It is 1true, as the gentleman from 
.llUnois ..;says, · that he ls connBctecl wi.th these vast interests 
in New York, but s(lmetimes l ibave- .found :mag.llific.ent 'I)ei: 
sonalities among them, and I believe Mr. Yoakum is oue o:f 
them. 
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The SPEAKER. Is · there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Kentucky [1\Ir. Ki:NCHELoE]? 
There was no objection. 
l\lr. KINCHELOE. Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend 

my remarks in the RECORD, I include the following : 
.ADDRESS OF B. F. YOAKUM BEFORE THE KE:NTUCKY DIVISION Oi' . THlD 

FARllfERS' UKION, AT LEJXINGTON' .• KY., MARCH 13, 1924. 

Ours is an agricultural country, with 34,000,000 of its population 
:feeding the ather 76,000,000. 

The world'g greatest agricultural country is faced by a situation 
inore menacing to the country's fnture than can be said of any other 
economic problem in any part of the world. I do not view the situa
tion. darkly, because I know the present disastrous situation is remedi
able, and in this I am in harmony with the great majority of the 
farmers of our country. 

It is merely a question of devising and applying the proper r·emedy. 
To do this we must all earnestly, patiently, and hopefully apply our
selves with vigor, expedition, and determination. We can devise the 
remedy; Congress must apply it. In our capacity as the sole de-visora 
of that remedy we must first abandon all unsound and impracticable 
theories. All agricultural societies and organizations should agree 
upon a sound and constructive program for' submission to the law
makers at Washington. This, then, will glve Congress no possible 
i·eason or excuse to quibble over the principle involved or the termi
nology to be employed. In its · spiritual as well as material life ou:r 
Nation has never been so badgered and befuddled as since the unfortu
nate inheritance of corruption and irregular practices that have devel
oped in the official family of President Coolidge. We are drifting 
utterly devoid of leader. hip. Without leadership no stable national 
progTess can be made. We listen with indil'l:'ercnce, if not with cyni
cism, to suggestions of what ought to be done and what can be done~ 
We are loslng faith in one another. The result is that there is no 
cohesion of mass opinion. There is growing a confused psychology of 
that ma!SS opinion impossible of analysis, definition, or control. 

If the farmers will get together, demand a qulck remedy of their own 
condition, and if Congress shall respond promptly to the demand of 
the farmer's voice, it will have a stabilizing effect upon the entire 
Nation and restore contentment and prosperity to those engaged in the 
farming business. 

I am not an alarmist. l\iy life work has been constructive and not 
destructive. My view of America has always been optimistic and not 
pessimistic ; but I would feel remiss if I did not speak with the utmost 
frankness. I would feel that I was not doing constructive work if I 
should not point out some of the destructive forces now at work and 
which must be speedily destroyed or this country of ours will be 
actually in danger. 

1\Ir. B. C. Moomaw, of Barber, Va., in a recent letter to me, puts 
this situation correctly and concretely. He says: 

" If the business interests compel the farmers to enter as a 
class into mass movements for the betterment of conditions and 
the recovery of normal opportunities, they will prove to be obsti
nate fighters. It would be to the highest interests of all classes 
to be as jealous for the farmers as they are coming to be for them
selves." 

This is not an idle prophecy. It is a warning from a thinking 
citizen. 

The affiliations or line-up with which the agricultural vote finally 
allies itself will determine whether or not in the unsettled condition 
of the public mind we shall continue as a stable, prosperous Nation or 
face disastrous results by waiting too long in helping the farmers to 
receive their just dues from their investment and labor through a 
national marketing system. There is no subsidy, bonus, or --sacrifice 
asked of the business world, but business interests can afford to be 
helpful in procuring enabling legislation. I will go further and say 
that the :financial and industrial interests can not atrord to remain 
1ndi1Ierent to the great needs of agriculture, the supporting industry of 
every business in the country. 

Upon the farm citizenship of the country devolves a responsibility 
that goes directly to the foundation of the Government. The agricul
tural population of 34,000,000 people is the only unorganized class of 
our entire citizenship, the only class not committed to a selfish policy 
without regard to the etrect upon society. I am probably not going 
too far in saying that the agricultural population constitutes the bal
ance wheel of the Nation's future. As an organized force, whkh is 
now rapidly prog1:essing, the farmers will determine the future eco
n.,mic questions on lines equitable to all interests, cllsregartling its 
effect upon organizecl capital or organized labor. 

I own farms myselfi but I am sorry to say that they rep.resent in
vestments from which I can not make any money. 

The spread between the prices paid the farmers and the prices their 
commodities are sold to consumers presents the most enormous, ab
surd, and wicked economic condition in the world. F.or foodstuffs 
that the !armers receive $7,500,000,000, the consumers pay $22,500,-
000,000. Who gets that $15,000,000,0001 

Why has there grown up anu is being maintaiued in this country a 
system that doubles the price o! our fbo<lstuff when it reaches the 
constimer, after leaving the producer? • 

Why should ws need such a vast army of food dealers to distribute 
from the farm to the consumer? 

Why do our lawmakers regard it as necessary for the 34,000,000 
farm population to reed and support 19,000,000 food-dealei· population, 
which I have disclosed in my long and thorough investigation? IIow 
long can this deplorable condition la.st? 

Why should not the fn.rmer get his just proportion of the $15,000,· 
000,000 now going for profit and distribution? 

Why should not the farmer get 65 cents 01' the consumer's dollar 
instead of 35 cents, as under our present system? This would mean 
to the farmer his cost of production, with a fair profit upon his in
vestment and his labor. The altered economic condition would so 
adjust itself as to reduce the price on all foodstuffs to consumers, thus 
bringing down the cost of living. 

After an intensive effort for the past thTee years to find out the 
fundamental reasons that have brought about the present deplorable 
agricultural situation, I have devised a plan which students of the 
question have indorsed, both as to spirit and practice. Much has been 
printed upon this plan,. and I have supplied thousands of the little 
pamphlets outlining the plan from IQY New York office. This of itself 
shows that the farming industry is beginning to receive the attention 
it deserves. 

Under the plan, through boards of directors composed o! farmers, 
a national cooperative system of marketing, operating under a Fe<leral 
chaTter, would l:>e established, with actual farmers in control of ·their 
industry, unhampered by Government interference or partisan politics. 
The farmers' product would then go almost directly from the field to 
the consumers' kitchens, cutting out the enormous middle waste now 
so expensive, both to the farmers and to the consumers. 

Farmers are organizing to demand a. marketing system under which 
they will fix: the prices they sell their products for, not in a manner 
to do injustice to others but to do justice to themselves. 

For political reasons, Congress seems determined to adjourn at an 
early date. I feai-, unless the farmers of the Nation vigorously push 
theil' claim through a law that wlll enable them to handle their own 
business and fix remunerative prices for tueir products, necessary legis.
lation will be postponed until next session, which means longer suffer
ing for the farmers. 

The ownership of the six: and one-half million farms in the United 
States ban, through bankruptcy and mortgage foreclosures, been re
duced until these farms are uow owned by less than three m1llion people. 

We could learn a helpful lesson by following the footsteps of the 
farmers of France. They are the political masters of France so far as 
their bUBiness is c<>ncerned. Through the polltical influence of the rural 
voters, they put govunments in and they put governments out. They 
tell their government authorities t-0 keep hands otr of the farming in
dustry. '.rhrougb their organized power they control the marketing of 
their own products under a uniform and profitable marketing system. 
We might learn from the French farmers how to get the farms that are 
now being cultivated by tenants, into the hands of the people who tlll 
them, not only to the benefit of the farmers themselves, but to the bene
fit of our entire Nati-0n. The !armers of France wlll not stand for ·a. 
tax that is so bttrdensome that they can not live under it. · 

The tax upon the farmers of this cou:ntry has continued to grow untll 
it has caused bankruptcy and ruin to tens of thousands of farmers. 

The total wealth of the United States (World's Almanac) is $300,000,-
000,000. The same authority gives farm values, including property, 
equipment, machinery, buildings, livestock, etc., at $78,000,000,000. 
Therefore, the balance sheet of the farm wealth of this country shows 
that approximately 25 per cent of the national wealth is composed ot 
farm values. 

It has become a habit -0! our political friends to tell the farmers that 
the enorruous expenditures and obligations that the Government is in· 
curring are taxed against others than the farmers, but the facts are that 
the farmers pay their pro rata of all, whether it be in the form of a. 
Federal, State, or local tax. It makes no dift'erence whether it cost 
$250,000 to make an oil investigation or it costs $5,000,000 to 
build a battleship, the farmers in the final analysis pay their share. 

It was the farm vote that defeated the ship subsidy gift of $50,000,-
000 a :rear, of which gift they would have paid their proportion. But 
·Jet us not now enter into a diseussion of. the political situation. Let us 
do <>Ur level best to keep this stupendous question out of politics, unless 
the politicians force the issue by further refusing to aid in organizing a 
broad and comprehensive national marketing system that will enable 
farm owners and tenants to make their business profitable. 

Tenant farmers are suffering for lack of money to support themselves 
and familles, and to clothe and educate their children, caused by their 
inabillty to make anything over a bare and poor Hvlng. The tenant 
farmers should l.Je made a part ·o:f. this great movement for the farmers' 
declarat\on of independence. 

In almost every respect the Government has failed to do its part for 
agriculture. The Government keeps a. record of what you sell your 
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products for. It publishes the results of your business and your reve· 
nue once a year. It sbows the small measly sum you are allowed 
yearly for your investment and for the work of yourselves and families. 
On the other side of t"he ledger there is nothing to show who gets the 
enormous sum of twenty-two and one-half billion dollars for which 
your goods are sold to the consumer. 

For GO years dealers and distributors of farm products have continued 
under established methods to gain the marketing control of furm 
products. '£he fact is that the farmers are supporting ten times as 
many dealers and their families as are necessary under a uniform na· 
tional marketing system-a load that is breaking the farmers' back. 

The farmers do not want new ways provided for them to get deeper 
into debt; they want a way to get out of debt, to pay their mortgages, 
and to become independent home-owning citizens. 

· The farmers know that their money is lost at the producing end, and 
they know that the profits are made out of their products at the 
marketing end. But they are not able to change this unfair and in
equitable situation, and they can not change the present practice until 
they can control the prices of their products and eventually become 
the producers and the distributors. 

The constructive policy of the Government should be dominated 
through a friendly political party that will regard and treat the busi
ness that is in the aggregate ten times larger than its nearest rival 
as the dominant industry of the count1·y. 

'l'he inauguration of any big economic change that is calculated to 
deprive organized beneficiaries of unwarranted profits will have to face 
the strongest kind of opposition. These attacks will come through o.r
ganized efforts, through secret propaganda, and probably through bills 
introduced in Congress, apparently friendly, usually with the intent 
of breaking down cooperative farm organizations to prevent farmers 
from reaping the benefits of prices' fixed by their cooperative organiza
tions. 

It would be a more serious matter, bowever, to those antagoni1!1tic to 
a national agricultural cooperative marketing system to attempt to 
defeat an organization of farmers operating under a Federal charter 
whicb has the approval and indorsement of the Government than it 
woukl be for them as at p1·esent to attack and break down marketing 
associations composed of individual farmers operating as individuals 
under an unchartered association. 

The agricultural population is against paternalism, a condition to be 
regarded as extremely daugerous and destructive by all thoughtful and 
loyal Americans. Yet there are those who would make the farmers 
wards of the Nation by placing them and their business Under the 
patP.rnal wing of the Government. 

There has recently been introduced in Congress a bill which, amongst 
<>ther things, provides in section 4 thereof the following : 

"That within 30 clays after the passage of this act the Secre
tary of Agriculture shall effect the organization of the association 
provided for herein. This association shall be incorporated when 
at least 1,000 persons eligible to membership shall have signed and 
acknowledged the articles of incorporation, which shall be prepared 
under the direction of the Attorney General in compliance with 
this act. These articles shall state that the incorporators seek to 
organize the association provided for in this act, and that they 
accept all of the provisions of this act in advance on behalf of the 
association so organized." 

This bill is in the nature of a stock subscription association under 
which the Srcretary of Agriculture would be placed in charge of its or
ga11W.ation, which means its management by that department of the 
Government. Under the conditions of this bill the Government is 
willing to loan the farmers $10,000,000 at 42 per cent interest. This 
is a hid to the farmers to place their industry under the control ·of the 
Government for the con~lderation of a paltry loan of $10,000,000. 

There are two things I want to emphasize. One is that the 
business of any national marketing system should be under the ex
clusive control and management of the farmers who produce and own 
their productions without Government or outside interference. 

The other is that all of the present organized and affiliated co
operative associations will be a great, strengthening asJOet to the 
National Farmers' Marketing A'Ssociation, witheut in any manner 
disturlJing their present status or their future work. 

Let me briefly tell y0u how the Interstate Agricultural Cooperative 
Association will opern.te. 

Fit'st. Its headquarters will be at Washington, D. C., under a 
national board of directors composed of nine members, with authority 
to increase. The national board of directors will serve without pay. 
They will employ an active manager who will give his entire time to 
the business of the association. 

Second. The national board will be authorized to organize State 
boards of directors, composed of seven, which number may be in
creased. The State boards to be compofi!ed of farmers and those with 
knowledge of farm cooperative work. 

Third. The respective State boards will authorize county and com
munity cooperative associations, which cooperatives will be under 
the general supervision of the respective State boards. 

Fourth. The directors of the State boards, with the approval o:f 
the national board, will divide the territory of the United States into 
zones, taking into consideration the relations to the central markets, 
transportation for shortness of haul, and facilities for distribution. 

Fifth. In each zone the State boards will establish zone head
quarters with zone managers and with an efficient operating force 
necessary for economic operation. 

Sixth. The zone managers will cooperate amongst themselves in every 
way necessary for the best results. 

Seventh. The directors of the State boards will, with the approval 
of the national board, establish executive headquarters at some point 
near or tributary to the Mississippi Valley territory, with branch 
headquarters if deemed necessary. 

Eighth. The executive board to consist of three members, whose 
entire time shall be devoted to the business of the association. 

Ninth. The State boards will establish seasonable prices for the 
standard farm prod'lcts which the executive committee will enforce. 

Tenth. When it 1a to the best interests of the association, zone 
boundaries may be disregarded by the executive committee in de· 
termining the distribution of products, the protection of prices, the 
shortest line transportation, and the supply and demand of food 
products. 

The association will not undertake in the beginning, or until it is 
fully functioning, to include all products. 

The State boards of directors will determine and inaugurate the 
work with one or more standard products. 

To more concretely illustrate, expressed in dollars, I will use the 
white potato and wheat. 

Assume there will be an acreage planted to produce 300,000,000 
bushels of potatoes and 700,000,000 bushels of wheat. 

An assessment o:f 1 cent a bushel on potatoes would mean 
$3,000,000. 

An assessment of one-fourth of a cent a bushel on 700,000,000 
bushels of wheat would mean $1,750,000, and so on through the list 
of all farm commodities. 

For instance: One-half cent of each dollar on a yearly crop, farm 
value, of seven and one-half billion dollars woulJ produce thirty
seven and one-half million dollars a year to apply on operating ex
penses and the buildb1g up of C\ surplus fund for handling domestic 
and foreign trade. 

I have gone into every angle and every phase of thii; problem trying 
not to fool myself and I am prepared to say that it can be car~i€d 
out, giving to the farmers an additional seven and one-half billion 
dollars a year based on present production. 

It is unfortu.nate for the farmers and the country that our Con
gressmen and leaders of public opinion do not give sufficient time to 
study and better understand this big problem and to realize what it 
means to every farmer, every community, and every business. 

In conclusion, permit me to rPmind you that when the present in
vestigation of the naval oil reserves disclosed the fact that the Gov
ernment had been defrauded out of $200,000,000 worth of oil, the 
country wal!l horrified. When our Congressmen realize that the farmers 
are being cheated every year out of seven and one-half billion dollars, 
an amount equal to $200,000,000 a year for 37~ · years, they will un
doubtedly extend to them a helping hand, especially as it involves no 
risk or tax upon the public. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

Mr. CR.AMTON. l\Ir. Speakei', I ask unanimous consent that 
I be allowed to speak for 20 minutes following the reading of 
the .Tournal on Thursday, April 10. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani
mous consent that he be allowed to address the House for 20 
minutes on Thursday, April 10, immediately after the readiug 
of the Journal. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANKIN. On what subject? 
l\fr. CRAMTON. With reference to an event of that day and 

the part of woman in our national life. I am advised that at 
that time the appropriation . bills will be pretty well out of the 
way. 

Mr. RANKIN. What is the significance of that day? 
Mr. CRAMTON. The particular subject of my address will be 

the part of woman in our national life. 
Mr. BLANTON. Reserving th€. right to object, and I shall 

not object, does the gentleman expect to bring up the statues of 
the three splendid women out of the dusty basement where 
they now are? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I have no objection to the gentleman from 
Texas doing that. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman ought to do that fir-st. I 
heard the address of the Speaker when we received the statues, 
and they ought to be brought up out of the basement. 

Mr. RANKIN. There is no objection to the gentleman frOJI\ 
Texas bringing it up. [Laugbter.] 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request i0f the gen

tleman from Michigan? 
There was no objection. 

GERMAN RELIEF. 

:Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnamhn011s consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD on the German relief. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the ge~
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, no 

one can say that I am not 1n sympathy with the e.trorts to re
lieve distress in Germany or that I am prejudiced against the 
German people or German nation. This matter could and 
should be cared for by private charity. I have ever been in 
favor of granting relief when conditions warranted, yet in this 
case I find myself unable to indorse this measure. 

This resolution authorizes the expenditure of $10,000,000 for 
the relief of women and chlldren in Germany, which must be 
taken from the taxpayers of this country, when we now have 
43,000 veterans of the World W.ar suffering with 1liseases -and 
who are without the relief and support to which they are en
titled. These :r;nen are suffering from tuberculosis and neuro
psychiatric diseases and are unable to maintain themselves or 
their dependents, and relief must .be extended to them. This 
Coo,gress will be asked, ,,and it must pass, remedial legislation 
for the disabled of the late -war. To that end a measure will 
be presented Within a very short time which, when enacted, will 
call for between $100,000,000 and $200,000,000 per :annum more 

, than the present cost of the relief for veterans. This will 
mean an additional burden upon the taxpayer, which will be 
,cheerfully borne; but until our men, the men who fought in 
tbe late war, are cared for I am 0:pposed to taking $10,000,000 
from the pockets of the ta:q>ayers of this country and turning 
it over to a foreign power. 

WOODROW WILSON. 

Mr. SEARS of FlorWa. l\Ir. Speaker, 'I renew my request 
that I made last ·night to lnsert in Ute REOORD an-editorial "Upon 
Woodrow Wilson, written by Mr. Edward B. Lambright, of 
Tampa, Fla., and a £onnet on Woodrow Wilson, written by 
Herbert Felkel, of St. Augustine, Fla. 
- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of lhe 
gentleman from Fiorida? 

There was no objection. 
l\1r. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, un{ler leave granted 

to extend my remarks I insert an .editorial written by Edwin D. 
Lambright, of the Tampa .Tribune, and "A Sonnet on Woodrow 
Wilson," by Herbert Felkel. I make the request because 

, the articles are written by two of the best writers in the 
country. 

[From Sunshine, published at St. Angus.t:lne, Fla., 11Iarch, 1024.] 
WOODROW WILSON. 

[By Edwin D. Lambright.] 
The long illness ends. The weary patriot falls. The stricken states

man 'Succumbs, Woodrow Wilson is dead! Above his bier, the world 
speaks its hasty judgment, as it spoke it while he yet lived, but 
history, which awaits the slow decisions of the years, stands silently 
aloof. The verdict of history will be rendered when the current 
storms are silenced, the immediate tempests calmed-in the clea.r, 
calm atmosphere of the impartial future. 

Not one of our Presidents has borne such a burden as did this 
man, whose physical strength broke under the strain-not even Lin{!oln, 
for Lincoln's responsibility was national, while Wilson's was world
wide, and Lincoln, at least, was not maligned by those for whom be 
served. Not one of our Presidents was so misjudged, so subjected to 
the cruel barbs of enmity, jealousy, and hate. 

After the war had been .fought .and won, when he was fighting an
<>ther battle-this time to guarantee and preserve the things for whtch 
we fongb,t, while the poisoned an·ows of politics were quivering in 
bis flesh-he was stricken with all illness from which he nev:er re
covered. It was the result of his exacting labors, the weight of the 
burden be bore, increased by the misrepresentations of those who, 
for partisan or personal reasons., refused to understand. Months of 
'patient suffering, when he sat in his quite home, farced to be merely 
a s.ilent spectator of the wol'ld .drama in which he hnd J)layed the 
leading rOle ; and then-the end. 

No man now living may g1¥e a fair or unbiased estimate of Wood
row Wilson. We are too closely connected with the action which he 
dominated, the events in whl.Ch be w.as the fornm-0st ifgure . 

.But this much is assux.ed. He will be for all time a fl,guie Jn world 
histo-J·y. 1W.hatever may be the fin,al 'Verdict upon his career and upon 
-his deeds, tbey wUl have .an .epochal. signifi.cance in the .chronicles -of 
the ages. And, whether postedcy p.raise or blame him, whether it 
pronounces him right or wrong, it must ~ that he wa.~ since.re. 

~-- - - -

-;snatch a man "from the studious quiet of a university ; place him in 
the .highest place .on earth; suddenly thrust him, in the responsibility 
nnd gravity of this high place, into a war involving the greatest nations 
of the world. Nine out of ten men thrts txeated would succumb -early 
in the struggle. Woodrow Wilson "saw it through." He did not 
weaken or !falter while the battle tW1ls on, while the crisis impended. 
It was not while facing the world as the embodiment of his country, 
leading tbe forces of freedom, of humanity, of justice, of democracy, 
to a glorious victory, that he faltered and fell. It was not until be 
was fl.red upon, relentlessly pursued and assailed by his own people, 
that the mighty arm was palsied, the weary head drooped. And even 
then the dauntless spirit was unconquered. 

Volumes have been written on Woodrow Wilson in his life; many 
more will be written now that he is dead. As this is being written 
thousands of other editorials are forming into words, and throughout 
the woJ.·ld men and women are discussing the lessons of the life that 
bas just ended. Those who maligned him when be was .among us 
doubtless will continue to do so now that he " belangs t-o the ages " ; 
while those who regarded him as one of our noblest and ablest citizens 
will bring fresh flowers for his tomb. 

But none will dispute this one e&timate, this just appraisal, one for 
which we do .not have to await the verdict -0t history, one whieh not 
even partisan rancor will refuse .or personal defamation dispute-he 
was a great American. 

A SONNET ON WOODROW WILSON. 

(By Herbert Felkel.) 

His might of pen sent hope around the sphere, 
His classic slogans prince and peasant heard 
As kingdoms bung upon his every worcj; 
A will of iron , and tongue quick, strong, and clear, 
Unknown to him the sense of moral fear, · 
Listening more to conscience than to men, 
While with himself he struggled for the right, 
Pausing well before he sent young men to die;· 
But once in war, he called with all his might, 
" Make safe the wodd "-a battle cry. 
Autocracies were withered by his pen ! 

·Peace on earth 'I -Not yet. But strife for him is o'er--' 
The crippled soldier's heart w111 ache no more, 
As nations' tears make wet a martyr's bier. 

INCREASE OF THE SALARIES OF THE MAIL CLERKS AND CARRIERS. 

Mr. LILLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend remarks in the RECORD on the increase of salary of the 
mail clerks and carriers. 

The .SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD on the 
increase of the salary of the mail clerks and carriers. Is 
there objection? 

There was no -Objection. 
Mr. LILLY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, .I 

want to discuss briefly the proposal to increase the salaries of 
the mail clerks and carriers. 

In the first [>lace, these employees are skilled vorlrers, skilled 
to a very J:iigh degree of efficiency due to the requirements of 
their everyday work. Their duties are ha:rd and exacting. 
Men of €xceptional mental and physical qua.lliications are re· 
qUired. In order to obtain a position as letter carrier or clerk 
a man must take a competitive civil-service examination and 
ipass a physical examination which closely parallels that re
quired for enlistment in the Army or .Navy. 

He is first .appointed a substitute, for which he is paid at 
the rate o~ 60 cents per hour only for the time he ls actually 
employed, which may range from only one hour per day to eight 
hours per day, if he works at all. After serving on an average 
of three years as substitute, learning the business, he may 
.finally be appointed as junior letter carrier and .assigned to .a 
regular route. He has to report on schedule time, as early as 
6 o'clock a. m., and route his mail for delivery or collect the 
mail from street letter boxes, and after attending to the DlllllY 
duties of his position starts to ma.k-e his deliveries, and if he 
fails to be on time the patrons on his route ·complain of the 
delay, whether the man be heavy or light or the weather be 
fair or foul. He must be an encyclopedla of pastal ilnforma· 
tlon ; .his patrons depend upon him, as be is the only member of 
the postal organization many of them ever see. 

His work is constantly supervised, .and he is r-equired to per
iform a ,stated amount of work per minute in order to meet the 
requirements of the efficlency standard. 

'T.he same. irequirements of E!ffi.ciency rund attention to details 
are made of the clerks, both men and women, who must be out 
_at. all ho.uxs of the JMY .and night to .o.pen, -sort, -Oistribnte, and 
handle the mails .and,.keep ;up the records, and the ·salaries run 
~b.QU~ tha same ~ the s~larie~ of carrier~~ 
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I wish to make a comparison of the salary received by the 
mail clerk and carrier with that received by some of the trades 
not requiring such educational or physical standard. The 
hourly scale for knit-goods workers is $1.25; the printing trades 
average $59 per week; bakers' trades average $47 per week; 
metal trades, boiler makers, and machinists average from $49 
to $55 per week; clothing trades average $50 per week; foun
dries and machine shops average about 69 cents per hour. You 
can readily see that the laboring men, who have regular hours 
and not nearly the responsibility, receive a higher wage than 
mail clerks and carriers. 

Considering the preparation it is necessary for them to make, 
the heavy responsibility of their work, and their long hours of 
duty, we should not hesitate one moment to grant them a com
mensurate increase in salary. The Post Office is the largest 
and most efficiently handled of any department in the Govern
ment; the employees are high class, honest, and industrious. 
This Government should never allow these employees to work 
at less wages than outside employees of other trades. On 
account of the increasing cost of living they now hardly receive 
a living wage. 

I think the old saying, "Just because the horse is good he 
needn't be worked to death," applies to the case of the mail 
clerks and carriers. As it does not seem expedient at this time 
to reduce the responsibility or hours of work, in the name of 
humanity let us give them an adequate raise in salary com
mensurate with the service and responsibility. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
The SPEAKER. There are two bills which it is agreed by 

the chairmen of the two committees interested should be re
referred: One is H. R. 4104, to amend an act entitled "An act 
to prevent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska," 
and so forth, and the other is the ' bill H. R. 754, to authorize 
the 'l'reasurer of the United States to turn in to the treasury of 
the Territory of Alaska all moneys received from the sale of 
fur-seal and other furs as are the proi;>erty of the United States 
of America from the Pribilof Islands. Without objection, the 
reference of these bills will be changed from the Committee on 
Ways and Means to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

There was no object~.sm. 
PERMISSION TO .ADDRESS THE HOUSE. 

1\Ir. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to address the House for one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unami
mous consent to address the House for one minute. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SEARS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, last night, as the 

Speaker recalls, I demanded the reading of the engrossed bill. 
While it places me in an awkward position, I think in fairness 
to some of my colleagues who understood I was going to de
mand the reading of the engrossed bill I ought to make a state
ment. I stated to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMAS], 
who has not been in good health, that I would demand the 
reading of the engrossed bill, and after the debate had closed, 
relying on my statement, he left the House. There was no fur
ther debate at that time, as the Speaker recalls. It places me 
in a very embarrassing position, but I am willing to take the 
odium and feel it due to the gentleman from Kentucky that I 
make this statement in order that he may be placed in a proper 
light. I withdrew my demand only because I was so earnestly 
solicited to do so by so many of my colleagues. 

WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7877) 
making appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activi
ties of the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1925, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid
eration of the War Department appropriation bill, with l\Ir. 
TILSON in the chair. 

'.rhe Clerk reported the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose on Saturday 

last, general debate had not concluded. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman fr'om 

Kentucky to consume some of his time. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that general debate 

:was limited in the House to one hour and a half. 

Mr . .JOHNSON of Kentucky. I suggest that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. WuRZBACH] had not concluded his speech. 
He stopped in the middle of it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand there is an hour and a halt 
remaining and that the gentleman from Kentucky may use 
an hour on his side, if he desires. There is but one speech 
remaining on this side. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Is it insisted that I use my 
time now? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think it is desirable. 
Mr. HARRISON rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. How much time has been allotted to the 

gentleman from Virginia? 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, it was the understanding 

that I was to have an hour's time, but I do not think that I 
shall use more than half of that time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in order that 
there may be no misunderstanding, I ask the gentleman from 
Kansas if I am correct in my view of the matter that I have 
an hour and that the gentleman from Virginia has an hour. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The undergtanding is that general debate 
will close in an hour and a half. I also understood that the 
gentleman from Kentucky was anxious to use the time that he 
would otherwise have used in general debate when we reach 
certain items in the bill, to which I shall be perfectly agreeable. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. My understanding of the 
agreement made in the House is that it provided for that. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think that was the case. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, I can not begin my dis

cussion of this bill without making my acknowledgment to 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY], the chairman 
of the subcommittee. His long experience both as a mem
ber of the Committee on Military Affairs and as a member of 

. this subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations, his 
familiarity with every detail of this work, his ability, his 
indefatigable energy, have made the task of his associates on 
this committee very easy. I think it due to the conscien
tiousness with which he 1*s discharged his duty that I make 
this acknowledgment. [Applause.] 

THE COST OF Ml..i'!TARISM. 

The first thing that strikes our attention in the considera
tion of this bill is the grand total sum appropriated. 'rhree 
hundred and twenty-six million dollars is carried in this bill, 
a sum which in a day not very long ago would have paid all 
the expenses of the Government. In ~c' r~ition to this, a some
what similar sum bas been appropriated for the maintenance 
of the Navy; so that the grand total for the maintenance of 
the military establishments of this country exceeds $600,-
000,000. The total sum appropriated in the Agricultural 
appropriation bill is $56,000,000, and agriculture is the basic 
industry upon which all national prosperity is founded. Oh, 
if this $600,000,0000 could be diverted from the maintenance 
of these great military establishments which take our young 
men away from useful vocations and train them to the blood
shed of their fellow human beings, if this enormous appro
priation could be directed into some useful channels such 
as the construction of our public highways, to making fruit
ful our waste places, to developing our national resources, 
it would mean a blessing to millions of American citizens now 
living and to millions of American citizens not yet born. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I ask the gentleman if he agrees 

with that portion of the farewell remarks of his very distin
guished fellow statesman, General Washington, upon the sub
ject of a proper national defense? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will come to that, and I . am going to 
show who is responsible for the fact that these enormous ap
propriations are now demanded. All during the war, when 
sacrifices were being called for, we were told that this country 

· was :fighting to end war. This was to be what America would 
secure as the price of peace. Nothing else had she to gain 
out of her vast expenditure of blood and treasure. She desired 
no territory, she demanded no gold, but she did demand an 
abiding and enduring peace amongst all the nations of the 
earth. Against her protest and her utmost endeavor to keep 
the peace into all the world wars she had been forced, and she 
demanded security against a recurrence of such a thing in the 
future. For this she sent her young sons to battle and threw 
·into the scale her national resources. When the war did end, 
the voice of America predominated in the council of the 
nations and a great American statesman embodied in the terms 
of peace the most promising hope of a perpetual surcease ot 
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strife that was ever held out to a war-torn world. Envy, 
hatred, and party malice thwarted his endeavors and disap
pointed the longings of the Christian peoples of every nation 
and race. Woodrow Wilson, after a noble fight, died a hero 
on the firing line. [Applause.] Now, five years after the 
termination of this war, we find the same old conditions pre
vailing, which this country fought to destroy. We find nations 
arming for future wars, rivaling each other in expenditures 
for the perfection of the deadliest weapon and all the outfit 
of war. Groveling in the dust with the burdens that the 
war has imposed, the nations are piling up still further burdens 
to meet the threatened devastation and destruction of the war 
of to-morrow. In this peace-loving country and in this civilized 
age these appropriations tell the fearful price we are paying 
for the failure to secure the fruits of the triumph of our arms. 
The dawn of the better day may not be near, but the seed of 
the idealism which Woodrow Wilson broadcasted will yet 
bear its fruit. With each succeeding generation, struggling 
onward and upward, with the memory of the hero enshrined 
in their hearts, humanity will attain in time the goal of a 
war-free world. [Applause.] 

THE NECIDSSITY OF PREPAREDNESS. 

I have said, Mr. Chairman, that if these appropriations could 
be diverted into channels of peace it would be a blessing to 
the American people, but as long as the old pre-war conditions 
exist it is as essential to-day to be prepared for emergencies 
as it has ever been in the past, and I can not say that, vast as 
this appropriation is, it is out of proportion to the exigencies 
that have been imposed on this country by a failure to effectuate 
a .proper peace. I think the appropriations in some respects 
should have been increased, especially along the line of train
ing our citizen soldiers. I have always believed that the 
Regular Army should he only the framework:- on which in war 
we could build our Army of defense out of the trained citizens 
of civil life. The National Guard is the principal organization 
of our citizen soldiery and should be liberally encouraged, 
trained, and equipped. 

I must not forget the Officers' Reserve Corps, consisting of 
those who were trained on the battle field or in the camp. 
It contains splendid material for service. 

The money that is appropriated in this bill for the training 
of our emergency officers in my opinion is not adequate. Only 
enough is appropriated as would give 15 days' training to an 
emergency officer once in five years. It seems to me that 
such a proposition is ridiculous. If we are going to train 
properly the emergency officers and the citizen soldiery of this 
country, sufficient appropriations ought to be made to effec
tuate that purpose. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARRISON. I will. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am glad to see that the gentle

man does agree with the farewell remarks of his distin
guished fellow statesman, General Washington. 

Mr. HARRISON. I certainly ought to agree with General 
Washington, as in colonial days he represented Winchester in 
the house of burgesses and my unborn spirit, and I represent 
the shade of Thomas Jefferson, another father of the Republic 
[applause], and I am speaking what they thought. As I was 
going to say, I believe that the bulwark of our armed defense 
should rest with the citizen soldier. This bill, with all its cost, 
does not increase materially the size of our Regular Army. 
The great cost of these appropriations for military matters is 

, the equipment in the varied services which is now rendered 
necessary for modern war~are, and therefore this $326,000,000 
is not more than is sufficient, in my judgment, to meet the 
necessary demand of the Army service under modern condi
tions. I hope this country will never be found in the same 
condition it was at the time of the commencement of the last 
war. [Applause.] We were totally unprepared to meet the 
emergency that then existed. Having failed, for the reasons 
pointed out, to secure the fruits of victory, we must profit by 
past experience and prepare. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA.. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARRISON. I will. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The gentleman, as a member of the 

committee, knows that the manhood of the fighting part of the 
war did very well. Where it broke down it was on account of 
the vicious contractors, did it not? 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not consider that it did break down. 
No tribute is too eloquent to fully portray the magnificent dis
charge of duty that our soldiers rendered both in the camps 
and field--

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And within a very comparatively short 
tlme1 

Mr. HARRISON. In the short time they were in training; 
I was just coming to that. I think we owe an everlasting 
obligation to the ex-service men who so faithfully discharged 
their duties. Nearly every State in the Union has her con
spicuous hero, and Virginia has hers; and I now put in the 
RECORD a clipping from the News-Leader, of Richmond, in 
regard to Corpl. Joseph E. Allen, a Virginian, who received the 
distinguished service medal and received from France the 
croix de guerre : 

[From the News-Leader, November 11, 1919.J 

CORPL. JOSEPH E. ALLEN, WHO CAPTURED 56 GERMANS, PRESENTS CITY 

MEMORIAL FLAG-HIGHLAND PARK MAN, MEMBER OF RICHMOND 

GRAYS, WEARS DISTINGUISHED SERVICE CROSS AND CROIX DE GUERRE 

FOR DEEDS OF VALOR ON BATTLE FIELDS OF FRANCE-CEREMONIES 

AT 4 O'CLOCK TRIS AFTERNOON IN STATE CAPITOL BUILDING, IN 
HALL 011' HOUSE OF DELEGATES. 

Because his record was, in the opinion of bis comrades, the most 
glorious made by a Virginian in the war, rivaling that of Al York, 
the fighting mountaineer from Tennessee, Joseph E. Allen, of 920 
Third avenue, Highland Park, was selected to make the presentation of 
Richmond's memorial flag to rhe State of Virginia in the Hall of the 
House of the Capitol at 4 o'clock this afternoon. Allen, a corporal 
with the Richmond Grays, was wounded and sent home last March, 
but before be was put out of the fight be, with four men, had cap
tured eight machine guns and their crews of 56 men, and to-day 
wears the distinguished-service cross and the croix de guerre. 
· He returned to Richmond Sunday from Newport News, where 1ie 
has been employed for several months, to participate in Armistice 
Day exercises. While of a retiring nature, he consented to make the 
presentation, after the armistice committee bad told him that there 
was no one with a finer record that could be obtained for the pur
pose, and that it was bis d'uty to act on this occasion. 

Young Allen, who was a corporal in Company B, One hundred 
and sixteenth Infantry (Richmond Grays Battalion), was born in 
Richmond on March 9, 1896, and is the son of William R. Allen, 
of Highland Park. He volunteered with the Grays and left Richmond 
on September 24, 1917, going to Camp McClellan for trarnlng. From 
there he went overseas in May, 1918, with the Twenty-ninth Division, 
and participated in tbe occupation of defensive sector "!!'aunt" 
Alsace, and in the Meuse-Argonne offensive. 

COMRADES SAY NINETY-SEVEN. 

In official records Corporal Allen is credited with having captured 56 
men. Comrades who saw the Germans being broug.bt in declared that 
there were at least 97 men in the contingent, but some of them 
became scattered, it is believed, before the official count was made. 
In addition, there were 40 or more of the enemy killed in the engage
ment, in which eight machine-gun nests were raided aud silenced. 

Marshal Petain of 1J'rance decorated him with the croix de guerre. 
In the citation he said that "With the approbation of the Commander 
in Chief of the .American Expeditionary Forces in France, the marshal 
of France, commander in chief of the armies of the east, cites in the 
orders of the .Army corps Allen, Joseph E., corporal, Company B, One 
hundred and sh."i:eenth Infantry Regjment, because, with the assistance 
of four soldiers, he attacked and captured eight machine guns and 
their ..itunners." 

Corporal Allen said today that •he was in charge of three other men, 
Privates Maxey and Mayers, of Richmond, and Teckel, of Michigan, 
and they ·were working in the battle of Haumont Woods. When 
asked to describe the action, he offered the report of Maj. William A. 
Stack, battalion commander, as the best description of the work. 

Major Stack reported that-
"About noon on October 8 our assaulting wave was being held up 

by galling machine-gun fire from ' fox boles ' and ' pill boxes' held 
by German machine-gun crews who could not be seen. Waiting a!J4l 
watching for a little smoke, which sometimes could be seen on a 
cloudy day such as this was, Corporal Allen selected four privates 
from Company B to aid him and went to destroy this resistance. 

HUN FELL AT EVERY SHOT. 

"Arriving closer to the Huns, Corporal Allen found a great 
deal more than he expected to find, but by so placing his men and 
with the aid of that ever-present U.etermmation of the American 
soldier to do or die, he surprised and brought in 8 machine 
guns and their crews, consisting of 56 prisoners. The success ot 
this great work is almost wholly attributable to good marksman
ship, for every shot fired by any of this group of men brought 
down a Hun. No shots were fired unless a good target presented 
itself." 

Some few days after bis raid of the German machine-gun nests, on 
October 25, Corporal Allen was wounded in the Battle of Grand Mon
tagne and was sent to a hospital. In March he was sent back to this 
country ahead of his unit, and on April 14 he was discharged trom tho 
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Army at CAmp Lee. Since tben he has sp-ent some time in Richm'Ond, 
bnt went to Newport News durtng the summer for ·employment in the 
shiplmilcling plant. 

[Applanse.] 
When a demand came for extraordinary gallantry he met it 

with the spirit which animated the American Army. As I have 
pointed out, our legislation should show our gratitude to 
the ex-service men, but it seems impossible to secure any con
sideration of measures by the Republican Party, in control, 
devoid of politics. 

THE AD.JUSTED COMPE-NSATION BILL. 

Every two years the bonus or adjusted .compensation bill for 
the ex-service men is trotted out for its effeet on the electi.on. 
After the elections we hear nothing more about it until th€ 
next election requires its resurrection. No qu€stion about it, 
there is a division of sentiment in the .country on the pl'O
priety of this measure. The big-business interests, who con
tribute to the Republican campaign funds, are against it, and 
the ex-service men are for it, and they contribute the votes. 
The Republican management handles this situation profitably. 
The Republican President vetoes the bill and gets the contri
butions, and the Repubiican Congress votes for the bill to get 
the votes. The ex-service men get nothing, but are stalled off 
with promises. 

The ex-service men so long denied the benefits of this bill 
should conform to the requirements ot the election law to en
title them to vote, pay their capitation taxes, and register, if 
requiT€d, and visit their wrath upon a party who only under 
the Democratic lash is forced into even any pretense of action, 
and betrays them to the extent it:-is thought feasible. 

There ls, no doubt, opposition to this bill based on con
scientious conviction. To persons who honestly differ, each ls 
entitled to the respect of each other. There has been waged, 
however, against this bill a mass of false propaganda, which 
is well calculated to mislead well-intentioned people. 

First. A great deal of falsehood is disseminated in regard 
to the cost. I believe with Mr. T. W. Miller, a distinguished 
Republican in the public service, th-at the figures of the Treas
Uil°Y J?epartment are juggled to suit Mr. Mellon's purposes. 
Anyone with a pencil and pad can figure out that the cost is 
grossly exaggerated. The basic theory of the adjusted com
pensation is that each man is to receive $1 a day for service 
1n this country and $1.25 a day for oversea service, but in no 
event to exceed 500 days. In round numbers, 4,000,000 men 
were in the service-2,000,000 served in this country, 2,000,000 
overseas. If every man in the service served the entire period, 
the total cost could not exceed -$2,250,000,000. But, as we 
know, very few sened such a length of time, and according to 
fair estimates the average length of service would not exceed 
200 days, and the total cost would not be $1,000,000,000. Just 
here it is necessary to do a little more juggling with figures. 
The payment of this money is spread over 20 years with inter
est, and the accumulated interest is added to the cost, which is 
wholly unfair in the estimate of the cost. Interest is the _price 
of the use of the money and not a part of the cost. If one 
buys a horse for $100 and gives his note payable 50 years after 
date with interest, at the end of the period ".he would hrte to 
pay $400, but surely this is not the cost of the horse. It is 
just such juggling as creates the cost in this case. 

This matter, however, ought not to be considered in a com· 
mercial sense. If, in good faith and conscience, the ex-service 
man ts entitled to this adjustment, he should be paid the same 
regardless of cost. If commercial considerations are decisive, 
then the district I represent is bound to be largely a beneficiary. 
The tax cost is necessarily negligible, and the distribution of 
tlfe adjustment a large asset. Ever since the Civil War the 
pensions to Civil War veterans have been a large outgo from 
the district with very little or a· negligible return. In this the 
outgo will be negligible, but the money distributed throughout 
the district will be considerable and it will · be largely a re
versal of the Civil War pension status. 

Second. The equity of the claim is, in my judgment, indis
putable. The pay of the soldiers was arbitrarily fixed, and he 
was arbitrarily brought into the service if he did not volun
teet. His business was disrupted and the service he was called 
on to render was beyond comp€nsation. Out of the $30 paid 
h1m, he must often make family allowances and pay insurance. 
Be was morally coerced to pay money to the Liberty bond 
vendor and the Red Cross and other charitable collectors. 
IT'hose who did not go into the service received such pay as 
was never dreamed possible. Wages advanced phenomenally. 
After the war the1·e were mote multiin111ionaires and billion
aires than mi11ionaires before the war. 

The war, by the efficiency ot onr Army, te'rruina"ted one year 
in advance of expectation. In the last appropriation bill ap-

proved by the Military Affairs Committee was carried in round 
numbers $13,000,000,000. By the early termination of the war, 
at least six billions were saved to the taxpayers. Then all 
sorts of contractors and dealers with the Government flocked 
to Washington to secure equitable adjustment on their con
tracts and claims. Those who in prospect of contracting .with 
the Government had made .ruinous expenditures applied f<>r 
equitable consideration. The mine owner, the factory, the sup
ply man, nnd all others received a fair adjustment. All re
ceived respectful consideration except the ex-service man. The 
eold shoulder was his portion and oratory on his du';y as a 
patriot was the answer to his demands, until the Republican 
Party saw 1it to play politics. 

Third. There can be no real question that the precedents 
favor such an adjustment. There has not been a war in this 
country in which the principle has not been recognized. The 
Revolutionary War, the Mexican War, and the Civil War tur
nish precedents, not only in acts of Congress but in the accept
ance of bounties by the most distinguished men in national his
tory. George Washington received a bounty from Virg'inia. 
Lafayette received $200,000 and a land grant. Abraham Lin
coln received bounty in the Black Rawk War. Gen. Robert E. 
Lee applied for and received bounty lands fur services in the 
war with Mexico. A long list of patriots were recipients of like 
boun.ties. Other countries in this war have given bounties to -
their soldiers. Many States of the Union have given b0-unt1es 
to those who served from their States. 

Precedents are written on every page of our national history. 
I ha,.e not a w-0rd in criticism for the young soldler who dis
likes the principle of the bill. Were I a young ex-service man 
I might be inclined to prefer to be held in esteem for the sacri
fices I made in answer to the call of my country than receive 
any compensation under any plan of readjustment of tbe com
pensation. But this is a matter f-0r the ex-service man to 
determine for himself. Neither on principle nor preaedent can 
he be denied consideration if be chooses to demand an equitable 
adjustment. 

VETERANS' BUnliu. 

The Veterans' Bureau is the vehicle by means of which the 
country has undertaken to take care of the disabled men. Oon

.gress has never sought to escape the responsibility and the duty 
which the country owed to those who were disabled in the line 
of duty. Millions and millions of dollars have been appropri
ated, so that there might be no means neglected of furnishing 
relief to these men. It is a most discouraging reflection that 
waste. and extravagance and dishonesty should have at any 
time entered into the distribution of these moneys. The recent 
scandals and the indictment of a former director are distress
ful occurrences in our national life. These matters are now be
ing investigated in the criminal courts, and punishment should 
be meted out to guilty parties. 

I can not say, however, that the new management is giving 
satisfaction. There seems to be a determined purpose to show 
a reduction in appropriations without regard to the suffering 
inflicted upon disabled men. I have had my attention called 
since the new regime to many instances of unjust consideration 
of the compensation due to applicants to relief under this law. 
This is not a bureau in which economy should be practiced upon 
those who are entitled to relief. The people of this country 
have spoken in no uncertain way that every consideration 
should be given to men suffering from disabHities incurred in 
the line of duty. There is no nivision of sentiment in this 
country on this point, and yet every day instances are brought 
to my attention in which remuneration to the disabled men 
has been ruthlessly reduced without adequate justification 
therefor. I could put into the RECORD instances which have 
come under my observation. This, however, it seems to me, is 
more properly to be considered when the appropriation is 
brought before the House for this specific pur,pose. 

THE BURSUM BILL. 

A bill passed the Senate at the last session of Congress with
out a dissenting voice and was sent over to the House and re
ferred to the Military Affairs Committee, which simply pigeon
holed it. This is known as the Bursum bill, that gave to the 
emergency officer disabled in the line of <luty the same relief 
which is given to an officer in the Regular Army, disabled 
under like conditions. It seems to me, as a matter of prin{!jple, 
that w'here one is serving his country on the battle field or in 
the camp as an officer, the country should be estopped fl'om 
denying him the status of an officer of the Army. If he ls an 
officer to fight the battles and incur the suffering ana disability, 
he should be an officer to receive such b~nefits as those to which 
nn officer of the Regular Army is entitled. [Applause.] In 
the selective draft law, section 10, under the provisions of which 
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this emergency officer entered the service, it was thought that 
such a question bad been put beyond dispute. Section 10 reads 
as follows: 

That all officers and enlisted men of the forces herein provided for 
other than the Regular Army shall be in all respects on the same foot
ing as to pay allowances, and pensions as officers and enlisted men o! 
corresponding grades and length of service in the Regular Army. 

And not only this, but another provision of the statute law 
expressly declares that all distinction shall be obliterated be
tween the emergency army and the Regular Army and. the Na
tional Guard, and that all should be designated by the single 
term of the National Army. In spite of this legislative declara
tion, the 'Var Department has ruled that an emergency 
officer injured in the line of duty was not entitled to be retired 
under the provisions which are applicable to disabled officers 
in the Regular Army. Retired pay should certainly be con
sidered either as "pay," "allowance," 'or "pension." If it is 
not one or the other of these, it is hard to determine what 
would be a proper definition. 

Measures to correct these injustices have been introduced in 
both bodies of Congress and are pending in this body before the 
Veterans' Committee. I sincerely hope that that committee will 
not undertake to deny to this House the right to pass upon 
such a measure, as the Military Affairs Committee has done in 
the past. 

MILITARY PREFERENCE. 

The last Democratic Congress enacted on l\larch 3, 1919, a 
statute that all honorably discharged soldiers should have pref
erence in the consideration of their applications for civil ap
pointments. The Democratic administration carried this 
statute rigidly into effect. Every applicant who received a 
rating of 65 in a civil-service examination was placed on a 
preferred Jist, and no matter what the rating of an applicant 
who was not entitled to military prefereuce his application 
could not be considered until the military list was exhausted. 
Upon the Republican administration taking charge this regu
lation was altered so that the man with a military preference 
was entitled to only five points more than he would have re
ceived if he had not had his military preference. Even this 
defiance of the law has been carried further, and the military 
preference has been utterly ignored where political considera
tions could be subserved. Various instances have come under 
my observation in the district that I have the honor to repre
sent in which this military preference has been absolutely dis
regarded and men who have been wounded on the field of 
battle have been denied appointments in favor of s01ne Repub
lican whose only claim was his service to his party. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will say that in the Internal Revenue 

Service in New York Democrats get all the jobs. I can not 
get any. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish you would bring them down here. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I can not get them out. [Laughter.] 
Mr. HARRISON. If actions of this character were the un-

authorized acts of some petty provincial boss, an apology for 
such utter disregard of the ex-service men's rights might be 
found in the belief that higher authority would discourage 
such practice. I regret to say that the practice seems to have 
received the direct approval of the President of the United 
States, and this, too, even where the ex-service man was made 
to pay for appointment under bis application. The huckstering 
of political appointments was fully known to the Presideut 
when be selected his secretary. He must also have known of 
the treatment of men with military preference, that I now 
put in the RECORD, when he appointed Mr. C. Bascom Slemp 
bis secretary. I read now some interesting letters: 
[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. O., December 19, 1921. 

DEAR BEN: We have a rural-route matter at Meadows of Dan in 
Patrick County that I want you to try and work out on a way that 
we can get something out of it. 

The eligibles are Alvin M. Barnard, Wm. B. Clark, and John A. 
Smart, all Democrats . . They are ex-service men and we will have to 
appoint one of them. The question is, can we get the one we appoint 
to put up some cash. I know you can do it if anyone can. 

It would be immaterial which one we appoint. My suggestion would 
be to work it through Arch Staples so as to not get in any hobble 
that might hurt. If you can agt·ee to get one of the three to do 
something we can make the appointment at once. You better not 
use my name 01· Mr. Slemp's in the matter. Just say that you have 

authority to make the recommendation tha.t will go. I inclose you 
a little note that wm back you up in this connection. See what you 
can do and let me know. Get all you can. 

Your friend, 
L. B. How ARD. 

[Laughter.] 
In that letter was this inclosure: 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. 0., December 19, 1921. 

This ls to say that Mr. B. R. Powell is authorized to recommend 
rural-mail carrier at Meadows ·of Dan, Va. 

L. B. HOWARD, Secretary. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. 0., December 19~ 1921. 

Dl!lAR BEN : Further relative to rural route at Meadows of Dan 
wrote you about to-day, I would get all I could out of the matter. Give 
it to the one that will give you the most. You should have at least 
$200, I think. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely, L. B. How.ARD, Secretary. 

Mr. TUCKER. This was from the same Mr. Slemp, and the 
appointment was made according to his suggestion. 

Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes ; and here is another. 
[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 

HOUSE OB' REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. C., February 4, 19£1. 
Mr. B. R. POWELL, Gretna, Vti. 

MY DEAR l\!n. POWELL: Please accept my thanks for your letter ot 
the 3d, inclosing checks in the amount of $100. 

You are doing good work. Keep it up. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely yours, C. B. SLEMP. 

Mr. PEERY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman give us the 
date of that letter? 

Mr. HARIUSON. That letter is on February 4, 1921. The 
Meadows of Dan matter occurred long after collections for 
party deficit ceased. '.rhere was no possible excuse; there was 
no canvass pending, and no deficit to be made up, or anything 
of that character. It would seem .. tbat things. got to be rather 
nauseous in Virginia, and we have this letter: 
[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. 0., Decernbe1· 22, 19£1. 
Mr. B. R. POWELL, Gretna, Va. 

DEAR BEN: I have letters in regard to the collection of money for 
post offices. One must be very careful about this. It will bring the 
party into disrepute, which would be bad for everyone. We must 
preserve our standing with the people and with the administration. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely yours, C. B. SLEMP. 

And now, as a reward-and as these matters were all pub
lished, I suppose, as an indorsement of the principle-we find 
him appointed by the President his confidential adviser. 

It is evident from these letters that, according to the Repub
lican administration, the question is not did a man bleed for 
his conntry, but did he bleed for the distribution of patronage? 
[Laughter.] The first was the question which a Democratic 
Congress propounded, and the second is that which the present 
Republican administration propounds. I think the Democratic 
Party has a right to insist that e¥ery measure that has been 
passed for the benefit of ex-service men and disabled men should 
be properly enforced, and that the ex-service men, regardless of 
their political affiliation, should be entitled to receive the 
benefits of them. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, may I tell my 
friend something of my own experience? 

Mr. HARRISOI';-. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I long ago found what you anrl 

others have doubtless found to be the fact, namely, that in 
spite of a profession, which turned out to be a mere false pre
tense, to give some regard to considerations of merit; instead 
of basing appointments exclusively upon party considerations, 
this administration, through the officials of the Post Office De
partment, has not concealed its purpose to appoint a Republican 
postmaster in every instance where a Republican candidate can 
be put on the eligible list. In my district all Democratic eli
gibles, however highly they may be rated on the examinations. 
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and notwithstanding they may< be entitled to the preference 
accorded ex-service men, have been turned down and Repub
:Ucans selected. In the very first ca:se that occurred I was 
frankly told by the officials that the purpose was as I have 
stated, and time and time again I have been informed that the 
department had referred or would refer the selection :from the 
list of eligibles to the member of the Republican Natlenal Com
mittee from Virginia for the final word. 

Mr. HARRISON. And his final word, is always in favor of 
a Republican, notwithstanding the. military preference. That 
has been my experience. I have had cases in which a man bas 
been wounded on the battle field, and in order to prevent the · 
appointment of such a man to the place to which he was en
titled, and to which the grateful people of the community de
sired he should be appointed, they have actually tranSferred a 
i;nan from sorue distant place who was a Republican and cut 
him out of the appointment in that way. 

In order that the country may be fully advised of the extent 
to which appointments to office have been sold, and which must 
be now considered indorsed by the President, I put in the 
RECORD a number of letters .not necessarily pertaining to mili
tary appointments but bearing on the general methods followed 
in appointment to office in the State of Virginia under the 
present administration. 

In explanation, Mr. B. R. Powell was the man selected by 
Mr. Slemp to make the recommendations. 
[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTA'.rIVES, 
Washington, D. 0., December f!:I, 19!1. 

DEAR BEN: I inclose you a copy of letter I received from Mr. ;Jones 
a short time ago. I have succeeded in pulling bis son o.ver the top 
and am ready to make the appointment, but ·before we do so it will 
be necessary for you to get in touch with him and arrange for some 
money. We will have to have at least $150 in order to come out whole. 
It took half of that amount to put the matter o.ver, which I will 
explain to you when I see you. I want you to handle the· matter 
instead of writing to them direct. It is a very delicate matter, and 
I bad to do some strong wire pulling to get it through, and I know 
you can work it in the right way. I would not write any letter on 
the matter but phone the boy to come and see you. I! you can, I would 
like for tt to all be arranged by the first of the year. This is a life
time position. for the boy, which he would not have gotten i! it had 
not been for me, and I feel sure _they will appreciate fully the cir
cumstances and protect me in the matter. If you think it .ls worth 
more than the above amount, you can arrange accordingly. How are 
you getting along on the Meadows of Dan matter? 

Your friend, 
L. B. How ARD. 

P. S. : Be sure and destroy this letter after you are through with it. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginiar-Committee on Appropriations.] 
Housm OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. 0., July 16, 1nt. 

Mr. B. R. POWl!lLL, Gretna, Va. 
Dl!lA.R MR. POWELL: I certainly did enjoy being with you at the con· 

ventio.n, and I appreciate the many courtesies extended to me while 
there. 

I . am going to depend on you to work out the Henry County appoint-
ments. If our friend Doctor Smith does not fall in line as he should, I 
think you ought to connect with some one else in that- county, and 
still I think the doctor will be all right it you will have a long talk 
with him. 

Of course, you know that it is necessary in making these appoint· 
ments to get men in that will help us in a financial way, and also I 
want you to look after the situation in Campbell County. 

I will send you copjes of letters that I write to :Mr. Morgan, the 
county chairman, so you can keep in touch with the situation. Let 
me hear from you all along. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely yours, 

L. B. HOWARD, Secretary. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia--Committee on Appropriations.} 
HOUSJll OF RlDPRJDSl!NT.ATIVES, 

Washington, D. 0., July 26, 1921.. 
Mr. B. R. PowmLL, Gretna, Va. 

DlllAll l\IR. POWELL: I think I have succeeded in having Clyde Boone 
appointed rural mall carrier at Wi.Iz. Had you better see him and 
have him help a. little? 

• • • 
With best wishes I am, 

Sincerely your friend, 

• • •. . 
L. B. H., Seoretat'fl. 

[0. B. Slemp, ninth district Virglnta-Committee on Appropriations.I 
HOUSJl. OF RllPRESENTATlVES, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR DJDN : I have had Mr. Moon appointed acting postmaster at 

Saxe. I suggest that you see him at once and have him help us. He 
should have his appointment within a few days. 

Your friend, - L. B. H. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on .App1·opTiations.] 

Housm OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. a. 

DEAR ~EN: In reply to copy of letter you wrote Mr. Brady, I am 
not in a position to know who is getting the money in your county~ 
In order to make sure I believe I would send it all here. Let me hear 
from you. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Your friend, L. B. H., Secretary. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 
HOUSE 01!' REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. 0., December 9, 1921. 
Mr. B. R. POWELL, Gretna, Va. 

DEAR BEN : I thank you very much for your letter of December 7 
inclosing cliI>plng. I appreciate your loyalty and shall be glad to 
reciprocate at all times when I can. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely yours, C. B. SLEMP. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 
HOUS!l OF RlilPRBSENTATt\'ES, 
Waslr.tngton, D. 0.,. JuVJ; 19, 19!1. 

Mr. B. R. POWET,L, Gretna, Va. 
DEAR Mu. POWELL : The Post Ofllce Department has asked us to 

give them the name of some one who they can appoint actin,; post
master at Scottsburg. Please get in touch with Lee Wolfe o.nd give 
us the name at your earliest convenience, Be sur~ and get some one 
th::i. t will help us out in our finances. 

With best wishes, 
Sincerely yours, 

L. B. HOWARD, Secretary. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.I 
HOUSill Oll' RllPRlllSENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. O., J ·uly 2, 1?Z1. 

Mr. B. R. POWJDLL, Gretna, Va.. 
DEAR Ma. PoWELL: I think I have arranged for the appointment of 

Mrs. Angel at Boon Mill without an examination, though I prefer 
that you keep this in confidence. • 

Do you think it would be wise to ask them for a little more help 
on our State work. I am just informed that the Post Office Depart
ment has called on the civil service to hold examinations at l'Ialifax 
and Charlotte Court House, Va., so it will not be very long before we 
can get these matters settled. Let m~ hear from you all along. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Sincerely yours, 

L. B. HOWARD, Seo1·etary. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.I 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

"Washington., D. 0., December 20, 1921. 
DEA.R BBN: The postmaster at Lennig, Halifax County, bas resigned 

and wants to be relieved by ;January 1. Please get in touch with Lee 
Wolfe and give us name of some one who can appoint acting postmas
ter, fourth-class office, paying about $500 per year. Get some help 
out of party you recommend. 

Sincerely, L. B. HOWARD. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth .district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.I 
HOUSE OF REPRlllSENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. O., February 4, 1921. 

Mr. B. R. POWELL, Gt·etna. v~ 
MY DEAR Mn. POWELL: Your letter under date of the 3d relative 

to marshalship received. I know of no promise that has been ma.de 
in this connection. I have not made any and don·t suppose anyone 
else has. 

It is my desire to work everything out satisfactory to all our 

friends. 
With best wishes always, I am, 

Sincerely yours, C. B. SLJDMP>. 
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[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. 0., January 1.!, tn1. 
DEAR BEN: The postmaster at Henry, in Franklin County, has died. 

The department is asking !or the name of some one to appoint acting, 
The office pays about $600 per year. I wish you would get iIJ. touch 
with Beverly Davis or some one and let us have name as soon as 
possible. I would have the party send in a . litta.e contribution~say 
f25 or $35. 

Sincerely yours, 
L. B. H., Secretary. 

{.C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 

HOUSE OF REPR!DSENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. 0. 
Dl!lAR Ma. POWELL: If you c.an, arrange the balance o.f th~ $200 

that I wrote you about. I am leaving for home on about the 23d, 
nnd would like to have it before that time. Let me know when I can 
serve you. 

With be~-t wishes, your friend, 
L. B. H,, Secretary. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES; 

Washinuton, D. 0., Janua1·y 15, 1921. 
Mr. B. R. POWELL, Gretna, Va. 

.MY DE.Ali Ma. POWELL : I thank y.o.u for your letter of the 1«h 
relative the South Boston post oillee matter. I feel sure we will be 
able to control the situation when the time comes. I shall appreciate 
ift you will ke.ep me advised all along. With best wishes always, I am 

Sincerely yours, 

c. B. SLEMP. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginfa.-Comm1ttee on Appropriations.] 

HOUSJ!l OF REPR:Pl.Sl!lNTATIVES, 

Washin.gton, D. 0., Dece1nbet· es, 11'£1. 
DEAR BEN: Lee Wolfe has recommended Witt H. Henderson for 

acting postmaster at Lennig. I have recommended him so he .can take 
~harge January 1, 1922. Suppose this is all right with you. Lee said 
he would send $25 on this. Look after 1.t. Doctor Smith was hel'e 
yesterday r.aising hell about matter in Henry County. Will write 
7<m fully about it to-day or to-morrow. Keep all my l~tters confi
pential, and don't say anything about the Smith matter until you 
bear further. 

Your friend, 

L.B. H. 

{C. B. Sl~mp, ninth d1str1ct Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 
HOUSE OF REPIUllSDNTATIVES, 

Wa.shington, D. 0., January ·14, J!J~. 
DEAR BEN: Everything came in 0. K. this morning, I gave Mr. S. 

2ii0. He has taken your matter up with Judge McD. Let me know 
when I can serve you. 

Your friend, 

L. B. H., Swretarv. 

[C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee -0n .Approprlatione,] 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. 0., July 26, 192L 
Mr. B. R. POWELL, <J.retna, Va. 

DEAR Mn. POWELL: I have succeede<l in having Mr. Archie H. Kirk
land appointed rural mail carrier at Ccncord. Depot. 

Can you see him and have him help oat a little on expenses. You 
know how to handle matters of this kind so there will be no come
back. I understand he 1s a very fine man, a good Republican, com
ing from Massaebusetts. 

With bc1; t wishes I am, 
Sinc.erely yours, 

L. B. H., Secreto.rt1. 

(C. B. Slemp, ninth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations,] 

HOUSE OF BEPRl!lSENTATIVEfJ, 

Washington, D. o .• Ju.Zy ffl, 19121. 
Mr. B. R. Pown:LL, <J-retna, Va. 

DEAR Mn. POWELL : The Civil Serviee Commission bas announced 
examinations for postmasters on August 13 at Charlotte Court House, 
Halifax, and Concord Depot. 

Please get in touch with our people at these places and have them 
tbol'oughly vrepared for these e:x:amtnations. 

I received your letter this morning in regard to the appointment ot 
rural mail carrier at Wirtz, but it came too late., as on yesterday I 
succeeded in getting Mr. Clyde Roon.e appomted and wrote you accord
ingly. 

l think y-0u <ilugbt to see Mr. Boone befor~ he gets bis appointment 
and tell him -what a fight we have made to have him appointed and 
make him promise to help out on eix.penses. Let me hear from you. 

Wltb best wishes I am. 
Sincerely yours, 

L. B. now !~D, SecretaJ'1/. 

[C. B. Slemp, ntnth district Virginia-Committee on Appropriations.] 

HOUSE OF REPRlilSll!NTATIYES, 

Washingtoti, D. O.~ Eepternbe.r f4, J.92t. 
Mr. B. R. PDWmLL, Gretna, Va. 

DEAR BEN : I am just in receipt of y()Ur letter and inclosure from 
Mr. Moon. I wrote you on yei:iterday that be had been appointed acting 
postmaster. His appointment should rea.ch him with:in a te-w days.. 

I note what you say about yeung Parsorui doing some work in the 
eastern end of the district. My advice would be 1io just let them do 
what they can and keep in close toucll with your friends in your county 
and the other counties of whfoh you are referee. Wi! have the advan
tage, for I will kee.p yo.u posted about any and nll vacaocies and will 
refer them to you. You will have to work on Doctor Smith some more, 
as I wrote you. He ls no\v getting awfully anxious about the post 
office. We can do nothing now toward making this .appointment unless 
the present postmaster can be removed on charges. It they will get up 
some charges and send them in, we will go to work ou it. I wish you 
would write Doctor Smith and explain that we are doing everything we 
can along these lines. You might say to him that we have won out on 
everything we have undertaken, with one exception, and will win on 
that sooner or later. 

Don't worry about the action of the people in the western end of the 
district. Just let them do what they can. Remember that we .a.re yo,ur 
friend and will stay with you. Let me hear from you all dong, 

With best wishes, 
Your friend, . · ~. ~ · · 

L.B. H. 
P. S.: Dest'l:oy this letter after you have read it. 

I may add that the numerous cancel.ed .checks presented -0n a 
former occasion were indifferently payable to or indorsed by 
L. n. Howard, secretary, or C. Bascom Slemp. 

TIIlil WAR FR.AUD CLAIUS. 

During the last Congress we heard a great deal about the 
fraudulent conduct of the contractors during the war time 
and under the Wilson administration. There have been huge 
sums of money spent by this administration in the prosecu
tion <>f the so-called war fraud claims. For the thiTd time, 
this bill carries a lmnp...sum appropriation -0f $500,000, which 
is exclusi'vely dedicated to the auditing of war contracts. It 
1s an addition to another $500,DOO lump-sum appropriation that 
is given to the Department of Justice for the eollection of the 
war fraud claims, so that now $3,000,000 of lump-sum appro
priation bas been dedicated to this puroose. 

I know of no greater waste of money during this extrava
gant administration than is exhibited in the prosecution of 
these so-called war fraud claims. 

During the last Congress a special committee was appointed 
and this special committee was -divided int-0 five subcommittees, 
For months these five subcommittees sat simultaneously. 
Most diligently they explo1:ed .every pigeonhole and inquired 
into every possible clue that might disclose loss to the Govern
ment from fraudulent contracts. Incidentally, they spent 
$149,000 of public money. They made voluminous reports, 
and the printed testimony covered many volumes of closely 
pi·inted roatterA It would seem, therefore, that the way of 
the Department of Justice had been made easy. It was made 
so easy that in the opinion of two gentlemen on the Republican 
side of the Chamber the Attorney General should be impeached 

1

' for failure to take the necessary and proper steps to bring 
the culprits to justice. Propositions to this end were sub
mitted to tbe House, and then for the fast ti~e the Attorney 
General comes before the House in the shape of a l~tter ad
dressed to the President, in whicl1 he claims that his failure 
to prosecute has been due to lack of fllllds. If he had <mly 
the proper appropriation, $192,000,000 would be m~earthed and 
men high in official life would be exposed. I think that the 
Attorney General is entitled to speak for himself in this mat
ter, and I read here an extract from his letter: 

" The transactions out oJ' which these cases grow, in a vast 
majority of instances, took place dnring the preceding administra
tion. Naturally little or nothing was done during that administra
tion to bring these matt-ere to light. A~ tbe country will soon 
have reason to know, infiuent:ial personages in the Government who 
had knowledge of these transactions and were in a p-0sition to 
make disclosures were personally interested in concealing them. 
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It is not to be wondered, therefore, that upon coming into office 
I found not only that practically nothing hacl been done in th.e 
way of investigating and prosecuting these olfenses but that no 
machinery had been set up for handling the cases in an orderly 
and systematic way." 

At the time this request was preferred it was shown by Mr. 
BYRNS of Tennessee that the Attorney General had at his com· 
m~nd the following list of assistants: 
47 special attorneys------ ----------------------------- $181, 200 
170 special assistant attorneys-------------------------- 850, 000 
District attorneys------------------------------------- 900, 000 
Regular assistants------------------------------------- 550, 000 
Special agents---------------------------------------- 2,000,000 

And, too, Congress was so impressed with the hundreds of 
millions of dollars of which the Government had been cheated 
and were so indignant that men high in official life had escaped 
punishment that the $500,000 was immediately forthcoming. 
It was placed absolutely at the discretion of the Attorney Gen
eral. At the same time, in order to still further facilitate the 
work of the Attorney General, a lump-sum appropriation of 
another $500,000 was given to the War Department. I here in
sert from the hearings the expenditures of the $500,000 given 
to the War Department: 
Salaries, total number of persons, and nitmber employed in each gr ade. 

($500,000 audit fund of war claims.) 

1 employee, at $5,000------------------------------------ $5, 000 
5 at $3,600--------------------------------------------- 18,000 

l f I 1;rff~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ if!~~~ 
12 at $2,000-------------------- - ----------------------- 24, 000 1 at $1,900_____________________________________________ 1,900 u5 at $1,800 ____________________________________________ 99,000 

~1°~t$i~~go=========================:=::::::====::::::: 2¥:~88 

;:i\:;J~i~~~~~ii~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~i~~~~~~~~~ $if \ili 
Total-------------------------------------------- 390,820 

Total number of persons employed, 237. 

In addition, of course, to the salaries paid, the employees re
ceived the $240 bonus. 'rwo hundred and thirty-one employees 
were thus employed under this fund to audit the claims so that 
the Attorney General might have all the necessary information 
which he could possibly require for the performance of his 
function. This, too, was in addition to the enormous evidence 
that had been collected by the investigating committees, of which 
I have already spoken. I insert here the information given to 
the committee from the Attorney General's office as to how he 
expended bis $500,000; 

Dl!ICEl\IBJl:R 31, 1923. 
Wat· transactions section. 

SPECIAL ASSISTANTS TO THE ATTORNEY GENERAL. 

T. l\'1. Bigger-------------------------------------------
Charl es l{err--------------------------------------------
'l'homas W. Har<lwiek------------------------------------

~.eW~~n~·R!~~~~~~:::.::::::::.:::.::::::::::::::::::::::::.::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Roscoe C. McCulloch ------------------------------------
James N. Linton----------------------------------------
Mllton D. PurdY--------------------------- -------------

~1rR~~T~'1C~~~tlanct:::==::::;::~~======:::::::::::::::: 
Arthur Carnduff-----------------------------------------
R. R. Farr-------------------------~-------------------
Madon C. EarlY-------------·------------------------ ___ .. 
John Paul----------------------------------------------Harry E. O'Neill _______________________________________ _ 

~;~~r:\f.1·J~¥;~~::::::::::::=======~:::===================== 
P. H. Marcuin------------------------------------------
F. Donald Enfield--------------------------------------
F. Edward Mitchell-------------------------------------
Albert Levitt - ------------------------------------------
Slmeon Atkinson ___________ -----------------------------
H. R. Smith--------------------------------------------
Richard L. Merrick--------------------------------------
Paul S. Dodson------------------------------------------
Beverly A. Davis, jr-------------------------------------
Paul J. Mullen------------------------------------------

Salary. 
$10,000 

10,000 
10,000 
10.000 
10,000 
10,000 
10,000 
10,000 

7,500 
7,500 
7,200 
6,000 
6,000 
6,000 
5,000 
4,500 
4,200 
4, 200 
4,000 
4, 000 
3,600 
3, 600 
3,600 
3,500 
3,500 
3,500 
2,000 

Total-------------------------------------------- 169,400 
James M. Butler (compensation to be determined). 
Robert S. Conklin (compensation to be determined). 
Robert C. McClure (compensation to be determined). 
John J. Parker (compensation to be determin«>d). 
John P. Phillips ( compensa tlon to be determin(>d). 
Meier Steinbrink (compensation to be determined). 

EXAMINERS IN QUARTER?.IASTER UNIT. 
Salary and bonus. 

Wllliam Armstrong Hunter (New York>-------------------- $2, 160 
J. F. Requardt (Ne'v York)------------------------------ 2,160 
F. V. Wms (New York)--------------------------------- 2, 160 
Dwight H. Williams (New York>-------------------------- 2, 160 
Henry M. Matter (New York ) ----------------------------- 2, 160 
Edward T. Gardner------------------------------------- 2, 160 
John J. Burke------------------------------------------ 1,760 
Francis M. Crawford------------------------------------ 1, 560 
H. Dobel Anderson-------------------------------------- 1, 560 
0. W'. Hughes------------------------------------------ 1,560 

EXAMINEUS IN ORDNANCE UN.tT. 
Leo W. Dunn------------------------------------------
John W. Fibell:r-- ------------------------------------
W. I-I. S. Callahan--------------------------------------
W. 0 . Burtner-----------------------------------------
J. M. Baber-------------------------------------------
P. J. Friel--------------------------------------------
Eugene V. Bulleit---------------------------------------
John F. ~roore ________ ~--------------------------------

~~st~hK~is~~=~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: A. E. Sullivan _________________________________________ _ 

J. Arthur ~Iattson--------------------------------------Edwin J. Ponu ________________________________________ ~-

Emmett El. Doherty, executive assistant to the Attorney 
General---------------------------------------------

INDUSTRIAL ENGINEER AND INVESTIGATORS. 

Ernest J. \Vessen---------------------------------------
Stanley B. Att\vood-------------------------------------
8amuel F. Lambert------------------------------------
James A. Welker---------------------------------------

~~~~?n~. LDlfi:.6a1::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

STENOOR.APHERS, TYPISTS, AND CLERKS. 

Joseph M. Day, special law clerk------------------------
Eva B. Uhl, secretarY---------------------------------
~es L. Brown, chief tile clerk---------------------------

argaret M. Kelly, special em'Ployee (examiner) __________ _ 
Dorothy D. L ewis, stenographer _________________________ _ 
Mrs. Marjorie Baggarly, stenographer---------------------Dorothy H. Gascon, stenographer_ _______________________ _ 
Mrs. Josephine D. Grabill, stenographer __________________ _ 

· Helen C. Hironimus, stenographer ________________________ _ 
Ruth C. Leslie, stenographer----------------------------
Dorothy J amesi stenographer---------------------------
Elizabeth Farre 1, stenographeL--------------------------Marguerite C. Furrow, stenographer ______________________ _ 
Rella l\I. Lane, stenographer_ ___________________________ _ 
Mrs. Beatrice M. Paterson, clerk------------------------
Vera M. Kelley, stenographer---------------------------
Vieva l\f. Cleavenger, typisL-----------------------------
Ned M. Hughes, clerk (office of Solicitor of 'l'reasury) ______ _ 
Winifred Louise Lamb, typisL--------------------------
Mrs. Edith P. Anderson, clerk---------------------------
Walte.r K. Caldwell, special employee (chief messenger)----
Helen P, Mills, typisL---- - -------------- --------------
Wade H. Furrow, special employQe (messenger)------------

ACCOUNTING-INVEl!iiTIGATION DIVlSION. 

James Cameron, director--------------------------------E. C. AndrPws, accountant_ ___________________ an<,l bonus __ 
E. J. Armbruster, accountanL----------------------llo ___ _ Florence Austin, accountant_ _______________________ do ___ _ 
F. M. Bellows, accountanL-------------------------- -----
R. D. B etikofer, accountant_ ___________________ and bonus __ 
C. B. Boland, accountanL-------------------------------
L. Breslow, accountant ----------------------------------Louise A. Brown, accounting clerk _________ :._ ____ and bonus __ 
A. B. Browne, accounting c1erk _____________________ (lo ___ _ 
W. E. Cadwallader, accountant_ __________________ _______ _ 
C. l\f. Crain, accountant_ _______________________ and bonus--
W. H. Demp£sey, accountanL--------------------- --do ___ _ 
J. R. E spinosa. accountant-------------------------do ___ _ 
J. H. Fortune, acconntanL-------------------------------J. H. F1:ascr~ accounFant ______________________ and bonus __ 
Helen Glesekmg, typ1!;!L---------------------------do ___ _ R. B. Gilliland, accountant_ ________________________ do ___ _ 
C. W. Hanger, accountant_ _________________________ do ___ _ 

w.atr. ,~b~s.a~~~~~ii~~~t::::::::::::::::::::::::.:::::::::::: 
L. E. Kiefhaber, accountanL-----------------------------F. S. Langhenry, typist_ _______________________ and bonus __ 
J. B. Lowelli engineer accountant_ _______________________ _ 
H. W. McCa ly, accountant stenographer ________ and bonus __ 

ii. '6: ::~l~; ~g~g~~l~~i:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~g:::::::::: 
Julian I. Marks, accountanL----------------------- -----
J. F. O'Hare, accountanL---------------------Rllll bonus __ 

g .. fr 8;fit,ai~~~~ii~~~t::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~:::::::: 
J. l\f. Owens, accountant stenographer __________ and bonus--
C. W. Porter, accountanL--------------------------do ___ _ J. F. Prescott, accountant __________________________ do ___ _ 
F. G. React, accountant--------------------------- - - -----
1\f. Ru2pert: clerk ____________________________ and bonus __ 
F. W. Shepner<l, accountant------------------------do ___ _ 
H. J. Simmons, accountanL------------------------<lo ___ _ 
S. C. Simon, accountant---------------------------do ___ _ 
S. J. Smallwood, accountanL-----------------------do ___ _ 
H. A. Smith, accountant---------------------------------

19.400 

2, lGO 
2, 160 
2, 160 
2,160 
2, 160 
2,160 
i.ooo 
1, 760 
1,760 
1,760 
1,160 
l,560 
1,560 

2,000 

27,120 

6,000 
3,000 
8,000 
8,000 
8, .000 
2,400 

20,400 

2,500 
2,500 
1,800 
1,800 
1,800 
1,600 
1,600 
1, 6{.)0 
1,600 
l,600 
1,5(10 
1,400 
1,400 
1,4-00 
1,400 
1,300 
1,200 
1,200 
1,000 
1,08{} 
1,001 

1}00 
720 

83,966 

Salary. 
$18,000 

l.76(J 
2,400 
1,()0() 
3,000 
1,560 
3,000 
8,000 
l,200 
l,MO 
6,500 
2,160 
2,080 
1,8()0 
4, 500 
l, 560 
1,200 
1,760 
1,760 
3,000 
3,000 
4,200 
1, 200 
8,000 
2, 400 
1,560 
2, H.lO 
5,000 
1,5GO 
1,760 
3,000 
2,260 
1,860 
l, G60 
3,300 
1. 200 
2, HiO _ 
2, 1"60 
2 , 160 
1,960 
4,20() 
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J. II. Smith, accountant---------------------------------
R. D. Spauldin

8
", accountant_ __________________ and bonus __ 

r,, W. Townsen , accountant----------------------------W. D. Willcoxon, accountanL _________________ and bonus __ 
G. W. Wilson, accountant_ ____________________________ _ 
J. A. Wilsoni accountant_ _____________________ s.nd bonus __ 
B. P. Wheat ey, accountant----------------------dO--- -

Salary. 
,3,800 
1,440 
5,000 
1,960 
2,740 
1, 560 
2.160 

Total------------------------------------------- '134,220 Total _________________________________ pluabonus __ 404, 500 

It will be observed that although $500,000 has been appro
priated for the purpose of auditing these claims by the War 
Department, the salaried list of the Attorney General shows 
nearly $330,000 expended for this same purpose. It will be 
observed that the salaries in the War Department are moderate, 
but it "\\ill equally be observed that the salaries in the Attor
ney General's department are extraordinary in their amounts, 
one auditor receiving $18,000 a year. It is plain, in my judg
ment, that the auditing ought to be done by one or the other 
of these departments, in order to prevent duplication. If the 
$500,000 is given to the War Department for the purpose of 
auditing the claims, then the Attorney General should be re
quired to call upon the War Department to make such audits 
as he deems necessary. The Attorney General has now had 
three yea.rs' appropriations to the War Department to audit 
his claims. He has now been given three special appropria
tions of $500,000 each to collect the claims. He bas had the 
benefit of the $149,000 expended by the special committee and 
the five simultaneously sitting subcommittees to ascertain all 
possible evidence on which to prosecute these claims. It would 
seem, then, that we should have at least had a perspective of 
the $192,000,000, which he informs us in the communications 
at the last Congress he was going to turn into the Treasury. 
We should at least have had some perspective of the men in 
high places that he was going to place behind prison bars. 
Where are those $192,000,000? Where are the great men that 
he was going to punish? It would seem that one indictment has 
stood the fire of the courts, but that was one case against 
some Republican national committeeman of the State of 
Georgia. He has not been tried, but he has been indicted. Of 
all those that have been indicted, the courts have thrown the 
indictments out of court as wholly unjustified and unfounded 
on fact. And where is the $192,000,000? I notice that the 
report of the committee claims that some $2,000,000 was col
lected in one place, $5,000,000 collected in another, and 
$7,000,000 collected in another, but it is disappointing when 
we read the testimony as to these collections. I observe that 
very few of these collections seem to have evee reached the 
Treasury. In regard to the $5,000,000 on page 299 of the 
record, I directly asked that question whether that $5,000.000 
represented money paid in the Treasury, and General Walker 
answered, "No; it is a settled issue, in so far as the Govern
ment is concerned. It was taken into consideration by the 
claims board when the actual settlement was made." As to the 
$7,000,000 item on page 312 of the hearing, it is stated that 
$578,507 of the srune have been collected, so that there does 
seem to have been collected about $2,000,000, but this was col
lected by the War Department and not by the DEipartment of 
Justice. 

We hardly miss a daily paper which does not contain some 
He·m in which the litigation instituted by the Department of 
Justice has not met disaster. The results obtained from these 
enormous expenditures of money have been to the last degree 
humiliating. Nothing worthy of the name has been collected 
through the expenditures of all these millions of dollars. The 
court proceedings record one governmental disaster after an
other. Suits for large sums are placed on the court calendars 
with a great deal of parade and blowing of trumpets, and there 
they sleep either without prosecution or they are dismissed 
by the courts when the cases are called on the calendar. 

If, however, the expenditure of all this money has been dis
astrous there is one happy feeling of congratulation, and that 
is that the Attorney General founded a hospital for the lame 
clucks of the administration. One has only to read the names 
and reflect how happy it is that the Treasury can take care of 
so many. public servants that the people have discredited. It 
is a proud reflection on us Virginians that of the 28 highly paid 
attorneys some six or more come from the State of Virginia. 
How did the Attorney General know that all of this legal 
talent was lurking in the highways and hedges of that great 
State? Was the mentor the President selected called on for 
suggestons? There are 48 States, and each State would be 
entitled to about half an attorney apiece, but Virginia is given 
six. Looking at the results in the courts, however, it might 
seem that in the six we have not e:x:ceeded our fair lot. - .One 

of the provisions of the appropriation act was that no attorney 
should receive over $10,000, tmt in another happy exception 
H. W. Anderson, of Virginia, is provided for by giving him an 
appointment that draws from the packers of Chicago an addi
tional $10,000, so- that Virginia again is specialized in the fact 
that one of the attorneys at least receives double the amount 
authorized by the statute. I am not sure that the additional 
$10,000 is paid out of the Treasury, but it is paid as the result 
of a governmental designation. While it is extremely gratify
ing, therefore, that these lame ducks are so tenderly provided 
for out of this lump-sum appropriation, yet I insist that the 
taxpayer should have some consideration, and that tl1e time 
is now here, painful as it may be, to shut the door of the 
Treasury. [Laughter and applause.] 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CRAMTON]. 

[Mr. CRAYTON was granted leave to revise and extend his re
marks in the RECORD.] 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, some of our friends in the 
House for some time have been taking a great deal of interest 
in the matter of campaign funds with particular reference to the 
question of beer, wine, and so forth. 

We have all just received a very appealing letter. It is a let
ter that is going not only to the House but to the country as well 
and gives all of those who have a thirst for beer and light wine 
with a real kick in it an opportunity to subscribe and get into 
an organization that means business. The organization is- the 
National Liberty League, with headquarters at Omaha, Nebr. 
The president of it is Mr. William P. Custard, and that name 
itself, suggestive as it is of the pie counter, is more or less 
illuminating as to the methods and the real purposes of this or
ganization. Not 2.75 beer, as bas now become the slogan of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HILL], in his more modest ef
forts of late, but 5 per cent beer and 20 per cent wine is what 
this organization promises. Their campaign fund is to be a 1 

$5,000,000 campaign fund, and they want to reach 10,000,000 as 
to membership. 

The letter is as follows : 
THm NATIONAL LIBSRTY LEAGUm, 

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, 

Omaha, Ne1:Jr., March ml, m4. 
[William P. Custard, president, A. L. Bixton, vice president, Dr. A. J. 

Sabourin, chairman, national campaign fund committee. Help our 
$5,000,000 campaign fund (copyright). Don. E. DeBow, national 
secretary and treasurer. Help reach the ten million mark. For 
members in every State. Nonpartisan. No saloons. Nonsectarian. 
Organized by business men, citizens, and taxpayers for the purpose 
of obtaining a repeal or modification of the Volstead Act and legaliza
tion under proper regulations and supervisions of the manufacture 
and the sale of fight wines and beer. We stand for strict govern
mental regulation and control; for a re-venue to be produced, thereby 
reducing taxes ; for strict enforcement of present laws until modi
fied or repealed ; for sanity and common sense ; for a referendum on 
this important question; for the election of men to legislatures and 
Congress to vote for the repeal of prohibition liquor laws. We are 
glad to cooperate with all similar organizations. It is our pl.a.n to 
enlist the !IUpport of every man and woman in the Nation who 
believes in the league's principlea. We stand against the old saloon 
system ; against the prohibition hypocrite ; against the bootlegger ; 
against the poison liquor; againi:::t commercialization of the liquor 
traffic. All funds are expended in an educational campaign, circula
tion of petitions, obtaining members, etc. All donations to our 
educational campaign fund appreciated. Special membership, $5 per 
yenr; regular membership, $1 per year.] 

Ilon. Lours c. CRAMTON, 
House Offloe Builaing, Washington, D. O. 

Dman Sm: You axe, of course, well informed as to the change in 
sentiment regarding probibit1on. The majority of the people believed 
that with the saloon eliminated the prohibition question would be 
settled and taken c;ut of our State and National politics. It is om 
~lief that the legislative and judicial brunches of our State and Fed
eral Governments ha.ve gone beyond what the people intended whC'n 
they voted for prohibition. 

Believing it is your desire to represent the will of the majority, the 
members of The National Liberty League will expect your whole
hearted support and ask for your cooperation in fighting: 

First, for repeal or modification of the Volstead Act to permit the 
manufacture and sale of beer and light wines containing not more than 
5 IH!r cent and 20 per cent of alcohol by volume, respectively, with 
revenue derived therefrom to be applied to the reduction of taxes and 
our national debt. 

Second, for the abolishment of the present restrictions ~laced <>"n 

physiciaul:i in prescribing liquors for medicinal purposes. 
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'l'hircl, agaiust passing any more prohibition laws until the present 
are efficiently and impartially enforced. 

l!'ourth, against appropriations for unsuccessful prohtbition bureaus. 
Uespectfully yours, 

THE NATIONAL LIBERTY L».AGUE, 

DON E. DEBOW, National Secretary. 

In order that you may proceed with due information as to 
how much of this $5,000,000 is going .to be used to bring back 
20 per cent wine, I want to read something from the Sunday 
Bee, of Omaha, Nebr. The Bee has more or less stung the 
philanthropic motives of this organization. The beading says 
"Liberty League patriots consume 90 cents; leave dime for 
great work,'' and the article is as follows: 

Promotion expense of the National Liberty League, wlth head
quarters in Omaha, eats up 90 per cent or the receipts, D.on E. De Bow, 
organizer, secretary, and treasurer, admitted yesterday in District 
Judge Stauffer's court. 

The other dime in the dollar i;!Oes to the league and is used for the 
purpose of defraying league expenses, he said. 

Of the 90 cents, local managers get 50 cents, State manager>; get 
25 cents, and De Bow himself gets 15 cents, according to bis testi
mony. 

De Bow was being examined to determine whether or not he has any 
property to satisfy a judgment of $6,100 returned against him rec1.>ntly 
in connection with a suit brought by D. E. Cleveland, in which Cleve
land alleged that De Bow gave him a faulty deed to some property in 
Missouri. 

" Isn't it a fact that the Liberty League is merely a phantom organi
zation?" asked J. Dean Ringer, former police commissioner and attor
ney for Cleveland. 

He withdrew the questi-on on objection raised by attorneys for De 
Bow that the character of the organization was not material to the 
issue. 

De Bow testified that the league has about 1,000 paid-up merubers. 
Ile said he has not opened up a bank account for the 01ganization, 
due to the fact that expenses have eaten up all the dime:-; accruing to 
it, and there have been no fun<ls to deposit. 

Ile said the league has its headquarters at No. 40u Paxton Block, 
in a doctor's office, and that it pays no rent. 

Ile was ordered to bring the league's books into court next Saturday. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. l\lr. Chairman, I yield five 
minutes to the gentleman from New York [l\Ir. OLIVER]. 

l\Ir. OLIVER of New York. 1'Ir. Chairman, the amazing 
story told to the House last Saturday by l\lr. JOHNSON of 
Kentucky of the waste of public money in the War Department 
in the payment of extraordinary fees to auctioneers for the sale 
of surplus Army stock is the last word in business inefficiency 
and waste of the present administration. By this system the 
Government has not only paid millions of dollars to auctioneers 
but by faulty advertisement of sales and bad distribution of 
sales has lost millions of dollars in the bargain. 

In the meantime the President sits like a spllinx in the 
White House dreaming of presidential primaries and design
ing decorations for bis band wagon in the next campaiI:,111. 
Meanwhile we see his Attorney General made heir by will to 
the largest part of the estate of Jesse Smith, his grafting friend 
and intimate. The intimacy that existed between the two could 
not be better proven by a thousand witnesses than by the will 
on file in the probate court in Ohio. And yet the Attorney Gen
eral's brother, executor of the will, refuses to allow an exl:\mina
tion of the assets of the estate by a Senate committee. Surely 
this is an extraordinary refusal. Did brother Mel act in order 
to protect the honor of the head of the Department of Justice or 
merely to protect his property? If he acted merely to protect 
his property let him know that no one in Washington is trying 
to take away a single dollar of the property. It has been well 
known that Jesse Smith was more powerful in the Department 
of Justice than high officials there. He held no office yet he 
had his desk there and the right of entrance. He was the 
Attorney General's pal and companion. Now he wills to his 
bosom friend more of his estate than he gave to the woman 
he took as his wife. His brains were bl9wn out in the Attorney 
General's apartment either by bis hand or the hand of another. 
No autopsy was performed, no inquest was held. He was hur
ried to the grave. To-day Jesse Smith stands revealed as a 
collector of graft from whisky deals, fight films, conspiracies, 
and other piracies. He died when the trial of a great bootleg 
ring in New York was called. And he willed his money de
rived from graft to the Attorney General of the Unitetl States, 
the head of America's Department of Justice. nut America is 
forbidden to see the records of that estate. Tl1ey are now sa
cred and secret. Why? Is the Attorney General afraid if they 
are opened they will blacken the character of his dead friend? 
Or ls he afraid that if they are opened they will show that the 

head of the Department of Justice of America is fighting a 
woman so that he might become possessed of the graft his dead 
friend collected. For whom did Jesse Smith collect the money 
in life if he provided before death that it should go to the 
Attorney General? Jesse Smith was merely a storekeeper in a 
sniall town in Ohio before Daugherty became Attorney General. 
Yet he lived by the side of the Attorney General in Washington, 
shared his office, lived and died in bis home. And he never held 
a position or drew a salary or had a fortune. The records ·of 
the probate court in Ohio of Mel Daugherty's bank should be 
open to the public inspection. 

Yet the President merely confers ·with -bis campaign man
agers. Wby does he not·turn over to Secretary of State Hughes 
the task of finding out the facts? In New York Mr. Hughes 
conducted the great insurance investigation which resulted in 
electing him governor. Why does not the President tell Harry 
Daugherty to lay before Secretary Hughes the facts about that 
will? If the President will not help the Senate committee to 
secure the information, why does he not get it himself? In u 
few days Secretary Hughes could get the facts for him without 
interrupting his conferences about the next campaign. The 
President is not a judge. He is an executive. He is acting 
like a sleepy judge in court with a jury at bis elbow to listen 
to the evidence ancl take the responsibility for deciding the 
facts. 'l'bere is no complex law point in this case. Plainly it 
stands, Shall Harry Daugherty be allowed by the President to 
conceal the evidence that all America demands? If he wants 
to conceal it, let him step out of the Cabinet and conceal it if 
he can. If he wants to stay in the Cabinet, why is he afraid 
to reveal the facts about the will and estate of Jess Smith? 

The President made his reputation in l\1assachusetts by dis
missing policemen after they had gone on strike. Must Cabi· 
net officers go on strike before they are dismissed? Or is the 
President afraid to discharge any public official greater than a 
policeman. 

'l'he President owes it to the country to unlock the secrets 
of relationship of Harry Daugherty and Jesse Smith, the secrets 
of the will, tlie secrets of the estate,, or else he must stand 
befor·e the country approving of an Attorney General who fights 
a woman for the vost->ession of graft. [Applause.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 min
utes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. KvALE]. 

Mr. KV ALH Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIR1\1AN. ls there objection - to the request of the 
gentleman from Minuesota? 

~'here was no objection. 
l\1r. KV ALE. l\1r. Chairman and gentlemen of the eom

mittee, I had no idea that I would be granted any time to-day 
or I would have prepared an address on the subject, but I 
want to say a few words about matters in general, anyway. 
I have sat here day after day listening patiently to discus
sions of bills and amendments providing for all these appro
priations for the Navy and for other purposes, and I suppose 
I shall have a like experience during this debate on the bill 
providing {or Army appropriations. My heart bleeds through 
it all when I consider what all this money is being useu for. 
I refer not so much to the expenditures that have been revealed 
here by the gentleman from Kentucky, the hundreds of thousands 
of dollars to auctioneers, and all the other graft. I refer to 
what has been used in what is considered a legitimate manner, 
for the upbuilding of our Army and Navy, for .the strengthen
ing of what is called the national defense, and for all so-called 
legitimate purposes. 

I have listened to these figures, and I have noted the invisible 
power that is back of all this. Let me say that I have un
bounded respect for the power that is railroading through all 
this legislation. I have sat here, and, with the majority of the 
gentlemen of this House, I have had my hands r.nd feet tied 
and my mouth bandaged while we had rammed down our 
throats the so-called adjusted compensation bill. 

Mr. YOUNG. Will tbe gentleman yield? One vote more 
than one-third would have given you a week. There were more 
than that on the opposite side. All you had to do was to vote, 
and one vote more than one-third would have given the gentle
man a week or two weeks. The bill would have remained on 
the calendar. 

l\Ir. KVALE. The gentleman knows how that vote would 
have been misinterpreted by the very gentleman who is now 
e:peaking to me. · 

l\lr. YO.UNG. The gentleman could have hnd a whole week 
to explain it' and to pass a better bill if he could have found 
one. 

Mr. KVALE. I think a better bill could have been pnssed, 
and I hope the Senate will enable us to pass a better bill. 
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1\fr. WATKINS. Will the gentleman yield? Mr. KV ALE.. No; I shall have to decline to yield furtller. I 
:Mi·. KVALE. Yes; I yield. believe their motives were the highest and noblest. I have no 
Mr. WATKINS. The gentleman from North Dakota might reason whatever for believing anything else. Nevertheless I 

explain why they excepted from the bonus bill the female have more than a suspicion that back of it all was that invisible 
veterans of the World \Var and did not.give them any rights, power that pnt it through for political purposes. It~or tlmt rea
if it is such a perfect bill, he being a member of the Ways and son I appreciate the stand of gentlemen in this Ilou:;e wh1> 
:Means Committee. refused to vote for it. But, as stated, I yoted for it, and I 

Mr. KV ALE. I agree with what the gentleman says. would be glad to vote for double and treble the amount. I ue4 

l\lr. YOUNG. Wll.r clid you not vote against suspension? lieve that in such_ cases even a political purpose can achieve 
You had plenty of votes on that side to prevent it. some ultimate good. 

Mr. WATKINS. Why did you put that exception in the bill? I do not believe that any Member who has familiarized llim 4 

l\Ir. KVALE. If the gentlemen will pardon me, I have the self with the abundance of complete and competent evidence 
fio.or, and all this is coming out of my time. of '\Yidespread and acute distress now prevailing in Germany 

Mr. Chairman, during the World War I pleaded for justice faiJecl to see the crying need for relief. If they opposed the 
and a square deal for the soldier. I saw 'no reason why ' the resolutiou it was for some other reason, p~rhaps wortlller. 
man who bureu his breast to the enemy sl1ould not be paid The misery, starvation, disease, pestilence, want, suffering-:-

. at least as· nrnch as the one who remained at home. As is -all these-have been pictured to us agn.in and again. ·wheu I 
well known, Congress voted the service man a . bare pl.ttance I think that 20,0~,000. people are actually starving, that 50 per 
while the man thousands of miles away from the treriehes made . cent o-f tl1e clnldren m the larger areas are tuberculm·, that 
good money in almost every . conceivable oc~upu.tion. Since others are un~ernourislied, crippled, nncl deformed from rick
the close of the war I have ad~ocated adjusted compensation .ets; when I tlnnk -o~ the lack of fuel and clothing and supplies, 
for the ex-servh:~e man as a matter of plain and simple justice. then I regret tha_t the sum we voted to appropriate was not 

I have voted for this paid-'Up insurance me~tsme under pro- substanti!lliY l'arger. 
test. In the face of .tll,e' promise, the. carefuny. impressed The::;~ s~ffering, dying wumen and children are in every 

' assurance by administration leaders that full and ample con- sense casualties of the Great \Var. We dicl not wage war 
sideration would be given tbe adjusted compensation bill and upon them no: t~ey_ on us. 1\iany of them have been bor1:1 slnee 
other bonus bills if only the Mellon tax plan were considered the w~u·: "'lule it lS ~rue that some of us represent sections ?f 
separately, I consider it nothing short of a willful insult to the Na!1on, ~uch _as mme--the _Great ~orthwest, where there !~ 
tbe ex-service man and a disgrace to the name of this body acute financial dis~ress, thez:e is food m plenty everywhere; m 
for you who had this bill in charge to ram it down the throats fact, our trouble is .that -there is. such an abunQ.ance o~ food 

· of the House Members at low prices that the farmer is unable to market it. For 
You know, and evei:yone knows, that it is not a soldiers' humanity's s_ake I rejoice at the passage of this resolution,. , 

adjusted compensation. It is nothino- hut a political make- I am remmded, too, when I speak of the financial distress 
shift. Because you knew that if we 

0
votetl agninst the "gag among. our farmers, .of tl!e amendment offered by the gentle

rule" for its consideration we would be represented in our man from Texas [Mr.. JoNEs] and adopted by the House: . The 
districts as opposing its consideration at all, you knew you fac;: t}iat the re;o1u~1on, thus ar.nended, pro.vides that. 11: t_he 
would be victorious. Because you knew, in addition, th.at if purclM~ of the .. evernl fooo~s and mat~r~~ls fo~ !his iehef 
we voted against this insurance' bill in the hope of later passing ';ork ~1 ~ferenc~ sho~I?. b~ gn t>n to _the. A~enca.n. fa1 .m~rs f~ml 

· the original adjusted comp~nsation bill, we would n~wise be _co.operntive farm-:n3:1k~~9~~ .. o~ga_ruz~!1~n~, t~u~ ~llmm!1t~ng 
held up before our constitut>nts as opponents of a bhnus and ' mHldlemen and profite~rs, constitutes anothe1 reason '\h) ~ 

. ~ , .. · · was glad to vote fo.r thIS measttre. 
a~ trnitors to the cause of the ex-sernce n::;-i.n, you sat ,.upon While I think 1 can appreciate the view·point of tho.~e wh~ 
~ e fl?or of the House ,and l~ughed ~p:Mluous_ly, rauqously, .opposed tlie measure on constitutional grouni.ls, I ne>ert11eless 
~sultmgly_, at th_e. few Members wl)o ~ e1 e u.ble rn tl1e limited! feel :::ure that we are in this way clearly obeying the mandates 
tune .to voice then resenti;n~~t a!"'d then proteRts. . of the Con.sti'tU.tion in ~·promoting the general welfare" and 

This one fea~re, _the ehmmation of the c;aHh-pn.yment opb?n, sect,iring " tlie bless:ngs of . liberty to~ ·oursel\E'S and our I)OS
has chai;iged this bill from a. m~a:;ure tJ_rnt c_:oP~ the ex-~erv1ce -terity." Benefits and blessillgs in futi1re year .. ; in countless 
man a JUSt act to a measure that not onl~ betrays h1s . best .ways, wrn be our reward -; but greater than all these will lie 
i~ter~sts, bu~ allows Memoers complacently to return to their the lmowledge that we have followed the teachings of Jesus 
d1stri~ts ~aymg they liaYe supported a bonus, an~ allows the of Nazareth. that we haye acted the part of the good Saruari'.· 
:financ1~l mter~sts and the money lenders to receive, through tan and so in a vei·y material wav helped to heal the wounds 
interest and discount and other cha.rges, ~t large part of the left' by tile war and to promote peace on earth. 
bon~1s. Plans have been proposed mcludmg a cash-payment And now I expect to sit here for the next two or three days 
?Phou that would not eos! th~ Govern.ment Hny more than the and listen to debate on these proposed appropriations for the 
rnsu~ance P.rop?sal embodied m the bill passed by the House, Army, appropriations that are more than double the amount 
and m all llkellhood not as much. . appropriated in the :rear before the war to end war. That 

I wanted to see the cash-payment feature a part of the lnll. will not tend to promote peace on earth. 
The soldi~rs have waited five :rears. They have hoped that The gentleman in charge of the bill on the Republican side, I 
your prom.1ses to them would be kept. Hundreds of thousands belie>e, spoke about some surgical operations that have been per
of ex-service men throughout the country would prefer to see formed on the Army bill. I do not know what the gentleman 
this bill ~ail of yassage and enactment; then, perhapi:i, at the understands by operations, but H seems to me that he would eall 
next sess10n, with another _party at the helm, another mem- the removing of a growth on your little finger a serious surgi
bership here,. we could give the man who asks an adjustment cal operation. That is the kind of operation that has been 
of his war compensatio~ the treatment at our hands that he performed on the Army bill through these man~· ye~m.;, and 
asks, and that he so emmently deserves. I doubt if. the growth has been remove·a. \Ve have more 

I sat here yesterday and watched a somewhat similar pro- than doubled our appropriations for the Army, and that de
cedure. I voted for the bill to give $10,000,000 for the relief spite the fact, as I said, it was a war to end war. Where 
of starving women and children in Germany, and I would is this all going to ~nd? \Ve have millions uncl hundreds of 
gladly have voted for a larger n.mount. But it requires no millions to ·spend in this way, but when it comes to taking a 
gr€at political acumen to recognize the fact, brought out by little out of the 'l'reasmy for the toilers and producers of 
some of the speakers, that mercy and human itarianism were this land who · are in dire need we have nothing to spare. 
not the only considerations in this case. .Army and Navy. battleships and submarines, guns and pow-

1 listened to Members preaching sermons from this floor, and der and -poi~on · gas. ancl all pointing to war and more war. 
for a time I thought I was back in my old calling, only sitting Where are the gentlemen now who will read the Master's 
in a pew instead of standing in the pulpit. Extracts from the words in the New Testament in opposition to this lal'ge appro
twenty-fifth chapter of Matthew were read. I was glad to bear priation for the Armr? Let them come now and read from 
those excerpts from the New Testament. I have quoted that the Sermon on the Mount. Let them come and read th~ 
portion of it hundreds_ of times and most heartily subscribe to 'Master's words, " Bl~ssed are the peacemakers, for they shall 
every word of it. But I could not help thinking that perhaps be called the children of God." That was the truth when 
back of it all there was this invisible power, with other motives · those. words were uttered 1,900 years ago and it is the truth 
not quite so hallowed. I do not impugn the motives of any to-tlay. All these · measures are but measures to bring on 
man, least of all the motives of the gentlemen instrumental in more · alfd more war. You know that the larger the app.ro-
bringing this resolution before the House-- ' priations far the Army and the Navy the nearet· we are to 

Mr. YOUNG. ·wm the gentleman yield? war. You can not get away from that. 
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I refuse to go along on these large appropriations, and if I 
thought there was the slightest hope of passing them I wou1d 
offer an amendment after every section cutting the appropria
tions in half; but I suppose it would be futile to attempt it. We 
can not even have a record v<>te on these different appropriations 
bere because of the rules governing the procedure in this House, 
and so it will be rammed down our throats again. And I 
half suspect that we never will see the day in the life of 
this Congress When the resolution offered yesterday by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. RAMSEYER] will be considered 
here, providing for the profits to be taken out of war. Every 
Member of this House knows, and every intelligent human 
being knows, that when you take the profit out of war you 
have stopped war. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. . The time of the gentleman from Min
nesota has expired. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chalrman, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL 1. 

Mr. HULI, of Iowa. Mr. Chairrman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, I hope in What I say everyone will take it as a friendly 
criticism of the Army, something that might be made con
structive. I quite agree with the gentl€men who have spoken 
about the enormous expense of our Army and Navy. We are 
spending too much money in national preparedness, but I want 
to remind gentlemen on the Democratic side of the House 
-that those on the Republican side of the House are responsible 
for the gre.atest reduction in nati-0nal prepa.Tedness that ever 
happened in this country. 

Mr. RANKIN. In what respect? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. No; I can not yield, I have not the 

time. When we took charge of the Army it had been illegally 
enlisted to 240,000 men in the Regular Army, or some sixty 
to eighty thousand men beyond the appropriation bill, and the 
administration, your administration, was asking for universal 
military training. If we had consented to that, your bills 
would have run to-day over $1,000,000,000 for the Army. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman allow me to call his 
attention to the fact that the chairman of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, Mr. KAHN, was the gentleman who intro
duced that bill? 

Mr. HULL of Jowa. Oh, the gentleman from Virginia knows 
·very well that it was the Secretary of War of the Democratic 
administration who sent the bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, with the request that it be introduced. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. But he could not introduce it. 
l\lr. HULL of Iowa. And it was the Republicans who de

feated it. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman state who introduce.d 

the bill"? It was Mr. KAHN, of California. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I refuse to yield. I only wanted to 

remind gentlemen on both sides that if they want to take 
tbe profit out of war they can do it. There will be enough 
gentlemen on the Republican side to help you. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman introduce the proper 
resolution? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. Certainly, I will. I refuse to 
yield further. I have only 10 minutes,. and the gentleman 
knows it. I simply want to say this, that you will never 
have in this country any honest-to-God preparedness until you 
take the profit out of war, and you will never take the profit 
out of war until you take it out of the peace-time pTeparedness, 
nn<l you can do it. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman is a member of the Military 
Affairs Committee. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have not the time to yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. We are wflling to help you and will be 

glad to. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I hope ,you are; but you know ver,y 

well that the trouble is that rich contractors are getting con
tracts all the time from the Army and from the N.avy and from 
·the Shipping Board for work that could be easily done in the 
arsenals and the navy yards of the countl:y, which are now 
practically standing iale. It is not so easy for Congress to 
stop that, for I reaUze that it would take some very drastic 
amendments, and there is the trouble. Congress is willing to 
stop it, but they will not oo so. I am reminded right there 
of the way that the War Department acts when Congress legis
lates. We have been legislating for some eight or nine y<!ars 
trying to get a one-year enlistment in the Army. It was writ
ten into the law several years ago, and 1t reads as follows: 

SEC. 27. Enlistments: Hereafter oxiginal enlliltments in the RegulaT 
.Army shall be for a period of one or th:r~e years, e.t the option ot the 
soldier, and reenlistment shall :be for a period ~ three years. 

Have any of you ever heard recently of a man getting into 
.the Army for one year? The General Staff laid down a policy 

and ignores the wm of Congress, and practically defies Oon,gress 
by so doing. Some of you are Ia wyers. Can you find h<:!re a 
way by which they could avoid carrying that simple two-line 
statute out? I venture the assertion that there is not a lawver 
who would risk his reputation on the fact that the War Depiirt
ment had any right to interpret the statute excepting that the 
soldier should choose whether he would enlist for one year or 
three years. 

The 1-Var Department, however, sets up the i·ight. Now, I 
think that would save the War Department a good deal of 
money. They do not th.ink so, but that does not make any 
difference; it is in my opinion simply a question of law enforce
ment. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will 
Mr. CRAMTON. Does · not the gentleman think that if ilia 

War Department would conform to the law it might be able. 
to keep their enlistments more nearly up to the authorized 
strength? 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I do ; but that is not the .question. 
Why, the gentleman here talks about law enforcement more 
than anybody else, and this is nothing but a question of law 
enforcement. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I am trying to help the gentleman enforce 
this law. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I refuse to yield furth-er a:t this time. 
Mr. CRA.l\lTON. If the gentleman objects to :my trying to 

help him in the matter, I am sorry. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I want to say just a w.ord on coast 

fortifications before I finish. I am glad the cnmmittee has 
seen fit to reduce appropriations for coast fortificatioru; es
.Pecially at the Panama Canal. So far as I am conce1~ea 
I think they could have stricken out all of i~ not but what 
we ought to have coast fortifications but because the plans 
of the War Department for the fortifications of the Panama 
Canal are 20 years behind the time. They are obsolete be
fore you begin tl1em, and if they go to work .and spend th~ 
millions of dollars that they have asked for before they 
finish the job they will be coming back here to Congress a.ad 
asking us for millions to tear them down and put something 
more modern in their place. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I will. 
.Mr. BARBOUR. Can the gentleman t~ll us what he would 

put in down there? 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. I have an idea that we sh-0uld not put 

cannon on top of .a hill or mountain. A ftx:ed fortification is 
obsolete to-day, and has been for 20 years. '!'hey should use 
protected concealed places and movable or railroad artill.e1·y. 
If they wm do this, they will have modem pr.otection, and that 
at one-half the expense. 

Mr. BARBOUR. The gentleman understands the present 
plan does not contemplate putting cannon on top of a mountain. 

Mr. HULL of Iowa. I think the gentleman had better ex
amine the plans of the War Department. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Does the gentleman refer to Taboga Island? 
l\fr. HULL of Iowa. I refer to the fortifications on the At

lantic side. And I think the cannon you are preparing to put 
1n on the Pacific side is a fixed fortification, to be put on the 
highest hill they can find. Everyone knows where it is, au.d 
it makes a fine mark to aim at and hit. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
:M:r. YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, ma~y northwestern people 

have written to me to protest against the drawback provision 
of the Fordney-McCum.ber law and to declare that the w.beat 
duty of 30 cents per bushel was thereby made valueless.. There 
is no truth in this. No wheat has been imported under the 
drawback provision. Some of my correspondents to whom I 
have explained this have then expressed the opinion that it 
would be necessary to wait a few months to learn whether a 
drawback of duties would be claimed by fl.our millers. It 1s 
not necessary to wait a minute to know whether .any drawbacks 
will h&eafter be claimed covering importations of wheat al
ready made. There are two requisites upon the part of wheat 
importers which must be met before .a drawback of duties may 
be obtained. 

It ls necessary in tlw .first plaee to make a formal .appli
cation to the Treasury Department, giving information as t.o 
the cha1·acter of the plant where the wheat is to be manufac
tured and how the wheat is to be handled, and ,a showing ,a;s 
to the responsibility of the concern. If this is satisfactory. the 
Treasury will give its approval 

No milling concern has received such approval since the pas
sage of the Fordney-McCumber law. Prior to that time the 
following concerns had been approved: ' · 
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Duluth-Superior Milling Co., Duluth, Minn. 
Washburn-Crosby Co., Minneapolis. 
S. W. Hershey Flour Mill Co., York, Pa. 
Superior Flour Co., San Francisco, Calif. 
David Stott Flour Mills, Detroit, Mich. 
Hecker-Jones & Jewell Milling Co., New York, 
Tacoma Grain Co., Tacoma, Wash. 

In addition to approval by the department as just explained 
it is also a requisite that the importer of wheat shall at the 
time of importation serve notice on the customs collector that 
he intends Jater to ask for a drawback. I have just received 
telegrams from the collectors of the chief customs houses ·on 
the Uanadian border, who state that no such notices have been 
given to them. 

It is therefore established, beyond a doubt, that the so-called 
wheat drawback, as contained in the Fordney-1\IcCumber law, 
has not yet been used. 

There have been dmwback provisions in every tariff bill for 
many years, whether enacted by Republicans or Democrats, 
but they have practically not been utilized. Occasionally some 
mm has ground a small consignment and then has abandoned 
it as unworkable. 

The drawback provision in the Fordney-McCumber law is 
worded differently than such provisions in former laws, and 
many of us were. afraid that it would permit large importa
tions with the payment of practically no duty, so many of us in 
the West opposed it vigorously. It seems, however, that, like 
its predecessors, it is unworkable. 

There have also been complaints about milling wheat in bond. 
·There is no special' provision in the Fordney-McCumber law 
for milling wheat in bond. There· is a manufacturing-in-bond 
proYision which applies to any article imported in bond, and 
under which wheat may be handled. But such a provision has 
been in tariff laws for many years, whether enacted by Repub
licans or Democrats. In justification it is asserted that if a 
foreign article does not enter American consumption it should 
not pay a duty, and by permitting the manufacture and ex
portation of such article it gives employment to American labor. 
For illustration, we have big exports of cocqa and chocolate 
products. The raw material fOr such products is brought into 
the United States in bond and manufactured in bond. It gives 
employment to a large number of people who spend their money 
in the United States. 

An examination of the figures covering imports of wheat 
shows that the present portion of wheat imported in bond 
ground :ind exported without payment of duty is comparatively 
small as compared with the total imports of wheat free of duty 
under the Underwood law: 
Data •regarding wheat and flom• impo-rts an,<f, 1oheat 11ui1mfaotiweil it~ bond. 

(Fiscal years (from July 1 to July 1) 1921, 1922, 1923, an<l 1924.) 
Fiscal year 1921 (the last year under Underwood law) : 

Imports of wheat--------------------------------- 51, 004, 024 
Imports of flour (expressed in bushels)-------------- 6, 393, 978 

Total bushels------------------------------- 57,398,002 
Fiscal year 1922 : 

Imports of wheat--------------------------------- 1~ 46~509 
Imports of flour (expressed in bushels)-------------- 2, 785, 972 

Total bushels------------------------------- 17,251,481 
Fiscal year 1923 : 

Imports of wheaL-------------------------------- 18, 012, 540 
Imports of flour (expre<Jsed in bushels)______________ 1, 982, 322 

Total bushels------------------------------- 19,944,862 
1924 (July 1, 1923, to February 1 , 1924) : 

Imports of wheaL-------------------------------- 17, Tiu, 533 
Imports of flour (expressed in bushels)______________ 560, 479 

Total bnsbels------------------------------- 18.336, 012 

Included in the above totals of impol'ts there was manufactured in 
bond without payment of duty : 
Fiscal year 1921: None, because wheat free under Underwood tariff law. 

Btrnhels 
Fiscal year 192!L-------------------------------------- 6, 172, 837 
Fiscal year 1923--------------------------------------- 9, 280, 787 
July 1, 1923, to February 1, 1924------------------------ 8, 192, 362 

The total of imports for the fiscal year ending July 1, 1924, 
will probably not be much more than those for the fiscal year 
ending July 1, 1923, because nayigation on the Great Lakes 
will probably not open before May 10. 

These figures show that, even with the manufacturing-in-bond 
provision in force, tlrn imports of wl1eat haYe been greatly 
reduced under the Fordney-McCumber law as compared witll 
imports under the Unde1·wood law. As already explained, the 
manufacturing-in-bond provision has been in every tariff law, 
Republican or Democratic, for ruany year~, and it is exceedillgly 
clouutful whether either party would con:-:i<ler its repeal. 

Mr. Chairman, the duty on wlieat has been of decided ad
vantage to Amel"ican wheat growe1·s. Those who have. given 

study to the subject know this ls true. It ls unfortunate that 
quite q number of people in the.wheat areas, even in the North
west, liave said that the wheat duty is valueless. It is both 
reckless and unwise to make such statements, because the 
people of the East and South are not particularly enthusiastic 
about the wheat duties and sometime they might call the bluff. 

The Bismarck (N. Dak.) Tribune in discussing the subject 
says that wheat farmers may be injuring themselves by constant 
misrepresentation of the operation of the tariff on wheat. I 
shall not stop to read this article but shall have it printed in 
the RECORD. 

CONCERNIN<l THE TARIFll'. 

Congressman GEORGE M. YOUNG points out forcibly to the people of 
North Dakota how they may be injuring themselves by constant mis· 
representation of the workings of the Republican taril'f law through 
either misunderstanding or ignorance of the facts. There bas been 
much opposition in North Dakota to the "drawback" pr·ovision in 
the Fordney-1\!cCumber tarift'. ; the opposition bas found expression 
in Nonpartisan League meetings and in the resolutions of the "Real 
Republican " convention alike. Granted that Mr. YOUNG'S figures are 
true, the situation bas been grossly misrepresented. 

It is pointed out by him, first, the " drawback " provision of the law 
means nothing. He says: " Drawback provisions have been in every 
tariff law, both Republican and Democratic, in one form! or another, 
but no wheat worth mentioning has ever come in under such pro
vision, and absolutely not one bushel of wheat has been imported under 
that provision of the Fordney-McCumber law." 

There is no "milling-in-bond" provision in the law, he points out, 
but there is a "manufacturing-in-bond" provision in the law. It 
is not true, however, if Mr. YOUNG'S figures, which presumably are 
official, are correct, that this provision destroys the value of the tariff 
law. For ex9.mple, under the Underwood (Democratic) tariff law 
57,398,002 bushels of Canadian wheat were imported in 1921; under 
the Fordney-McCumber (Republican) tariff law but 19,944,863 bushels 
of wheat were imported in 1923. While there is not available any 
comparison of the importations of manufactured-in-bond wheat for 
1921 because wheat was free under the Underwood law, the total 
amounted to but 9,280,787 bushels in 1923 under the Fordney-Mc
Cumber law. 

As l\fr, YOUNG aptly remarks:. " If northwestern people continue 
to assert that a wheat taritf is valueless, Congressmen from the East 
and South, who as a rule are skeptical about the value of a wheat 
tariff, might in some future Congress take northwestern wheat growers 
at their word." 

There is a case for argument on the manufactured-in-bond provision. 
It has been insisted upon by representatives from manufacturing 
com'munities not only 'vith reference to wheat but with reference to 
other raw materials imported, on the ground that to bring foreign 
materials in the country to be manufactured and sold abroad brings 
employment to American workmen. The1·e is not, however, valid 
ground for the declaration that the wheat tariff doe,s not keep 
Canadian wheat out. 

President Coolidge has taken a step in the interest of the north
western farmers which ought to further reduce the am·ount of Canadian 
wheat imported, by increasing the duty from 30 to 42 cents a bushel 
under the flexible provisions of the Fo1·dney-McCumber law. Tariff 
protection is essential to northwestern wheat growers; the people 
of the Northwest ought to admit ' it, uphold this Republican principle, 
and let the rest of the country know they will fight for it. 

It is believed that there will be a great reduction in the 
quantity of wheat imported under the tariff r~te of 42 cents 
per bushel recently proclaimed by President Coolidge upon the 
advice of the United States Tariff Commission. 

When the F'ordney-McCumber bill was under discussion it 
was said that placing a duty on wheat as high as 30 cents per 
bushel was an effort to deceive the wheat farmers by making it 
appear that much was being done for tbem, and that 10 cents 
a bushel would be sufficient to keep Canadian wheat out of 
the United States. Over 10,000,000 bushels of wheat actually 
paid the duty of 30 cents per bushel during the fiscal year 1923. 

Mr. Julius I-I. Barnes, wheat director during the war an<l the 
best authority on grain prices in this country, in an article in 
the Nation's Business, said the wheat duty was worth about 
~3 cents per bushel on the higher grades. Other authorities 
have said it amounted to more than 23 cents per bushel. 

I doubt if any law ever passed by Congress has been so per
sistently and viciously misrepresented as the Fordney-1\lcCum
ber law. When the bill was before Congress it was repeatedly 
ai;;serted that there would be little revenue collected under it 
!Jecuuse the rates of duty were said to be prohibitive. Instead 
more goods have been imported under it than under the Dnder
wood law, and almost twice as much collected ln dutie:-1. 
Indeed. no substantial reduction could now be made in iucome 
taxes were it not for the decided success of the Fordney law 
from the revenue standpoint. 
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A correspondent for a British newspaper says that the 
Fordney-:McCamber tariff law di&eriminates against tlTe Ameri
can farmer in tI1at it catties duties on virtually an "-rticies 
purchased or consumed by the farmer. It is excusable for a. 
:foreigner to make so serious a mistake, but with less excuse 
quite a number of our own people, without stopping to read 
the law, have fallen into the habit o! making the same 
observations. 

A reading of the law discl'oses that if there. llas been dis
crimination it is for and not against the farmer. The free list 
gives the farmers decidedly the best of it. 

Plows, tooth or disk harrows, headers, harvesters, reapers, 
agricultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultiva
tors, threshing machines, cotton gins; machinery fol" the manu
facture of sugar; wagons and cn:rtS'; cream separators valned 
at not more than $50 ea.ch, wholesale-, and an other agricul
tural implements are free of duty. 

All animals imported for breeding purposes are on the free list. 
Binding twine comes in free of duty. 
Lumber, including that planed, tongued, and groO'Ved; clap~ 

boards, laths, shingles, logs, timber, poleS' are on the free list. 
Cement is free, also limeS'tone rock, asphaltum1 bitumen, and 
tar. 

Fertilizers are free of dufy, including guano, mannres, banes 
used for fertilizers, potash used for fertilizers, muriate of 
potash, sod'ium nitrate, potassium nitrate, calcium nitrate, used 
for fertilixers are free. 

Barbed wire, plain or galvanized, and fence posts aTe not 
~ti~~ . 

Leather, harness, ·and saddles are on the free list, aL~o pads 
for horses, also boots and shoes. 

Gasoline, benzine, kerosene, and crude, fuel, or refined petro-
1-e=lllII are on tl'l€ free lfst. 

Instead of vfrtuail'y alI articles being dutiable which farm
ers must buy in connecti'on wfth their business, the bulk of 
them are on the free list. 

I am not unmindful of the serious extremity in which farm
ers in the hard-wheat belt are placed; but their troubles have 
not been oeetts~oned by the- tariff. From the standpoint of a 
well-balanced tariff, they have been given fair rates of duty 
on farm products. They have not in an cases· been prohib
ited, but they should remember that they are tile ones who 
have always been most pronounced in their views that tariff 
rates must be reasonable and net oo high as to prevent impor
tations, and they should also remember that there have been 
heavy impertations of many manllfactnred articles subject to 
duty. 

True, living costi;i aTe high, lmt they are caused by things 
other than the tariff. .A glance at the free list wm recaU to 
us that the costs of some of the aTti'Cles in that list have ad
vanced! more in price than have S©me other articles now sub
j~t t01 duty. It was declared m the Democratic platform of 
1912 tbat the high cost of living was caused by a high tariff, 
but under the- Undet"wood bill, with reduced ta-riff rates, the 
costs of Jivi11g steadily mounted. 

Those who are complaining that rates of duty are now high 
will perhaps be smprised to learn that the average rate of 
dnty collected on all imports the last year of the Underwood 
la.-w was 141 pet· cent, while under- the Fordney-1\'IcCumber law 
it is 15rcr pet" cent. Pa:rtly because of this slight average 
increase, but more on acc(nmt of the readjustment and fixing 
of rates . upon a scientinc. basis, business bas been greatly 
quickened and unemployment has ceased. 

Those who re.fleet that the-re were millions of men out of 
work at the time Pres.ident Harding took the oath of office 
who are now well employed should think weII before they de
clare for a change ·in tariff policy. 

l\Ir. DICKll~SON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, if there is any 
more. time, I yield the balance of the time to myself. [Ap
plause.] 

The CH.AIRMAN. The gentleman has 16 minutes remaining. 
Ur. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I did not know 

from my experience on the subcommittee on the .Army bill that 
the Republican patronage of Virginia. was involved in the sub
ject, but it seems it was involved. I am not surprised that 
Bascom Slemp has not been able to distribute that patronage 
8Utisfactorily to the gentleman from Virginia and his colleagues. 

~Tow, with reference to the war-fraud returns and with refer
ence to the half million dol1ars from the audited war contracts, 
it seems to me there is a decided distinction here in the audit 
of the War Department and the prosecution of these war-fraud 
cases by the Department of Justice. One is a business audit 
to determine the business status of the contract; the other is 
a legal audit. a legal transaction to try to recover on a claim 
that they find. I believe that there is a fair showing here. 

The actual cash collections by the Findnce Department in the. 
War Department were $2,760,0GO plus, $280,422 by the Au 
Service, $578,507 by the Comptroller General, and $4,218,000 
by ,the Department of Justice. .There has been referred to the 
Department of .Justice for action $13,824,000. There has heen 
referred to the General Accounting Office $6,947,000. There has 
been covered in other adjustments by claims board $5,892,,.000. 
Amount pending investigation or adjustment, $10,657,000. 
N(}W the report says that the Finance Department has recov-

, ered $2,760,000, which was covered into the Treasury. The 
Air Service has covered in $280,000, and that by tbe Comp
troller General was $5l78,000, and $4,218,000 by the Department 
of Justice. Now, the item that the gentleman from Virgin.Ja 
referred to af $5,892,000• was not a cash item, but was an offset 
to counterclaims covered in the Court of Claims to be taken 
into' consideration by tlle court in the adjustment of claims. 
There was no intention of trying to cover that into the Treas
ury, and for that reason I believe we are entj.rely justified here 
in retaining this item in this bill. And they contend at the 
end of this year they will prnctical'ly have completed the audit 
of these claims in this department. 

The part fYf this bHI I want to discuss with you at the pres
ent time is with reference to the river and harbor· item. The 
item in the bill is for the amount CaTI'ied in the Budget esti
m11te. It is the contention of the War Department that carry
ing out t11eir contracts which they hITT'e now entered into, that 
£hey wm be able to proceed to the ne::ct time a:n approprin
tion will be available; that undeir this bill at the present rate 
of four and a half to five millions per month they can carTY 
on th-e present progi:am to its coml!letion, and they have plenty 
of :funds to carry i± on mitil the next appropriation becomes 
available. It seems to me that there are several phases of this 
item that we want to consider. It was in the last Congress 

· that we practically said in this country that we are going to 
stand b-y :river and harbor imp.ravements and make every 
effort to put :navigation on our rivers and our harbors. I 
think one of the imteresting facts which was developed in the 
hea.Tings on thl:s bill was tbe pa:rticruar fact that where we 
have OUT harbors best improved there we get the best r~urn 
for the least. m'Qney il'1 public expenditure. I have reference to 
the Great Lakes, and tf you will turn to pfl'ge 1514 of the heu:r
ings on the nonmilitary part of this bill you will find at the 
bott&m fJf that page the return pen ton per d©llnr is there 
estimated: 

II Ton cost average. 
Total con:uneree''----...,---

(to.DS). 

Princlpal seacoMt harborS' _____________________ 307, 389, 342 
Secondary harbors and coastwise channels____ 36, 279, 955 
Lake harbors ~channels------------- 280, 541, 933 

· Principal rivers..---~-------------- 33, 0.1-5, 071. 66 
Secondary rivers------------------------------ 6, 637, 116 

Improve- Mainte• 
mcnt. nan"e. 

$0. 0'4B 
.104 
.002 
. 346 
. 017 

$0. 022 
. 069 
.008 
.058 
.158 

So that where you find our harbors are best improved, it ts 
in the sectioo of the- Great J,akes. There the· Government 
expenditures. are the least per ton of any place in all our water
way system. In that connection I want to sugge.st to the House 
that we are now spending about $6,000,006 in the harbor of 
New York. 

Mr. l\10RTON D. HULL. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

M:r. DICKINSON of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. l\lORTON D. HULL. What do you mean by return pet• 

ton? 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. The Government is paying out 

for improYements and dredging so much money, and in return 
there are so ma:ny tons of commerce carried on th.at pa.rtic11la:r 
river or in that particular harbor. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Is it the proportion of the appro· 
priation to the business done in tire harbor per ton of ve$sel 
capacity? 

l\Ir. DICKINSON of Iowa. Absolutely. 
Now there is one phase developed here that I think will be 

of interest to the gentlemen from New York. We find there is 
about $6,000,000 in this bill for the improvement of New York 
Harbor and tbe subsidiaries of New Yark Harbor. In the gen
eral discussion there were many questions asked as to who 
controlled or who had any supervision or had the right to super
vise or :fix the ton rate in New York Harbor. We had investi
gations elf this matter, and we had the report ot the port 
authorities of New York. We have gone through that cnrefu.Jily, 
and we do not find that in the expansion of their plan any llr· 
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rangement has been made by the joint legislatures of New York 
and New Jersey wherein the Government or anyone else has the 
right to supervise the tonnage charges on freight carried from 
one place to another. It seems to me that is a phase of legis
lation that we ought to go into. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to insert in my remarks a letter 
received from Mr. Eastman under the date of February 18, 1924, 

' involving this question. I will insert it in my remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Iowa? 
There was no objection. 
Following is the letter referred to: 

Hon. L. J. DICKINSON, 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COM:l\USSION, 
Wa.shington, February 18, 19Z4. 

House of Representatives. 
MY DEAR CoNGRESSMAN: At the hearing before the War Department 

section of the Committee on .Appropriatluns on: February 15 you 
brought to my attention certain matters in connection with trans
portation charges at New York Harbor. I told you that this com
mission had under way some investigation of the port situation at 
New York in connection with the Port of New York Authority, and 
that I would let you know the nature and status of this proceeding. 
I find that the facts are these: 

Primarily at the suggestion of the P~rt of New York Authority, 
a corporate body, we entered an order under date of December 11, 
1922, instituting on our own motion an investigation into the plans 
of such corporation with respect to the betterment of transportation 
facilities at the port of New York, and to determip.e what, if any, 
order in the premises may, or should, be entered by us. I ~nclose 
herewith a copy of the order ipstituting the investigation. 

The Port of New York Authority was organized, as will be seen 
from the inclosed copy of a letter, under treaty entered into between 
the States of New Jersey and New York, and subsequently approved 
by the Congress. Broadly speaking, the purpose of the organization 
is to investigate the needs of the harbor of New York from a trans
portation standpoint, and to recommend, and effectuate so far as 
practicable, a plan an<l system for the improvement of transportation 
facilities at that port. The inclosed letter gives in detail the various 
steps taken in the organization of this corporation and sets forth 
in general terms its plans. 

The general scope of the plan which the port authority has in mind, 
as I understand it, involves the following principles : 

" 1. That terminal operations within the port district, so far 
as economically possible, should be unified. 

" 2. That there should be consolidation of shipments at proper 
classification points so as to eliminate duplication of effort and 
inefficient loading of equipment and realize reduction in expenses. 

" 3. That there should be the most direct routing of commodi
ties so as to avoid centers of congestion, conflicting currents of 
traffic, and long truck hauls. 

"4. That terminal stations established under the comprehensive 
plan should be union stations, so far as practicable. 

" 5. That the process of coordinating facilities should, so far 
as practicable, adapt existing facilities as integral parts of the 
new system, so as to avoid needless destruction of existing cap
ital invef:ltment and reduce, so far as may be possible, the require
ments for new capital ; and that endeavor should be made to 
obtain the consent of local municipalities within the port district 
for the coordination of their present and contemplated port and 
terminal facilities with the whole plan. 

"6. That freight from all railroads should be brought to all 
parts of the port wherever practicable without breaking bulk, 
this necessitating tunnel connection between New Jersey and 
Long Island, and tunn~l or btidge connections between other 
part~ of the port. 

"7. That there should be urged upon the Federal authorities 
improvement of channels so as to give access tor that type of 
water-borne commerce adapted to the various forms of develop
ment which the respective shore fronts and adjacent lands of the 
port best lend themselves to. 

" 8. Tha highways for motor-truck traffic should be laid out so
as to permit the most efficient interrelation between terminals, 
piers, and industrial establishments not equipped with railroad 
sidings and for the distribution of building materials and many 
other commodities which must be handled by truck, these high
ways to connect with existing or projected bridges, tunnels, and 
ferries. 

'' 9. That definite methods for prompt rell~ should be devised 
which can be applied for the better coordination and operation of 
existing facilities while larger and more comprehensive plans for 
future development are being carried, out." 

(The foregoing was taken from a publication quoting from a state
Jllent of counsel for the port authority made at the hearing.) 

The comprehensive plan, so called, of the port authority was snb· 
mitted to the two State legislatures and received their approval. The 
port autho11ity was empowered, to the extent that the States could em
power it, to procetd ~1th the eft'.ectuation of its plan. Since it Involved 
matters over which the Federal Government had control, the plan was 
submitted to the Congress, and by joint resolution consent was given to 
the carrying out o! such plan, subject to existing Federal laws and 
Federal agencies. 

The legislative act authorizing the port authorJty to proceed toward 
the accomplishment of the plan emphru!ized the point that such progress 
·should be made as might be found to be "economically practicable." 

T.h.e port authority bad determined that the step most practicable at 
the present time is the unification of Belt Line No. 13, so CI.tiled, in its 
comprehensive plan, which at present consists of the rails o:C several 
carriers extending from about Edgewater, N. J., on the no.rth to 
Bayonne and Constable Hook on the south. Hearings were held under 
the order of investigation jointly with the port authority and testi
mony was presented by engineers of the latter and by the railroailil 
with a view to determin._'l.tions (1) on the part of the port authority, 
whether the plan was " economically practicable," and (2) on the part 
of this com.mission, whether under the interstate commerce act any 
action is warranted or necessary on our part. The hearings were con
ducted by division 5 of the commi'SSion. At the conclusion ot the 
second hearing the chairman of the division recommended that the car
r.iers and port authority appoint a joint committee to see whether plans 
acceptable to an concerned can not be worked out. We are now, I 
believe, awaiting a report from this committee. 

I do not understand that there is any speeial act of Congress giv
ing us jurisdiction over the woYk of the port authority. Such jurisdic
tion as we have is embraced in the interstate comllli!rce act, and it 
appears that there has already developed a difference of opinion among 
the parties to the proceeding as to whether or not we have any 
authority In the premises. 

I am inclined to think that the proceeding which I have deS<!ribed 
above does not cover the matters which you had in mind. If you will 
let me know just what these are, I shall be glad to procure any further 
information that is available. 

Very truly yours, 
JOSEPH B. EASTMAN, 001nmissioner. 

l\Ir. DICKINSON of Iowa. It seems to me that with the 
vast tonnage going through New York Harbor and the vast 
tonnage that they have there, plans should be worked out by 
which that tonnage may be advanced, and we have various 
plans in this rep-Ol.·t prepared by the authorities and we ought 
to have some means devised by legislation whereby the con
sumer and the shipper can be protected by having those charges 
supervised and to see that they are not excessive. 

Another phase of this bill is the question of improvement ot 
the barge system maintained both on the Mississippi River and 
on the Warrior River. Both of these systems have run at a 
loss, but I believe- that the Government is warranted in con
tinuing the experiment. Why? Because it exerts a certain in
fluence on freight rate~ in the first place, and in the second 
place it is gradually developing into a successful operation. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield there for a question? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to ask the gentleman 

a question about the Warrior River. Does be think the War
rior River project will ever develop into a real carrying project 
with benefit? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Yes; and I think the reason it is 
not successful at the present time is very apparent. The War
rior River has at the upper end the Birmingham mines, a great 
coal deposit up there. That coal is carried down the Warrior 
River and is distributed through the South. The fact that 'the 
barge system on the Warrior River is not successful at the 
present time is, in my judgment, due to the fact that they have 
not the proper kind of equipment in order to carry that traffic. 
Their equipment was the equipment left over as the result of 
war experiments. It is not adapted to that purpose. I do not 
know whether they will be able to dredge out the river so that 
they can carry this size ot barges, but if they make a channel 
with the proper width and depth there is no reason why that 
traffic should not be carried. 

Now, many say, "Wby do they not run the barge system at 
a profit on the Mississippi River?" At the present time it is 
due primarily to the fact that they have a stretch of river near 
Memphis where they have had trouble all the season to main:
tain the channel on account ot the accumulation of sand. 'l'hey 
have at Cairo another section where they are asking for a little 
additional money this year in order to maintain that system. I 
believe that between St. Louis and St. Paul they axe going to 
be- able to maintain a shallow barge system that will success· 
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fully carry traffic up and down the Mississippi River. I know 
this has been a dream of many years. All the old packet boats 
have been driven off the Mississippi River. Why? We have 
passed through the era of railroad development. • We must now 
seek a more economical means of transportation. We have got 
to go back to the old system provided by the Maker when He 
made this country, and we roust take advantage of some of the 
waterways that we have here in order to economize in trans
portation. It seems to me this is important and that we should 
be able to develop that river so that it will carry traffic and 
carry it on schedule. With the establishment of the Henry 
Ford dii:;tribvting point at Minneapolis and St. Paul they are 
going to put on a set of barges that will run in shallow water 
between St. Louis and St. Paul. However, we have been deal
ing with this barge traffic only a short time. Some of the barges 
seem to be too large to make the turns in the river, and for that 
reason there are a great many of these phases that have to be 
gradually worked out, and I believe they will be successfully 
worked out in the near future. I take it that the committee will 
approve the item for the improvement of river and harbors. 

Now, there are increased items in this bill; they are lib
eral, too. 

One of them to increase the fortifications of the Panama 
Canal and the Hawaiian Islands, and the other to increase the 
number of horses and mules in the Army. 

We have had a good bit of discussion about these two items. 
Now, first, as to the big guns to protect the mouth of the Panama 
Canal on both the Paci-tic and Atlantic side. There wer-. some 
on the committee who thought we ought to put in only two, one 
on each side, one on the Pacific side and one on the Atlantic 
side, while there were others who thought we ought to put in 
four. Those in favor of the four had the larger number of 
votes, and for that reason four are provided for in the bill. 

I believe the Panama Canal is becoming immensely impor
tant to this country and, of course, it should be properly pro
tected. I was one of those who thought that two guns would be 
sufficient, but we have the guns on hand and the m~tter of their 
installation is not of sufficient financial importance to prevent 
their installation, and for that reason I shall make no effort to 
try to reduce the amount which is carried for this additional 
equipment for the Panama Canal. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. BARBOUR. It was also brought out, as I recall, that the 

relative cost of installing the four guns would be relatively less 
than that of installing two guns; that is, the relative cost. · 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Yes; for the reason that it is 
necessary to build railroad tracks and make the necessary 
preparations to put in one gun and that you can use the same 
equipment for the second gun. 

Mr. BARBOUR. That is the idea. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. This is to be a fixed fortification, is it 

not? 
l\fr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Yes. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. And it is to be placed as high as we can 

place it and so it will be easily hit. 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Oh, no; it is not to be placecl in a 

high altitude, as I understand it. 
Mr. HULL of Iowa. But it i.s to be placed on the highest place 

that can be found there, is it not? That is, the land on which it 
is to be placed is the highest to be found there? 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. That is not my understanding. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 'gentleman has expired 

and all time has expired. The Clerk will read the bill. 
'.l'lie Clerk read as follows: 

CONTINGENCIES OF THE ARMY. 

For all contingent expenses of the Army not otherwise provided for 
and embracing all branches of the military service, including the office 
of the Chief of Staff ; for all emergencies and extraordinary expenses, 
including the employment of translators and exclusive of all other per
sonal services in the War Department or any of its subordinate bureaus 
or offices in the District of Columbia, or in the Army at large, but im
possible to be anticipated or classified ; to be expended on the approval 
or authority of the Secretary of War, and for such purposes as he may 
de('m proper, $68,540 : Provided, That not to exceed $49,040 of the 
money herein appropriated shall be expended for the payment of salaries 
of civiUan employees connected with the sale. of war supplies and the ad
justment of war contracts and claims: Provided further, That none of 
the funds appropriated in this act shall be used for the payment of ex
penses counected with the transfer of surplus property of the War De
partment to any other activity of the Government where the articles or 
lots of articles to be transferred a1·e looated at any place at which the 

total surplus quantities of the same commodity are so small that their 
transfer would not, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, be eco
nomical : Pro1>ided further, That the amount expended or obligated for 
advertising sales of surplus War Department property during the fiscal 
year 1925 shall not exceed $50,000. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

from Kentucky · rise? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I wish to make a motion to 

strike out the last word for the purpose of asking unanimous 
consent to insert an explanation in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
for that purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the other day, 
in my remarks on this bill, I stated that there had been a very 
unnecessary duplication of work relative to the making of 
maps. Colonel Naylor came over to my office this morning to 
see me and said that there was a misunderstanding about the 
matter because of unexplained conflicting testimony between 
himself and General Smith, who is out in Kansas. I believe 
the explanation is satisfactory, as offered by Colonel Naylor, 
and I wish to insert his analysis of it in the RECORD for the 
purpose of clearing up whatever conflict of testimony there 
may be between them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent to ext~nd his remarks in the RECORD in 
the manner indicated by him. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The matter referred to follows: 
The principal function of the map section of the Military Intelli

gence Division is the preparation and distribution of maps of foreign 
countries not produced by any other department of the Government. 
No map is produced that can be obtained from any other Government 
department. In the preparation of these maps the major part of 
the work consists in the accumulation of the data and the extend
ing of it by experienced draftsmen on the tracings from which maps 
are subsequently run off. In nearly all cases it takes months of 
intensive work by these draftsmen in preparing these tracings. Due 
to the fact that there is no printing plant directly under the Military 
Intelligence Division call is made upon the engineering lithograph
ing plant at Washington Barracks, and on occasion the Geological 
Survey, which also has a printing plant, to go through the mechanical 
process of running off the map on their presses when once the 
Military Intelligence Division bas prepared the necessary tracings. 
These plants are reimbursed for the cost. If the Military Intelligence 
Division had a printing plant it could do this itself. No calls are 
made upon any other department of the Government for maps of this 
~~ . 

In order to prevent a duplication, when maps are called for of 
continental United States or the insular possessions, the request is 
referred to the appropriate department providing them. 

The Military Intelligence Division also furnishes the necessary for
eign map-s for the course at the Army War College. The map sec
tion of the Military Intelligence Division has quite an extensive 
photographic plant so that it can make its own photographic copies 
and does not have to call upon other departments of the Government 
the same as in the case of printing of maps. 

It has actually distributed maps of its own compilation or photo
graphic copies of maps which could not be procured from any other 
source during the period of the fiscal year 1922-23, plus four months, 
approximately 30,000 copies, and foreign prepared maps for which 
it is the sole source, 9,763 copies. 

Mr. REECE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. REECE : Page 5, line 1, strike out the 

figures "$68,540" and insert " $63,540: Provided, That the Se~1·etary 
of War be, and be is hereby, directed and authorized to transfer tQ
the Department of Agriculture for use in improvement of highways 
and roads the following war materials, equipment, and machinery out 
of the reserve stocks, to wit: Fifteen hundred 5-ton caterpillar trac
tors, with tools and spare parts ; 5,000 motor trucks, 1 to 5-ton capac
ity, and 500 ordnance mobile machine-sholl\ trucks, with tools and 
spare parts." 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point 
of order against the amendment. 

Mr. REECE. Mr. Chairman, I would prefer that the gt-ntle
man make his point of order. 

l\Ir. DICKINSON of Iowa. I make the point of order on 
the ground that it is legislation and that legislation of this 
kind should go to the proper committee and not be put c.n an 
approp1riation bill on the floor of the House. 
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l\1r. REEOEJ. Mr. Chairman, the Ohair will natice that the 

amendment limits the appropriation, reaucing fit ·from $68,540 
to •$63,540, and in order to do that I have provided in the 
amendment that the War Department turn over certain sur
;plus war material, which they are now holding in reserve as 
surplus, to the Department of Agriculture to be used for road
building purposes. 

In order to store this material, which is being held as 
surplus, it is, of course, necessary that certain employees be 

. paid by the department to take care of it; storage must be 
paid for and men must be kept on the pa,y roll in order to go 
out and turn over the motors in the trucks and tractors so 
as i:o keep t:'.lem from jamming up with rust. jBy turning this 
material o-ver to the Department of Agriculture and -patting 
it into 11se we are thereby able to Tednce the appropriation 
and, in my judgment, it seems to be a limitation. . 

l\'.Ir. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. REECE. Yes. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Where is this surplus war mate

rial G"tored at this time? 
Mr. REECE. It is stored at various .Army camps throughout 

the country and in p1·actically all sections of the country. A 
number of the trucks are stored at Camp Ho1abird, and .I have 
here pictures of the trucks showing some of them sitting out in 
the weather. They are deteriorating-very rapidly, in fact. The 
,wooden parts of the trucks are practically all gone and only 
the metal parts remain ; but still they are valuable to tne De
partment of Agriculture -for road-building purposes, because 
:the wooaen parts can be restored. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee. Is there any objection on the 
part of the War Department to allowing these trucks to be 
transferred and used by the road bureau of the Agricultural 
Department? 

Mr. REECE). I might say to my colleague that the War 
Department heretofore has been given authorization to turn 
over certain surplus war material; but they have done so with 
reluctance, it seems, and they insist on holding a large quantity 
~f this machinery in storage. This amendment not only author
µes but dh·ects the Secretary of War to turn it over. 

l\1r~ McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. REECE. Yes. 
l\1r. McKENZIE. Of course, we underst~nd there is a law 

now providing that where the Army or the War Department 
'declares certain of these articles surplus they are turned over 
to the Department of Agriculture. I think I understand my 
colleague's position, and there is some force in what he has 
said, that we have very large reserves, and the purpose of his 
amendment is to undertake to go into those reserves and require 
them to declare the reserves surplus, or a part of them, and 
then they would be allotted to the Department of Agriculture. ' 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. REECE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to ask the gentleman 

from Tennessee if it is not a fact that the representative of 
the War Department w.h,o appeared .recently at a bearing before 
the gentleman's committee, the Committee on Military Affairs, 
in reference to a bill of the same tenor as the amendment which 
th.e gentleman offers, did not state that none of the proposed 
material was surplus but all of it would be needed in case of 
a national emergency? 

Mr. REECE. If I remember correctly, he stated that they 
bad in reserve the quantity of material provided for in this 
amendment. He said, however, that these caterpillar tractors 
and machine-Shop units were being held in :reserve possibly to 
be distributed to certain reserve units p.rovided for in the 
national defense act. But I might add that these tractors are 
rapidly becoming obsolete. Since these tractors were manu
factured there ·have been several new designs that have come 
out, and if I am advised correctly the War Department has 
recently given an order for the purchase of 20 new 5-ton cater
pillar tractors because of the fact that these others are obso
lete. 

1\lr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to 
suggest that all this is with reference to the merits of the 
amendment and not to the point of order. My -point of order 
is that it is not germane and that it is legislation. If it is ger
mane, then we are willing to discuss the merits of the amend-
ment. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair understands it ls claimed to be 
in order un.der the Bo1man rule, and -the Chair understood it 
was being discussed along that line, as to whether it was a 
retrenchment. 

Mr. REECE. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 1 was attempt
ing to bring out the point that by making certain dispositions 

of tbis material we would be able to Tednee the expenditures 
provided in the bill. 

l\Ir. IDLL of 1\!'laryland. 1\Ir. Chairman, a parliamentary in
quiry on the point of order. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman w111 state it. 
l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. On what expenditure is the ·proposed 

amendment intended to be a limitation? I submit it is not a 
limitation but is -entirely new legislation. 

Mr. OAUTER. The gentleman does not claim lt is a limita
tion. The gentleman claims it is in order under the Holman 
rule. 

Mr. REIDOE. lf I may add, certain parts of the appropriation 
provided for in this section must of necessity go to the upkeep 
of this ;mater:ial. 

l\Ir. DICKINSON of Iowa. No; Mr .. Chairman, there is 
nothing on the face of this bill that shows th;it tractors are kept 
or that the officials employed under this item have to do with 
taking care of tractors, and that being the case I contend it 
does .not come within the purview of the Holman rule at all. 

l\fr. CRISP. Has the Chair made up his mind on tne propo
sition? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair would like very much to hear 
the gentleman from Georgia. The Chair was looking up some 
of the decisions in connection with the argument on the point 
of order. 

Mr. CRISP. .lli. Chairman, I knew nothing of this amend
ment until the gentleman from Tennessee offered lt and it was 
read at the clerk's d~sk, but from the reading of it, I was 
convinced that the gentleman had offered it to come within the 
purview of the Holman rule. Under our rules no legislation 
is in order on an appropriation bill unless it comes within 
the Holman rule, which provides that legis1ation is in order 
provided it reduces the number of employees of the Govern
ment or if it reduces the number of salaries or if it .retrenches 
expenditures. 

Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Will tile gentleman yield? . 
Mr. CRISP. Yes. 
Mr. DICKINSON of Iowa. Can that be presumed or be a 

matter of conjecture, or must it show? 
l\fr. CRISP. It must be apparent, and as I caught the .read

ing of this amendment it shows that on its face. This amend
ment as read reduces the app.ropriation covered in the bi11 
from $68,000 to $63,000, which shows on its face a reduction of 
the money appropriated and covered by the bill of $5,000, 
which clearly, so far as that reduction is concerned, comes 
within the Holman rule. The question now arises as to 
whether the legislation is necessary and germane and, as a 
direct L-esult, following and connected up with the reduction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to hear the gentle-
man on that very point. · 

Mr. CRISP. I was com1ng to that. I was stating the rule. 
I am not familiar with this bill, and to be perfectly frank, I 
do not know what item in the bill it is offered to, but I asked 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. REECE] a moment ago if 
bis amendment was offered to the item in the b1ll that covered 
the taking care of these tractors, automobiles, and so forth, 
that are dealt with in the amendment, proposed to be turned 
over to the State highways departments, and he said 1t was. 

Mr. REECE. Will the gentleman yielCl? 
Mr. CRISP .. Yes. 
l\Ir. REECE. I might call the gentleman's attention to 

another proviso, a little further down in this section, wnich 
provides " that none of the funds appropriated in this act 
shall be used for the payment of expenses connected with the 
transfer of surplus · property of the War Department to any 
other activity of the Government," showing that it is con
templated in this measure that probably certain material may 
be transferred. 

Mr. CRISP. I count myself happy in having a gentleman 
in tbe chair who is familiar with the mi1itary activities and 
familiar with the various appropriations and bureaus of the 
War Department, because for many :;years he was a -very able 
and efficient member of the Military Affairs Committee. 

If the amendment is offered to an appropriation in the bill 
tb.at deals with the maintenance and care of this -property 
that is provided to be turnea over to ·the highway depart
ments, tractors, trucks, and so forth, then, Mr. Speaker, the 
legislation is germane and necessarily connected up and fol
lows with the reduction, because if you dispose of 1,500 trac
tors and a number of trucks naturally the expense of ma:in
tenance and caring for them is less than it would be if the 
Government Tetained them. 

Therefonie, you can consistently, legitimately, and logically 
Teduce the amount of 'the appropriations provHled for care 
-and maintenance. If that is true:-and I am frank •to say I 
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am not familiar with the items in the bill-then it seems to what commercial practices. The impression was given here. 
me clearly the amendment is in order under the HQlman rule, that the auction sales of Government material involved merely 
because it reduces expenses and the legislation proposed is the auctioneers standing upon an auction block and calling 
directly connected up with the reduction. out in the familiar way, but that creates a false impression. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair get at the facts. This The auctioneering of these materials involves a very elab-
appropriation of $68,540 is carried in the appropriation bill: orate process. The auctioneer must have an elaborate organi-

F'or ·all contingent expenses of the Army not otherwise provided for zation. He must employ numerous persons, and it requires 
and embracing all branches of the military service, including the two or three weeks before the auction sales that they shall 
office of the Chief of Staff; for all emergencies and extraordinary attend at the place where the sale is to be held for the pur
expenses, including the employment of translators and exclusive of pose of classifying, sorting, and tagging the property. 
all other personal services in the War Department or any of its Mr. DO'\VELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
subordinate bureaus or offices in the District of Columbia, or in the Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I Will, but I have only five minutes. 
Army at large, but impossible to be anticipated or classified; to be Mr. DOWELL. Does the gentleman think the prices for 

auctioneering this material are reasonable? 
e:x;pended on the approval or authority of the Secretary of War, and Mr. \VAIN\VRIGHT. I do; and I am coming to that if the 
for such purposes as he may deem proper. gentleman will permit me to continue. 

That is rather general in its terms. I Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. None of the money appropriated goes to l Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 

the upkeep and care of these articles that the gentleman from Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. May I ask the gentleman 
Tennessee is seeking to turn over from one department to whether or not any part of these sales came under his im
another, and so it is apparent to me that it would not reduce mediate attention or control at the time he was serviug as 
this item by one cent. Assistant Secretary of War? 

l\Ir. REECE. Will the gentleman state what provision in Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes, they did, they came under my 
the bill does provide for the upkeep of this material? . general jul'isdiction. I can not profess to a very great famil-

1\fr. ANTHONY. I think one of the ordnance items a little iarity with the details of the matter. 
further on. 1\lr. DOWELL. l\Ir. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman 

Mr. REECE. I have examined the bill carefully and I do one other question. I shall try to have the gentleman get 
not see where an appropriation of this kind could be used. further time. I think this question ought to be gone into. 
In the previous Army appropriation bill the question has arisen The gentleman was assistant Secretary of War, and ought 
under this same section. You have a further proviso relating to be familiar with it, and the gentleman was there in the 
to surplus material-- War Department when they were paying what I think are 

1\lr. ,ANTHONY. That is in regard to the transfer of ma- exorbitant prices for auctioneers. 
terial hereto~ore authorized, and was placed there so that the 1\Ir. WAINWRIGHT. Well, I have given way for a question 
Secretary of '\.Var would not be called upon to use money for and not for a statement. 
contingent purposes. Mr. DOWELL. I want to find out about that. 

l\Ir. REECE. The money must be provided in the bill some- Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I think I can disabuse the gentle-
where for this expense to which I refer. I have examined man's mind of that impression. 
the bill carefully in its various sections and I can uot fiud it. l\Ir. DOWELL. I do not think the gentleman can, so far 

Mr. ANTHONY. 'l'he only item I can think of is the item as the price is concerned. 'Vas any effort made aside from 
for the care of ordnance material. these orga·nizations the gentleman bas referred to, to sell this 

Mr. REECE. Some of this is in the quartermaster de- property at reasonable prices by persons who were in the 
partment. business aud who would do it for a reasonable compensation? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then the item with reference to transpor- Mr. WAINWRIGHT. All the effort to sell this property 
tation covers it. by negotiated sale or even by offers on sealed bids were not 

Mr. REECE. But a part does not come under the item of satisfactory. They led to dissatisfaction upon the part of 
transportation. the buyers generally. It was finally determined that the only 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair is ready to rule. The Ohair has way, the proper way, to merchandise this property was to 
no hesitation as to the principle of parliamentary law applicable put it up on the auction block so that everybody in the world 
11ere, which has been so very clearly stated by the gentleman could have an opportunity to purchase it. 
from Georgia [l\lr. CRISP]. The only difficulty is in the applica- l\1r. DOWELL. I would like to ask the gentleman one 
tio,n of those principles and the rules to the facts in the case. further question. By putting it on the auction block the 
This seems to be an appropriation for contingent expenses of the gentleman does not mean that they would want to pay the 
Army. The present occupant of the chair has some fmnili:trity man who auctions it off an unreasonable price simply be
with appropriations for contingent expenses for the different cause he was selling at auction. 
departments of the Government, and especially with contingent Mr. WAIN'\VRIGHT. By no means. That question answers 
expenses of the Army. Having that knowledge it seems to the itself. All I say is this, that if the Government goes into 
Chair that it would be straining a point to assume that any of the commercial business, and certail'Ny the disposal of these 
the expenses referred to would come out of this particular ap- great blocks of material involve a great business transac
proprh1tion. Of course, if the appropriation does not relate to tion--
the same subject as the legislation proposed in the amendment, Mr. WURZBACH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
as the gentleman from Georgia has said, it would not be in order Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
under the Holman rule. Mr. WURZBAOH. Is it not a fact that a great deal of the 

l\1r. REECE. Will the Chairman, or the chairman of the sub- surplus property had been sold by private negotiations shortly 
C'Ommittee state what section does provide 'for this upkeep? after the present Secretary of War was appointed? 

The CHAIR1\1AN. It is not the province of the Ohair to fur- Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Before the present administration I 
nish this character of information hut it seems that the gentle- think the method of sale by sealed bids or negotiations was 
man from Kansas has indicated at least two places in the bill very much more liberally followed than it bas been under the 
where the upkeep of the property referred to may be provided present administration. There were some few sales by that 
for. It seems to the Ohair clear that the expense of the upkeep method in the early part of this administration, but latterly 
of this material is not paid from this particular appropriation. wherever possible the auction method has been pursued. 
The proposed legislation apparently does not relate to the ap- Mr. WURZBACH. Is it uot a fact that complaints were 
propriation item in the bill to which it is offered as an amend- made in respect to the methods of sale by private negotiation? 
ment and therefore is not in order under the Holman rule. The Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I hope the committee will not tie me 
Chair sustains the point of order. down to the five-minute limitation if all these questions are to 

l\1r. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out be asked. 
the last word. On Saturday last there was considerable criti- Mr. WURZBACH. I do not want to take the gentleman's 
cism of auctioneers' fees in the sale of surplus material and time. 
the methods of advertising. It is generally recognized that l\1r. WAINWRIGHT. The total fees involved in the criticism 
the auction method is probably the wisest way in which to amounted to $1,188,760. 'l'hese fees related to sales which 
dispose of surplus property, and particularly during the last produced gross receipts amounting to $74,984,942.12. A little 
two and a half years that method has been as far as possible figuring will sl).ow that that represents an expense of 1.59 for 
employed. That has resulted undoubtedly in better prices than the auctioneer. I have beeu reliably informed that many of 
could otherwise have been secured. I think that c~ be reason- th~Be auctioneers have to pay in necessary expenses of sa~e 
ably established. I think it will be agreed that if the Govern- that fall upon them up to 70 per cent of the amount of their 

'1llent is going into commercial business it must adopt some- fees. Assuming that it is 50 per cent, then the total net re-
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turns of the auctioneers would be about three-quarters of 1 
per cent. It is my understanding that the average rate paid 
to auctioneers for merchandising this class of property-and 
I am now referring to the merchandise sale particularly-range 
from 5 per cent to 10 per cent, depending on the locality, custom, 
or the law in force. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman's time be extended for 10 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I want to know whether 

this statement in the remarks of the gentleman from Ken
tucky on Saturday last is correct: 

The testimony showed that the auctioneer did not pay for the adver
tising nor for any other expense incident to the sale. The compen
sation allowed the auctioneer in every instance was merely for saying, 
" How much am I offered for this piece of property?" 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Oh, that gives an entirely wrong im-
pression. It is quite incorrect. . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If t_he gentleman will pardon 
me right there, my declaration upon that· subject is based on 
what the Director of Sales testified to before the committee. 

Mr. W .AINWRIGHT. Then I say to the gentleman that 
either the Director of Sales was in error or the gentleman from 
Kentucky misunderstood him, because the expense of printing 
these catalogues, some of them running up to $15,000, which 
are sent all over the country, and the expenses I have described 
preliminary to the sale, having people out through the crowd 
during the sale, the checkers, the recorders during the sale, 
the bookkeepers, amounted to a very considerable sum. I 
venture to say that at one large auction sale at the Brooklyn 
base the auctioneer would have a personnel of 75, whose com
pensation would have to come out of his fee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. And how many million dollars 
would that help amount to? 
· Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Take it in this way: On the total of 
$1,188,000, if the expense is 50 per cent, it would be 50 per cent 
of $1,188,000. · 

l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I have just received a letter from 

Mr. Fox together with a statement. I know nothing about the 
m.atter. The gentleman does know about it. After the gentle
man concludes, I shall ask permission to read this letter and 
this statement. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. The committee will notice that I am 
attempting to proceed as rapidly as possible, and I trust that 
they will indulge me until I get through. On the low rate paid 
it is a fact that many of the auctioneers in the larger places 
declined to take this business because the fee is less than the 
customary fee which they receive. I have in mind at least 
two cases of that kind. I know one case where a well-known 
auctioneer in New York City, probably the best-known auc
tioneer of real estate, declined one of these auction sales upon 
the ground that the return was so much less than his customary 
fee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Does the gentleman know how 
much the sale will realize, that particular sale? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I could not say; I do not recall. It 
was somewhat within this scale, .I think. I will say to the gen
tleman that the rate on real estate, as I recall-I have not the 
.fi~ures for that-was very little more than the rate on mer
chandise. Now, the scale on merchandise, in Uie disposition of 
this vast amount of Army material, was established about two 
years ago and was about this : 6i per cent on the first $25,000, 
2 per cent on the next $25,000, li per cent on the next, and 
1 per cent on the next $50,000, a quarter per cent on the next 
$75,000, and a quarter per cent on all over $200,000. The aver
age auction sale on merchandise would yield about $250 000 
and the maximum gross fee, $3,500, was li per cent upon' th~ 
total, and on a million-dollar sale at this rate the total fee 
would be $5,375, or a per cent of 0.5375. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I will. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. The :figures the gentleman has 

given in referenc~ to the fees paid these auctioneers, can the 
gentleman inform the committee just how this compares. with 
what are paid in civil life to an auctioneer? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I thought I had st.ated that they are 
very much less. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I did not hear the gentleman. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. The elements of cost involved in these 

auction sales are very much less than would occur in com
mercial practice. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Of course the gentleman takes 
into consideration that in this class of sales they are ustially 
sold in bulk, so to speak. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. No. 
-Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. And not to be put on the same 

plane as auction sales held in stores and things of that sort? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I beg the gentleman's pardon they 

send out a catalogue giving the sales, a pamphlet of' some 
5? or 60 pages, all classified in lots 'Tarying in size, and some
times these sales take two or three clays. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that in these 
sales amounting to millions of dollars that the property was 
s_old in bulk largely, sales amounting to thousands of dollars 
for each lot? 

l\fr. WAINWRIGHT. No; I do not think that would be a: 
correct picture of it. That would occur, of course, in a case 
where the sale was of a large special lot of property offered 
at sale, but it would not apply at all to a sale by auction where 
the property is divided up into convenient lots. 

Mr. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I will. 
l\fr. CRISP. Were there contracts made with these auction

eers by the Director of Sales? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. They were made by the War Depart

ment-no ; my impression and recollection would be that the 
actual contract was made by the surplus-property officer or 
the officei· in charge of the surplus-property sales of each of 
the seven bureaus. Now, to digress just a moment, the actual 
sale and the responsibility for the sale of surplus material is 
with each one of those bureaus. In the Quartermaster Gen
eral's department it is the surplus-property officer, and he con
ducts the negotiations for the arrangement and makes the 
contract. The Director of Sales would probably approve of 
the contract. 

Mr. CRISP. Here is what I was anxious to get from my 
friend, who is a distinguished ex-Assistant Secretary of War 
and that is whether these contracts were made by the Directo~ 
of Sales as a civilian employee or whether or not they were 
made by an Army officer? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. That brings up an entirely different 
matter. There was until just before the commencement of 
this administration a civilian Director of Sales at a large sal
ary and a civilian personnel involving a large salary list. That 
was all changed; so that since early in 1921 the whole of this 
selling function has been in the property officers of the Army 
in the various departments, and the Director of Sales since 
then has been an officer of the Regular Army. 

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman yield for just a ques
tion? 

Mr. WAINWRIGH'.r. I will. 
Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman explain why in adver

tising these sales the location was left out and the hour of 
the sale left out? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I recall that was referred to in the 
remarks. All I can say as to that is there certainly has been 
no complaint at the War Department that anybody had ever 
been deprived of the opportunity of purchasing by reason of 
any failure to give publicity in that regard. 

Mr. STENGLE. How could a man go to a sale if he did not 
know where it was and when it was? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Well, the advertisement always plainly 
stated when catalogues would be furnished; and if anyone was 
interested in the sale, he could apply for the catalogue, which 
contained all the information as to time and place. Now, tl1en, 
the gentleman who made this criticism divided these gL·oss fees 
into 15 per cent for the last administration and 85 per cent for 
the present administration. I have had tllat looked into some
what, and it works out about this way. The returns show, 
without any question, on these $75,000,000 sales, which were 
not all the sales. by any means, $6,674,871.12 were in the last 
administration, the auctioneer fees amounting to $170,193.85, or 
2.55 per cent of the gross receipts; $68,310,071 were in this 
administration, the commissions being $1,018,576, or 1.48 per 
cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. fl.ILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent' tllat the gentleman be given an additional five minutes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Is there obje.ction to the request ·of the 
gentleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 
Mt·. WAINWRIGHT. Now, with regard to the particular 

sales referred to lby the gentleman from Kentucky IMr. JoHN
soN], I will insert in my remarks a detailed statement as to 
'each. 
· l\1ay I say to the gentlemen of the House that if there i-s any
one who has any doubt in his mind or any question in regard 
'to these matters, the answers and full information can easily 
be secured. The disposition of that bnr.eau is to throw its dool"S 
.Wide open to .anyone who wishes to inquire into its processes. 
I say without fear that any reasonable man could not establish it 
otherwise, that this function of the Government has been as 
clean as a hound's tooth, and that these iproresses have been -
conducted on an efficient plan and to the great advantage of the 
Government. 

l\Ir. HILL -0f Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition 
to the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. WAINWRIGH'.r. I am not through yet. 
Mr. HARRISON. !.Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman allow 

me to ask him a question? 
:Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. HARRISON. Is there any .difficulty in the War Depart

ment about having somebody in the War Department itself 
con du-et these .saws? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. It seems to me the answer is patent. 
It is not the business of the officers of the Army to do this. 

1\lr. HARRISON. I am not talking about officers. I mean 
the civilian employees. Why should we go around with these 
expensive auctioneers when some employees in the War De
partment could do the same thing? 

l\fr. WAINWRIGHT. The difficulty is that it is a highly spe
cialized functfon. It requires experts, and in dealing with the 
subject the War Department has been justified in pursuing the 
course-it has. 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Is it not a fact that only 

since the beginning of the gentlleman's regime in the War De
partment the auction system embracing the sales system has 
been l'lestor.ed? 

l\Ir. WAINWRIGHT. No. I will say that the auction 
method has been the usual method of selling surplus property. 
It is a fair statement, I think, that formerly negotiated sales 
and sales upon sealed bids were more usually employed than 
the sale by public auction. 

Mr. SNELL. Has the gentleman br-ought out in his remarks 
so far the percentage -of cost of sa.1es in the last administration 
.as compared with the former? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. SNELL. Yon have that in your statement? 
l\Ir. W A.INWRIGHT. Yes. 
l\Ir. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. STENGLID. Will you not insert in the RECORD, from the 

Information you have, a list of the papers in which these 
advertisements appeared, together with their claimed circula
tion? 

Mr. W A'r:NWRIGHT. I will submit that if it is pract!cab-le. 
.That, like any other information desired, can be furnisheu. 

Mr. WEF ALD. I understood also that t'hese auctioneers paid 
for the advertising. How did it come to happen th.at they did 
not advertise the location of the sa~e? 

l\fr. WAINWRIGHT. I think that question bas already teen 
_asked and answered. 

Some question was raised here as to whether these -auc
tioneers had to bear any part of the advertising cost. '.Most of 
thE> advertising is done by the Government, and a small part 
<>f the advertising th-e auctioneer earries. He carries the cost 
of the putting up of the posters and distribution of the hand
bills and other matter of that kind that might fai!l.·1y be. 
dassed as advertising. 

Now as to this question of advertising, the present arrange
ment has been in force since 1919, -supplementing a -previous 
unsatisfactory system, whieh was not considered to have af
forded purchasers -or those who might be interested m this 
property an opportunity to bid upon it. 

Tbe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has again expired. · 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. May I have five minutes more to · 
finish this subject'/ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
for five additional minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. W AI~RIGHT. Now there were three methods open to 

the Government to handle this advertising. One was to draw 
experts from the advertising field and place them on the pay 
roll as Government employees. '!'he salaries required made 
this impracticable; and besides, had that been done, th.at ex
pense, according to the practice of the newspapers., would not 
have been borne or assumed by them. Another plan was to 
employ an advertising agency, where the usual expense of 15 
per cent upon the total advertisement would ihave been b@rne 
by the publication. The objection to that was reaUy raised, 
as I understand, by the newspapers themselves. The other 
plan was to permit the newspapers themselves to put in the of
fice of the Director of Sales, .or in the sales department, a 
group of their own people who were skilled advertising people, 
and pay them themselves; people who could make up the <!opy 
and the layout .and illustr.ations and everything that w:as :re
quired, and give the people in the department the benefit of 
their skill. 

Now, that method was adopted and it led to the appointment 
of what was known as the" surplus property committee," which 
was -appointed by organizations representing about 75 per cent 
of the newspapers and trade journals of the country. This was 
a committee that operated entirely with-out pay, ilS a sort of co
operative service bureau of the news-and trade papers. They se
lected or appointed these people who bad been in the -sales office 
preparing the advertisements. The expenses and salaries of 
these people were borne by the newspapers through an assess
m1:mt pro rata upon the newspapers carrying the advertisements, 
the :figuring of the assessment-s and the collection from the 
newspapers being carried out by this eommittee. 

Mr. STENGLE. Did that committee fix the space limits of 
the advertisement, or did the department? 

l\ir. WAINWRIGHT. Not at all. This eommittee had no.th
ing to do with the selection of the publications nor with the 
actual placing of the advertisements and the amount of the 
space occupled. That has been retained in the con'tr-ol of the 
officers of the department itself, and I may say bas 'been very 
jealously guarded. 

Now, the result of this system has been a very much lower 
advertising cost. 

It has cost the newspapers themselves less, . and the Govern
ment has been spared the expense of preparing or writing the 
advertising copy. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Does the gentleman say the 
Government has not been at any expen.se in paying for adver
tising? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Oh, not n.t all. I mean for the expense 
of this service . 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. What service? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Of preparing the advertising matter. 

The expense of advertising has been, -on the whole, about one
half of 1 per cent of the amount of tbe sales. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But did no-t the arrangement 
permit a few men to go out ano gather $57,000 for themselves 
which could have been saved if the Government had placed these 
advertisements -directly in the newspapers'? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. 'l'he Government does place them di
l'ectly in the newspa-pers. 

Mr. JOHNS0N of Kentucky. But did not the newspapers 
pay approximately $57,000 in order to get these advertisements, 
wl1en they could have gotten them for nothing'? 

Mr. WAIJ\TWRIGH'l'. No; I do not think that is a correct 
statement of that. 

Mr. -JOHNS-ON of Kentucky. It is absolutely corJ.lect. 
1\Ir. W A.TNWRIGHT. During the last year, as I recall, the 

amount was $38,000. Of course, it has net 'been a payment :by 
the Government. What the gentleman means is: Why did IJlOt 
the Government prepare these advertisements and assess them 
against the newspapers? The answer to that is that it is con
trary to their practice. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But it is -a practice about 
which we are complaining, if the gentleman will permit the 
suggestion. 

l\fr. WAINWRIGHT. I will say that the department may 
b.e able to get along with the $50,000 provided in thls bill for 
next year's business, and I believ-e it can be done within lthat. 
This wh-ole arrangement has bee~ so advantageous to the Gov
ernment, in my judgment, that I should rather hope it would 
not be changed. 

Mr. STENGLE. Will ithe gentleman yield? 
'J,\!lr. WAINWRIGHT~ Yes. 
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Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman insert in the RECORD, 

while he is inserting other things, the rate per line per thousand 
circulation that is to be paid for this wonderful service? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I will say to the gentleman that I 
shall be glad to furnish that information, if it is practicable to 
do so. 

Mr. STENGLE. The reason I ask that is this: Having had 
some experience in that line, the wonderful service the gentle
man refers to as having been brought about by a board that 
was without the pale of the department has been included in 
that charge and the Government paid for it. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. But I submit to any gentleman who 
has had business experience that an advertising 'rate of one
half of 1 per cent is a very, very low rate. I am told that the 
average rate for merchandise advertising runs from 3 per cent 
to 11 per cent. 

l\lr. STENGLE. Does the gentleman refer to one-half of 1 
per cent per line or of the total sales? 

l\1r. WAINWRIGHT: I mean on the total sales. 
l\1r. STENGLE. The gentleman means on the results? 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Yes. 
Mr. STENGLE. But tlle average advertiser does not guar

antee results. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again 

expired. 
l\1r. HILL of Maryland. l\Ir. Chairman, I rise in opposition 

to the pro forma amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. ·The gentleman from Maryland is recog

nized. 
l\lr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 

committee, we are all entirely in favor of conducting the activi
ties of the War Department at the least possible expense, and 
I am sure there is no one -0n this side who less desires to cast 
imputations of unfaimess on any of those who have been work
ing for the Government than the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. JOHNSON]. 

I have listened with a great deal of interest to the remarks 
of the gentleman from l'\ew York [Mr. WAINWRIGHT], the 
former Assistant Secretary of War. I have absolutely no 
personal knowledge of the matter and I have no personal 
knowledge of the auctioneers, except that I have known them 
by reputation in Baltimore for a long time. 

I received a few moments ago by mail, sent over from my 
office, a letter from the auctioneers calling attention to certain 
points, and I think it' is only fair to the House that I take a 
moment and present those matters. Here is a letter from 
M. Fox & Sons Co., auctioneers and liquidators, 202 Hearst 
':l.'ower Building, Baltimore, Md. 

Before reading this letter I think it is only fair that the 
committee should know that the employment of 1\1. Fox & 
Sons Co., auctioneets, is not a new thing and dating from only 
a recent administration in the War Department, but that if 
there is any just criticism of these auctioneers or the system 
under which they were employed, that criticism should begin 
back in 1918 and should be made equally in those days if it 
is proper to be made now. 

Back in 1918, on October 14, at Camp Meade (Admiral), Md., 
these auctioneers had charge of a sale at the remount station, 
amounting to $7,294.50, and of which sale Maj. P. F. :Meade 
was in charge. On November 5, 1918, at Camp Dix, Wrights
town, N. J., there was a sale of remour.it horses, mules, harness, 
and wagons amounting to $11,189.50, of which Capt. J. D. 
Turnham was in charge, and on December 28, 1918, at Camp 
Meade (Admiral), Md., there was a sale amounting to $5,704, 
of which Maj. P. F. Meade was in charge. 

I have here a list of tbe sales which these people have made 
for the Government, and I ask unanimous consent that I have 
permission at this point to insert this list of sales in the 
RECORD for the information of the House, also the letters from 
the War Department in relation to these sales. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The list referred to follows : 

Mr. ROBl!IR'.I.' Fox, 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE QUARTERMASTER GENERAL, 

Washington, January SO, 1923. 

ougb, and highly satisfactory, as shown by the prices secured; and that 
you always bad the interest of the Government at heart. 

Your acquaintance and personal contact with all the large horse and 
mule dealers in the East, your extensive mailing list, and your correct 
system of advertising always insured a large attendance at sales, spir
ited bidding and, consequently, brought good prices. 

Yours sincerely, 
C. L. SCOTT, 

Major, Qitat·termaster Gorps. 

Remount division--Sales for the remount division included horses, 
mules, harness, cmd wagons. 

Date. Place of sale. 

1918. 
Oct. 14 Camp Meade, Admiral, Md 
Nov. 5 Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 

N.J. 
Dec. 28 Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 

1919. 
Jan. 3 

9 

14 

21 

23 

28 
30 

Feb. 

10 

12 
14 

17 

17 

19 

21 
28 

Mar. 3 

10 
19 

28 
Apr. 23 

25 
28 

30 

May 2 
June 17 

19 

21 
Aug. 11 

14 
18 

Sept. 22 
Oct. 21 

27 

Dec. 

11 

1920. 
Jan. 5 
May 10 
JUT,J.e 28 
July 27 
Aug. 19 

Sept. 27 

Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 
N. J. 

Camp Green, Charlotte, 
N.C. 

Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 

N.J. 
Camp Jackson, Columbia, 

s. c. 
Camp Upton, Yaphank,. 

N.Y. 
Camp Jackson, Columbia, 

s. c. 
Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 

N.J. 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Camp Upton, Yaphank, 

N.Y. 
Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 

N.J. 
Camp Wadsworth, Spartan

burg, S. C. 
Camp Jackson, Columbia, 

s. c. 
Camp Lee, Petersburg, Va __ 
Camp Sevier, Greenville, 

s. c. 
Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 

N.J. 
Camp Wadsworth, Spar

tanburg, S. C. 
Camp Green, Charlotte, 

N.C. 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Camp Wadsworth, Spar

tanburg, S. C. 
ci~B. Jackson, Columbia, 

Camp Sevier, Greenville, 
s. c. 

Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Camp Jackson, Columbia, 

s. c. 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Oamp Lee, Petersburg, Va __ 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Camp Upton, Yaphank, 

N. Y. 
Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 

N.J. 
Camp Devens, Ayer, Mass __ 

_____ do _____________ ---------
C~~. Dix, Wrightstown, 

Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 

N. J. 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Camp Upton, Yaphank, 

N. Y. 
Camp Lee, Petersburg, Va __ 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Fort Meyer, Fort Meyer, 

Va. 
Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 

N.J. 
Front Royal, Front Royal, 

Va. 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 

Camp Lee, Petersburg, Va __ 
_____ do __________ --- __ -- -- _ - -
_____ uo ________ • _______ --- _ --
-- ___ do _______ ------------- __ _ 
Front Royal, Front Royal, 

Va. 
Camp Bragg, Fayetteville, 

N.C. 

Amount. Officer in charge. 

$7,294.50 Maj. P. F. Meade. 
11, 189. 50 Capt. J. D. Tw-nham. 

5, 704. 00 Maj. P. F. Meade. 

6,673.50 Capt. J. D. Turnham. 

339,493. ()() Capt. B. R. Whitt'.lorn. 

59, 369. 00 Maj. P. F. Meade. 
61, 667. 50 Capt. J. D. Turnham. 

13, 878. 66 Maj. J. R. Valentine. 

43, 116. 00 Capt. J. J. Byrne. 

103, 105. 50 Maj. J. R. Valentine. 

74, 806. 50 Capt. J. D. Turnham. 

120, 190. 00 Maj. P. F. Meade. 
95,093.50 Capt. J. J. Byrne. 

81, 600. 50 Capt. J. D. Turnham. 

164, 512. ()() Capt. P. J. Burdette. 

152, 448. 00 Maj. J. R. Valentine. 

215, 350. 00 Maj. E. G. Cullem. 
104, 260. 00 Capt. 0. L. Overmeyer. 

59, 237. ()() Capt. J. D. Turnham. 

122, 000. 00 Capt. P. J. Burdette. 

144, 918. 50 Capt. B. R. Whitthorn. 

90, 838. 00 Maj. P. F. Meade. 
67, 195. 00 Capt. P. J. Burdette. 

l95, 600. 00 Maj. J. R. Valentine. 

120, 524. 00 Capt. 0. L. Overmeyer. 

71, 205. 50 Maj. P. F. Meade. 
125, 180. 50 Lieut. Col. A. E. Wilbourn. 

49, 880. 50 Maj. P. F. Meade. 
98, 290. 00 Maj. E.G. Cullem. 

115,685. 50 Maj. P. F. Meade. 
96, 096. 00 Capt. J. J. Byrne. 

51, 626. 50 Capt. J. D. Turnham. 

104, 868. 50 Lieut. Col. C. W. Neal. 
13, 16-i. 50 Capt. Howard Farmer. 
12, 254. 00 Capt. J. D. Turnham. 

15, 860. 00 Lieut. E. Raschke. 
95, 306. 50 Capt. J . D. Turnham. 

26, 554. 50 Lieut. E. Raschke. 
133, 100. 00 Capt. J. J . Byrne. 

154, 318. 60 Lieut. Col. Robert Sterrett. 
35, 221. 25 Lieut. II. E. Ilagan. 
3, 129. 50 Maj. W. A. Gray. 

534. 50 Capt. J. D. Turnham. 

13, 502. 50 Maj. M. G. Richardson. 

4, 357. 50 Lieut. H. E. Hagan. 

45, 02-3. 50 Lieut. Col. Robert Sterrett. 
17, 095. 00 Do. 
53, 212. 00 Do. 
5, 047. 50 Do. 
7, 380. 50 Capt. L. A. Beard. 

4,205. 00 Maj. A. M. Reeves. 
213 Courtland Street, Baltimor·e, Jid. 

D»AR MR. Fox : I take pleasure in forwarding you this letter to bear ~~~. ~~ 
testimony of your excell~nt · work in the sale of over 40,000 surplus 

Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 

N.J. 

870. 00 Lieut. J. T. McKay. 
29, 052. 00 Capt. L. Martin. 

horses and mules for the United States Army. Your sales started in 1921. 
October, 1918, and have continued to practically the present date. I ~~· i~ 
was personally present at most of the larger sales and can, therefore, 
state from first-hand knowledge that your work was efficient, thor- I July 

Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 
C~~lJ. Jackson, Columbia, 

_____ do ______ -_. __ --_ -- ----- --

7, 227. 00 
30, 562. 50 

3, 521. 00 

Lieut. J. T. McKay. 
Capt. E. Raeder. 

Capt. J. W. Timmons, jr. 
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Remount division-SaleJ; fo1· the remount d4vision included hQrseB, 
mules, "harness, and wagons-Continued. 

Date.. . Place of sale. .A.mount. Officer in charge. 

I 1921. Capt. E. Berg Aug. 2 Camp Lee, P(\tersburg, Va __ $7,848. OQ 
8 c~~B. Jackson, Columbia, 6, 205. 50 Lieut. Col. S. Coleman. 

8 Raritan Arsenal, Metuchen, 2, 909. 00 Lieut. J. J. Breen. 
N . J. 

12 Camp Dix, 
N.J. 

Wrightstown. 11, 677. 00 Capt. J . P. Neu. 

22 C~1:18. Jackson, Columbia, 85, 562. 00 Lieut. Col. S. Coleman. 

26 Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 78, 478. 50 Lieut. J. T. McKay. I Sept. 15 
Ordnance Reserve Depot, 1, 719. 00 Capt. Stuart Cooper. 

Pig Point, Va. 
15 _____ do __________ -----_------- 1, 674. 50 (U.S. Navy.) 
16 Camp Lee, PetersburJJ Va.._ 2, 626. 00 Capt. E. Berg. 
26 Camp Eustis, Lee II , Va_ 1, 661. 00 Capt. J. L. Corbett. 
27 Walter Reed Hospital, Wash- 2, 327. 50 Capt. J. Van Ness Ingram. 

I ington, D. C. I Oct. 18 Army supply base, Norfolk, 2,576. 50 Capt. J. L. Slade. 
Va. 

1 
Nov. 17 Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 9,871. 50 Maj. Geo. Luberoff. 

21 Camp Jackson, Columbia, 23, 697. 00 Capt. John Fawcett. 
s. c. 

23 Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 23, 637. 50 Maj. Emil Engel 
N.J. 

1922. 
Mar. 6 Army supply base, Norfolk, 2, 781. 50 Capt. W. M. Pierce. 

Va. 
27 Camp Meade, Admiral. Md.. 14, 818. 00 Lieut. J. T. McKay. 

Sept. 29 Army supply base, Norfolk, l,4!.10. 00 Capt. W. M. Pierce. 
Va. 

WAR DlllPARTMENT, 

OFFICE OF THE QUARTERU.A.STER GENERAL OF THE ARMY, 

Washington, July 18, 19~. 
M. Fox & SoNs Co., 

US Courtland Street, Baltimore, Md. 
GENTLEMEN: .After close observation and personal contact extending 

over a period of more than one and one-half years in connection with 
your services as auctioneers at sales of surplus Government property 
I have no hesitation in stating that your work in that behalf has 
been capably and efficiently performed. 

The manner in which these sales have been conducted by you speak 
of a high degree of capacity and ability in this field, and the results 
attained, as evidenced by the prices realized' at these auction sales, 
have been uniformly favorable. 

Your dealings with the Government and the purchasing public have 
been honorable, fair, and impartial, and r unhesitatingly recommend 
you to anyone needing the services of a successful and high-class 
auctioneer. 

Truly yours, 
L. E. HANSON, 

Lieutenant Oolon,el, Quartermaster Corps, 
Chief, Surplus Prop~rfy Divisi-On. 

Surplus properly divilfion-SaZes /or the surplus property division tn· 
eluded a wide ra'ltge of contmodities, such as clothing, and equipage., 
textiles, subsistence, ~ather and harness, hardware, tools and ma
chinery, electrical equipment and supplies, metals, paints, tobacco, 
household amt office furniture, stationery and office supplies, water 
transportation, mo,tMial, ge'lteral supplies, etc. 

Date. Place of sale. Amount. Officer in charge_ 

1920. 
June 11 Quartermaster depot, Balti· $84, 290. 00 Maj. A.. D. Hughes. 

more, Md. 
27, 203.00 Lieut. Col. G. G. Bailey. 24 Army supply base, Norfolk, 

Va.. 
Dec. 2 Colgate Warehouses, Balti- 15, 246. 70 Maj. W. E. Murray. 

more, Md. 
1921. 

Jan. 19 Army supply base, Brook· 169,'177.14 Lieut. Col. J. R. Pourie. 
lyn,N. Y. 

Do. Feb. 23 _____ do ___ : _____ ------------- 264,392. 00 
Mar. 29 Colgate Warehouses, Balti- 29, 306. 50 Maj. J.P. Keeler. 

more, Md. 
117, 493. 12 Capt. Ed. Berg. June 28 Army supply base, Norfolk, 

Va. 
July 1 Army supf'.1y base, Kear- 88, 396. 77 Lieut. Col. J. W. Pourie. 

ney, N .. 
Maj. Chas. E. Jones. 28 Quartermaster depot, Phila- 33,029. 22 

delphia, Pa. 
Lieut. Col. J. R. :Pourie. Aug. 30 Army sup.fly base, Brook- 1, 266, 009. 88 

lyn, N .. 
' Sept. 6 Colgate Warehouses, Bal ti· 26, 424. 65 Capt. J. R. Den~. 

more, Md. 
13 Quartermaster depot, Wash· 15, 717. Z'l Col. H. C. Bonnycastle. 

ington., D. C. 
Capt. C. A. Kraus. 20 General reserve depot, Sche- 122, 225. 49 

neetady, N. Y. 
Ool. G. G. Bailey. Oct. 6 General reserve depot, New 141, 608. 08 

Cumberland, Pa. 
Ca.pt. T. R. Maul. 11 Quartermaster depot, Pitts- 65, 283. 50 

burgh, Pa. 
83,692. 89 Capt. J. L. Slade. 18 Army supply base, Norfolk, 

Va. 
31 Camp Lee, Petersburg, Va •• -

112, 806. 77 Capt. E. Berg._="-

Surplus property division-Continued. 

Date. 

1921. 
Dec. 15 

1922. 
Jan. 5 

17 

24 

Feb. 2 

Place of sale. 

Army supply base, Brook
lyn, N. Y. 

Colgate Warehouses, Balti· 
more, Md. 

General reserve depot, Sche
nectady, N. Y. 

General reserve depot, New 
Cumberland, Pa. 

Quartermaster depot, Pitts
burgh, Pa. 

Anny supply base, Norfolk, 
Va. 

8 Quarterma..,ter depot, Wash
ington, D. C. 

24 Colgate Warehouses, Balti
more, Md. 

Apr. 19 Army supply base, Norfolk, 
Va. 

25 Gener a 1 reserve depot, 
Schenectady, N. Y. 

28 Army supply base, Boston, 
- Mass. 

May 16 

June 27 

General reserve depot, New 
Cumberland, Pa. 

Army supply base, Norfolk, 
Va. 

July 7 Quartm·master depot, Wash
ingtolt D. C. 

Ci1cf. olabird, Baltimore, 27 

Aug. 3 General reserve depot, Co
lumbus, Ohio. 

9 Army supply base, Brook· 
lyn, N. Y. 

15 Army supply base, Norfolk, 
Va. 

18 
Sept. 6 

15 
19 

29 

Oct. 11 

Camp Meade, Admiral, Md. 
Army supply base, Port 

Newark, N. J. 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md. 
Quartermaster depot, Jeffer

sonville, Ind. 
Army supply base, Norfolk, 

Va. 
Carlstrom Field, Arcadia, 

Fla. 
24 Air intermediate depot, 

Montgomery, Ala. 
Nov. 2 

Z'f 
Dec. 8 

14 
1923. 

Jan. 30 

Mar. 6 

Army supply base, Norfolk, 
Va. 

_____ do ________ ._._._. ____ ·---
General reserve depot, New 

Cumberland, Pa. 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md. 

Army supply base, Norfolk, 
Va. 

Army supply base, Brook
lyn, N. Y. 

Apr. 5 Quartermaster depot, Wash· 
ington, D. C. 

General reserve depot, New 
Cumberland, Pa. 

19 

.A.mount. Officer in charge. 

$380, 046. 65 Lieut. Col. J. W. Pourie. 

104, 521. 45 Capt. J. H. Dent. 

267, 283. 18 Capt. C. A. Kraus. 

44, 067. 95 Ool. G. G. Bailey. 

161, 749. 60 Capt. T. R. Maul. 

104, 525. 36 Capt. L. S. Woods. 

50, 090. 13 Lieut. Col. C. O. Zollars. 

20, 887. 98 Ca;pt. J. H. Dent. 

89, 098. 30 Lieut. Col. J. R. Pourie. 

247, 810. 72 Capt. C. A. Kraus. 

323, 977. 06 Lieut. Col. Clyfl'ard fJa me. 

63, 668. 54 Lieut. J.B. Joseph. 

145, 078. 75 Capt. W. M. Pier~ 

114, 484. 04 Maj. C. B. Eckels. 

4, 664. 42 Capt. J. L. Shanley 

1, 574. 37 Lieut. E. R. Steven1 

1, 400, 386. 09 Col. F. W. Van Duyoa. 

31, 586. 81 Capt. W. M. Pierce. 

7, 520. 25 Capt. H. H. Reeves. 
46, 516. 66 Capt. W. E. Cashman. 

188,-871. 08 Capt. H. R. Reeves. 
200, 474. 43 Maj. Jos. D. McKeany. 

543, 745. 85 Capt. L. S. Woods. 

21, 558. 34 Capt. W. R. Maynard. 

7, 153. 21 Maj_ R. S. Brown. 

83, 093. 50 Capt. L. S. Woods. 

3, 174. 00 Do. 
143,584.27 Capt. T. J. Powell. 

6, 443. 88 Capt. H. H. Reeves. 

119, 677. 00 Capt. L. S. Woods. 

713, 465. 04 Maj. W. A. McCain. 

32, 460. 25 Col. H. C. Bonnycastle. 

840, 806. 88 Capt. T. J. Powell. 

WAR DlllPAltTMIDNT, 

OFFICm OF THm CHIEF OF AIR SERVICm, 

Washington, December 29, 1922. 

( 

To whom it ma11 concern: 
"A laborer is worthy o! his hire," and when his work is wen done 

he ought to be commended for it. It is in the attitude of employer 
the material disposal and .salvage section of the Army Air Service 
stands. 

M. Fox & Sons, auctioneers, during the past summer conducted a 
total of seven auction sales of Air Service surplus property, and the 
section has every desire to express th~ highest appreciation and thanks 
for the way in which these sales were conducted by its corps of most 
emcient and obliging assistants, who gave the Government valuable 
and conscientious service. 

It is, therefore, with much satisfaction the material disposal and 
salvage section of the Air Service recommend M. Fox & Sons, auc
tioneers, as being entirely reliable and efficient, and who will discharge 
with fidelity all sales intrusted to their care. 

HARRY GRAHAM, 

Lieutenant OoloneZ, Air Service, 
Ohief, Material Di.sposaZ and Salvage Section. 

Air Service-Sales for the Air Service included awpl.anes, airplane 
eng·ines, miscellaneou8 airplane spare parts. metals, veneer, a.viators' 
clothing, tools and machinery, hwrdware, cloth, chemicals, etc. 

Date. Place of sale. Amount. Officer in charge. 

1922. 
June 7 Air Service depot, Mor- $45,957. 79 Lieut. U. G. Jones. 

rison, Va. 
Capt. Paul J. Mathis. Aug. 24 Park Field, Milli.DgtoD, 17,437. 81 

,,_----- """-Tenn. ~ -· -
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Date. 

1922: 
Aug. 29 

Oct. 11 

24 

30 

Nov 14 

1923. 
Jan. 24 

Feb. 

May 

11 

June 22 

A.ir Service1 etc.-Continued: 

Place of sale. Amount. om.cer in charge. 

Souther Field, Americus, $109, 959. 10 Maj. L. S. Churchill. 
G.a. 

Carlstrom Field, Arcadia, 13, 640. 58 Capt. W. R. ?vfaynard. 
Fla.. 

Air Reserve depot, Mont- 25, 105. 02 Maj. R. S. Brown. 
gomery, Ala. 

Rich- 146, 074. 99 Lieut. A. W. Martlnstein. Air Reserve depot, 
mond, Va. 

Air Reserve depot, 
Island City, N. Y. 

Long 1~ 199. 7$ Capt. S. J. Idzorek. 

Wilbur Wright Field, Fair- 44, 013. 77 Maj. A. W. Robins. 
field, Ohio. 

Air Intermediate depot, 65, 644. 59 Maj. R. M. Jones. 
Middletown, Pa. 

KelJy Field, San Antonio, 23, 965. 36 Maj. F. D. Lackland. 
Tex. 

Rockwell Field, San Diego, 52, 218. 43 Maj. H. ll. A.mold. 
Calif. 

Air Intermediate depot, 33,493. 62 Capt. S. J. ldzoi:ek. 
Middletown, Pa 

WAR DEPARTJIU:NT, 

OE'Frcm OF THlil SURGEON GENlllRAL, 

Washi-ngton, FelJruury 15~ 1923. 
M. Fox & SoNS co., 

213 St.- Paul Place, Baltimore, Md. 
GlilNTLEMEN: Now that we are closing up the sales campaign on 

medical and hospital supplies, I take this occasion to express to you 
my appredation for the e:x:cellent results you have obtained in disposing 
of surplus medical material. 

Not only your own efforts but those of your- very efficient organiza,. 
tion have brought results which are completely satisfactory to all con
cerned in the disposal of these supplies. 

Please accept my best wishes for your continued success, and permit 
me in closi:ng to again express my deep appreciation for the successful 
manner in which you have conducted all sales for this office. 

~incerely yom·s, 
s. S. C:RIDIGHTON, 

Major, Medical Oorps, United States Army, 

Medical DepartmetTt -Sales- for the Medical Department included drugs, 
medicines, chemicals, hospital and sick-room s1tpplie1t am.i equipment, 
instruments . and appliances, clothing, etc. 

Date. 

19Zl. 
June 28 

July 28 

Oct 'r/ 

Dec. 9 

1922. 
Aug. 15 

Oct. 6 
11 

Oct. 27 

Nov. 16 

Dec. 5 

7 

1923. 
Feb. 1 

June 25 

I 
Place of sale. Amount. Offi.oor in charge. 

Army supply base, Norfolk, 
Va. 

$2, 202. 50 i Liout. C. G. Mannin~ 

Quartermaster depot, Phila- 11, 777. 31 Lieut. W. W. Tobin. 
delphia.. Pa. • 

Col. F. M. Hartsock. Army supply base, Brook- 58,817. 94 
lyn,N. Y. 

Quartermaster depot, Phila-
delpWa, Pa. 

35, 551. 74 Lieut. W. W. Tobin. 

Army supply base, Norfolk, 2, 700. 00 Lieut. C. G. Manning. 
Va. _____ do ____________________ 30,322. 70 Do. 

l 

Carlstrom Field, Arcadia, 2, 709. 50 Capt. W. R Maynard. 
Fla. 

Quartermaster-depot, Wash- 140, 396. 61 Maj. S. 8. Creighton. 
ington, D. C. 

41, 547. 27 Lieut. J. C. Schwieger. Quartermaster depot, Phlla-
delphia, Pa. 

Quartermaster depot, Wash- 54, 077. 65 Maj. S. 8. Creighton. 
ington, D. C. 

ll4, 382. 87 Capt. T .. G. Williams. General reserve depot, New 
Cumberland, Pa. 

Army supply base, Brook· 264, 630. 6Z Lieut. Col. Carroll D. Buck. 
lyn,N. Y. 

Quartermaster depot,.W ash-
ington, D. C. 

10, 587. 51 Maj. S. S. Creighton. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 

0Fll'ICE OF CAMP UTILITIES OFFICER, 

Camp A1waham E ·ustis, Va., April 7, 1920. 
From: Maj. W. R. Ricbn..rds, utilities otiicer, C::unp EJustis, Va. 
To : M. Fox & Sons Co., Baltimore, Md. 

Attention Mr. Robert Fox. 
Subject: Sales report. 

MY DEAR MR. Fox : I take great plea;sure in thanking you for the 
!Jigbly sueceS'SfUl manner in which our sale was conducted at this camp 
yesterday. As this was the first sale of tbis kind in this locality, the 
amount realized was in excess of what we expected, the sales totaling 
$8Hl26.50. 

The value of tbe equipment sold yesterday, in my estimation, was_.in 
the neighborhood of $70,000, so the difference realized on this sale was 

owing entirely· to yo.m: e~orts and the very successful manner in which 
the sale was ban.filed. 

Any recommendation which I may mnke in your behalf could not ex
tend to 'you my appreciation for your efforts in our J)ebalf. 

Allow me to again assure you of my highest appreciation to you and 
all your associates connected with you in the handling of this sale. 

Wishing you all the success possible, and I will be very glad if the 
occas1on arii;,es to have you handle anotller saJe for us, I remain, 

Yours- very truly, 
W. R. RICHARDS, 

Major, Quartermaster Gorps, Utilities Ot/ice1·: 

Sa"/Jvage divisio11r-Salvage material refers to articles 10orn out ana 
nat fit for repair or 1·econclitioning. The scope of commodities under 
this heading embraced clothmg and eq·uipage, leather and harness, 
machinery, scrap metals; office furnituriY and eqtiipment, etc. 

Date. Place af sale. ..A.mount. Officer in charge. 

1921. 
July 19 Camp Lee, Petersburg, Va .. $4, 718. 25 Capt. E. Berg. 
Sept. 16 ____ .do _____ ----------------- 17,47S.8Q Do. 

3(1 Camp Meade, Admiral, Md. 52, 59R 25 Lieut. W. J. Gainey. 
Dec. 19 ____ .do._------------------- 20, 963. 25 Lieut. J. T. McKay. 

1922. 
.Tan. 17 General reserve depot, New 11, 897.19 Lieut. J.B. Joseph. 

Cumberland, Pa. 
24 Quarternm.%er depot, Pitts• 1, 247. 61 Capt. T. R. Maul, 

burgh, J?a.. 
Mar. 16 Army supply base, Norfolk, 330, 79L 44 Cap_t. W. M. Pierce. 

Va. 
Lieut. Col. Clyffard Game/ .Apr. 29 Army supply base, Boston. 6, 460. 28 

MaBS:. 
1 -..!-.t!:./ May 22 Army supply base, Norfolk, 431, 857. 91 Capt. W. M. Pierce. :,. __ . 

26 
June 7 

Aug. 1 

18 
Sept. 6 

Oct. 6 

11 

Nov. 11 

2 

Dec. 14 
15 

1923. 
Jan. 30 

Feb. 20 
June 30 

Va .Jo 
Camp M~ade, Admira;l.1 Md. 38, 919. 38 Capt. L. E. Bowman. 
Air Service depot, Morrison, 1,198. 00 Lieut. U. G. Jones. 

Va. 
Army supply base, Norfolk, 61, 810. 25 ' Capt. H. E. Norton. 

Va. 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md. 17, 964. 32 Lieut. J. T. McKay. 
Army supply base, Port 6,462.'r/ Capt. W. E. Cashman. 

NewaTk, N: J. 
Army supply base, Norfolk, 112., 967. 00 Capt. L. S. W ooda 

Va. 
Carlstrom Field, Arcadia, 3, 004.10 Capt. W.R. Maynard. 

Fla. 
Ordnance depot, South Am- 5, 807. 50 Capt. Jos. S. Crane. 

boy,N.J. 
Army supply base, Norfolk, !l,8.90..50 Capt. L. S. Woods. 

Va. 
Camp Meade, Admiral, Md. 17, 784. 42 Lieut. G. B. Kidwell. 
Ordnance depot, South Am- 1,535: 00. Capt. Jos. S. Crane. 

boy, N. J. 

Army supply base, Norfolk, 8, 944. 50 Capt. L. S. Woods. 
Va. Fort Myer, .Va ______________ 10, 974. 2.4. Lieut. Chas. E. Ehle 

Army supplY. base, Nortolk, 5. 222. 03 . Capt. L. F. Pape. 
Va. 

SALVAGE Bo.Ano, WAR DIDPARTMENT, 

OFFICE OF TRl!I Cmw OF OnoN.A.NClll, 
Washington, Novem,l>er 11, 1920. 

M. Fox & SoNs Co., 
20-20 Eoutl• Paca. Street; Baltimore, Ma. 

-·· .. .. 

GENTLEMHN : It is the desire of the Ordnance Salvage Board to 
express its appreciation of the> efficient and . bustn.esslik~ manner in 
which you handled the- several auction sales which have been con
ducted for the disposition of surplus Ordnance property. 

There have b'een innumerable difficulties attendant upon the sales 
which have been given to you, and the manner- in which you have sur
mounted these difficulties and the efficient and courteous service which 
you have rendered.. the Ordnance Denartm.ent should be a 'S-Ouree of 
much satisfaction to you aS' it undoubtedly is to the Ordnance 
Departmen.t. 

The reports of the results of the auction sales whleh you have con
ducted show that you have se.cured prices which in the majority of 
cases greatly exceeded the expectations of the Salvage Board repre
sentatives. 

I wish also to thank you personally not only for tbe results which 
you have obta:in€d but for the- forbearance and courtesy which you 
have shown under trying conditions. 

You are to be especially commended for the catalogue which you 
prepared covering the auction sale at Aberdeen Proving Ground on 
November 11, 1920-. It was one of the best that I have ever seen. 

It is the hope of the Ordn.an.ce Salvage Board that we will be able 
to continue to make use of your services in the further disposition of 
surplus property. 

Yours very truly, 
DWIGHT K. SH..Ull.TLEFF, 

Major, Ordnance Department, United Sta,tes Army, 
Oha1rman Ordna.11ce Ealvaue Board • 

• 
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Ord·nance Dcpartment-Sales for the Ordnance Department inclttded 
tool.~ and mac1z1nenJ, elect1'ical sitppz.ies and equipnient, plumbing 
fi x tures and snpplies, office furniture, hardwa1·e, met<ils, eto. 

Date. Place of sale. 

1920 
May 28 Park Plant, Baltimore, Md __ 
Aug. 6 Aberdeen Proving Grounds, 

Aberdeen, Md. 
Nov. 11 ----_do ___ -------------------Dec. 17 _____ do _____________________ _ 

1922 
Sept. 25 _____ do ___ -------------------

Amount. Officer in charge. 

$158, 549. 72 Lieut. R. 0. Wilson. 
123, 288. 60 Col. H. W. Schull. 

46, 220. 19 Do. 
6, 255. 50 Do. 

52, 172. 50 Col. W. H. Tscbappat. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 

OFFICE OF THE DEPOT QU.ARTERMAS-TER, 

QUARTERMASTER INTERMEDIATE DEPOT, 

. Jeffersonville, Ind., April 29, 1921. 
From: Commanding officer. 
•ro : 1\1, Fox & Sons Co., 213 Courtland Street, Baltimore Md. 

Attention Mr. Robert Fox. 
Subject: Public sale of auto vehicles April 28, 1921. 

1. Tbe writer desires to express bis appreciation of the "mr,nner 
in which you handled tlle publlc sale of motor vehicles at this depot 
on April 28, 1921. The results obtained were extremely satisfactory, 
and the methods and means used by you in conducting this sale meet 
with the full approval of the undersigned. < ~ .. :/;.-i:i~"' 2.· The way in which you conducted the preliminary aITangements 

.. • 1• •· : - .! ;~:9-~. the sale, your activity, the actual selling, the closing thereof, the 
• •: .·; :."•' •nner in which you cooperated with the officers of this depot and 

::; .. ,~ ~·-;. • the interest displayed by you in conserving the interests of th; War 
"" Department call for most favorable comment. 

3. The writer desires to congratulate you upon your ability as an 
auetioneer. 

L. D. CABELL, 

Oommanding Officer. 
Jfotor Transport Di·dsion-Motor transport sales involved touring cars 

auto trucks, trailers, motor cycles, bicycles, anll tires. ' 

D ate. Place of sale. 

1919. 
Sept. 8 Ordnance Depot, South 

Amboyf N. J. 
18 Camp Ho abird, Baltimore, 

Md. 
25 _____ do---------·----------··-

Oct. 2 _____ do_·--------·-·-------·--
9 ___ __ do----------·--··--------16 _____ do __ __________ --- - ---- __ _ 

17 Camp Meado, Admiral,Md_ 
23 C~cf. Holabird, Baltimore, 

30 _____ do ____________ --·--------
31 Raritan Arsenal, Metuchen, 

N.J. 
Dec. 2 Camp Holabird, Baltimore, 

Md. 

1920. 

5 Edgewood Arsenal, 0Edge
wood, Md. 

Feb. Zl Ordnance depot, South Am
boy, N. J . 

Apr. 6 Camp Holabird, Baltimore, 
Md. 

16 Aberdeen Proving Grounds, 
Aberdeen, Md. 

May 7 Ordnance depot, South Am
boy, N. J. Aug. 2 _____ do .. ________________ ___ _ 

Nov. 12 Raritan Arsenal, Metuchen, 
N.J. 

Zl Ordnance depot, South Am· 
boy, N. J. 

1921. 
Jan. 18 General reserve depot, New 

Cumberland, Pa. 
Feb. 17 Camp Holabird, Baltimore, 

Md. . 
Apr. 7 Camp Jesup, Atlanta, Ga __ _ 

14 Camp Normoyle, San An
tonio, Tex. 

22 Camp Boyd, El Paso, Tex .. 
28 Quartermaster depot, Jef

fersonville, Ind. 
May 5 General reserve depot, Sche

nectady, N. Y. 
12 Ordnance depot, South Am

boy, N. J. 
June 15 Camp Lee, Petersburg, Va __ 

24 General reserve depot, New 
Cumberland, Pa. 

July 7 Army supply base, Port 
Newark, N. J. 

Amount. Officer in charge. 

$30, 755. 00 Maj. Jog. S. Crane. 

11, 941. 50 Maj. R. C. P. Evans. 

17, 543. 50 
26, 345. 00 
45, 245. 00 
58, 410.00 
31, 252. 50 

121, 415. 00 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Lieut. E. A. Stoll. 
Maj. R. C. P. Evans. 

64, 037. 50 Do. 
17, 530. 00 Capt. E. S. Miller. 

354, 647. 00 Maj. R. 0. P. Evans. 

920. 00 Lieut. Philip E. Iversen. 

12, 890. 00 Maj. Jos. S. Crane. 

34, 763. 00 Maj. R. 0. P. Evans. 

5, 010. 00 I.ieut. Col. J, A. Brook!, Jr. 
2, 982. 50 Maj. Jos. s. Crane. 

5, 225. 00 Do. 
5, 631. 00 Captain Zellers. 

4, 713. 50 Maj. Jos. S. Crane. 

7,055. 00 Capt. E. G. Courseu, Jr. 
375, 040. 00 Lieut. Col. George E. Ball. 

35, 589. 00 Lieut. Col. W. R. Kendrick. 
33,837. 00 Captain Ellis. 

26, 147. 00 Maj. R. Butler. 
71, 578. 00 Lieut. Col. L. D. Cabell. 

20, 004. 00 Capt. 0. A. Kraus. 

99, 574. 00 Maj. Jos. S. Crane. 

3, 999. 50 Capt. Il. S. Evans. 
12, 766. 30 Lieut. J. B. Joseph. 

9, 555.10 Capt. Wm. E. Cashman. 
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Motor T1·ansport Division-Motor transport sales involved to1tring cars, 
auto trucks, trailers, motor cycles, bWycles, and tires-C-0ntinued. 

Date. 

1921. 
July 8 

Place of sale. 

Ordnance depot, South Am
boy, N. J. 

12 Quartermaster depot, Jef· 
fersonville, Ind, 

19 Camp Lee, Petersburg, Va __ 
29 General reserve depot, New 

Cumberland, Pa. 
Aug. 1 Army supply base, Norfolk, 

Va. 
23 Camp Sherman, Chillicothe, 

Ohio. 
Oct. 21 Camp Meade, Admiral, Md_ 

24 General rPserve depot, New 
Cumberland, Pa. 

Nov. 3 

8 
Dec. 30 

1922. 
Feb. 24 

Mar. 21 

June 7 

July 15 

Aug. 1 

General reserve depot, Co
lumbus, Ohio. 

.Camp Jesup, Atlauta
1
.Ga __ _ 

Camp Eustis, Lee Hall, Va __ 

Camp Holabird, Baltimore, 
Md. 

Air reserve depot, Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

Air service depot, Morrison, 
Va. 

· Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 
N.J. 

Camp Holabird, Baltimore, 
Md . 

Ordnance depot, South Am
boy, N. J. 

3 General reserve depot, Co
lumbus, Ohio. 

Sept. 19 Quartermaster depot, Jef
fersonville, Ind. 

21 Air reserve depot, Middle
town, Pa. 

Nov. 10 

1923. 
Mar. 30 

Ordnance depot, South Am· 
boy, N.J. 

Columbus, ·Ohio •• _________ _ 

Amount. Officer in charge. 

8, 075. 80 Maj. Jos. S. Crane. 

76, 789. 00 Lieut. Col . L. D. Cabell. 

405. 00 Capt. E. Berg 
6, 696. 00 Lieut. J. B Joseph. 

6,550.00 Capt. W. E. Durst. 

6, 921. 50 Capt. M. 0. Boone. 

·6, 039. 50 Capt. 0. A. Schwartz-
waelder. 

60,000.00 Lieut. J.B. Joseph. 

60, 503. 50 Lieut. E. Hostetter . 

30, 988. 00 Lieut. Col. W. R. Kendrick 
9H. 00 Capt. J. L. Corbett. 

28, 415. 50 Lieut. Col. Geo. E. Ball. 

11, 120. 00 Maj. Robt. Coker. 

470. 00 Capt. J. L. Corbett. 

4, 183. 50 Lieut. J. H. Holder. 

37, 193. 60 Lieut. Col. Geo. E. Ball. 

3, 262. 75 Capt. Jos. S. Crane . 

28, 505. 00 Lieut. E. R. Stevens. 

182, 126. 00 Capt. H. H. Noyes. 

9, 220. 50 Capt. H . R. Springer. 

744. 50 Capt. Jos. S. Crane. 

17, 137. 50 Maj. H. M. 'l'rippe. 

2915 THIRTEENTH STREET NE., 
Wash·f.ligton, D. 0., Sept ember 3, 1920. 

Mr. ROBEnT Fox, 
Oare of M. F'oaJ <G Sons Go., 

20-26 South Paca Street, Baltimore, Mel. 
DEAR Mn. Fox: It •was my intention before leaving the Army to write 

you officially regarding the satisfactory manner in which your company 
handled the various auetion sales of surplus construction material 
for the Construction Division. 

In carrying out the agreement under which the sales were held, 
your company more than fulfilled the pro!I\,ises made to me ln regard 
to assistance and cooperation prior to the sale itself and the actual 
holding of the auction. · 

I feel that it is <lue you to have a statement -0f this nature, and I 
would add that should I personaliy have any similar material to dis
pose of it will give me great pleasure to have you handle the work, 
for I know that it would be well and satisfactorily done. 

Yours very truly, 

J. H. KLINCK, 

Formerly Major, Quartermaster 0-0rps, 
Officer in Charge Procw·ement Div·ision, 

Constructioii- Division of the Army. 

Constrttotion di1;ision-Sales for the construction dirision comprised 
buildings, contractors and builders' equipment and supvlies, pipe and 
pipe fittings, v alv es, tools and machinery, electrical sttpplies, plmnb
ing fi{l)tttres and supvl-tes, etc. 

Date. Place of sale. Amount. Officer in charge. 

1920. 
Apr. 6 Camp Eustis, Lee Hall, Va_ $75, 982. 35 Maj. W. R. Richards. 

8 Army supply base, Norfolk, 61, 734. 00 Maj. L. G. Thom. 
Va. 

9 Camp Alexander, Newport 6, 549. 00 Do. 
News, Va. 

June 30 Camp Dix, Wrightstown, 68, 019. 37 Capt. G. B . Burch. 
N.J. 

1921. 
Mar. 18 Fort McHenry, Baltimore, 1, Oi5. 00 Major Gray. 

Md. 
May 24 East Potomac Park, Wash- 1, 675. 00 Lieut. Col. H. L. Evans. 

ington, D. C. 
24 Washington Barracks, 666. 00 Capt. Nels J. Tborad. 

Washington, D. C. 
Dec. 30 Camp Eustis, Lee Hall, Va _ 500. 00 Capt. J. L . Corbett. 

' 
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Engineer Depa1-tment-Sales for the Engineer Department embraced 

tools an<l machinery, engineering instrumenf.8, supplies and equip
, rnent, railroad suppz.ies and equipment, iron and steel, eto. 

Date. Place of sale. .A.mount. Officer in charge . 

1922. 
Mar: 16 Army supply base, Norfolk, $6, 863. 71 Capt. H. C. Whitehurst. 

Va. 
Apr. 10 • __ •. do __________________ -- -- 4, 282. 91 Do. 

1923. 
Jan. 19 Fort Humphreys, Va _______ 50, 176. 43 Capt. L. D. Clay. 
Mer 30 Columbus, Ohio. __ --------- 84, 841. 53 'Mffj. H. M. Trippe. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The letter to which I referred· con
tains in it a statement which was made by Mr. Robert Fox, 
who is apparently the president of this corporation. The letter 
reads as ·follows : ' 

In view .of the statement made by Representative BEN JOHNSON, 

of Kentucky, on Ma;ch 22, on the ·fioor of the !louse, regarding com
mission paid us by the Government :li6r conducting auction sales, we 
have taken the privi1ege of malling you under separate cover a copy 
of our booklet, " !Satisfied," giving a resume Of our Government work 
from J:9l:8 to June, 1923. 

The statement made by 'Representative JOHNSON "that we did not 
pay for any advertising or any otber expenses incident to the saJ-es," 
is absolutely incorrect and very ml.Sleading to the public. "Foi· your 
information we inclose he:rewith newspaper cutting of our Mr. Roberb 
Fox's statement given to the press, which is cor1•ect. 

Our books and records are open to inspection by any United States 
Government authorized authority and we would welcome any investi
gation. 

Respectfully yours, M . Fox & SoNs Co. 
ny MORTON 'M:. Fox. 

Now, the newspaper statement whlch is a part of that is 
very brief. I want to $.UY that in making this statement I 
have not the faintest implication or faintest idea that the 
statements made by the gentleman f1·om Kentucky are 'inten
tionally incorrect or that he had the slightest intention of 
making incorrect statements. I do not 'know whether they are 
incorrect or not. but 1I am presenting this information for tbe 
consideration of the committee. 

The statement referred to .appeared in the Baltimore Sun 
on March 23, 1924, and is as follows : 

ll1IGURES MIS"LEADING .A.SSilR'rs "RCTBERT FOX. 

Robert Fox, president of M. Fox & Sons Co., Maryland Casualty 
~uildJng, yesterday declaved that the stateme11ts of Representative 
JOHNSON were inaccm:ate a:nd misleading. In a statement issued just 
before he left for Charleston, S. C., where be is to conduct ~ sale 
of surplus Gov.ernment goods, Mr. Fox said : 

" Our company bas been for years one of the official auctioneers 
for various departments nf tbe Government; in fact, it was the 
first auctioneer to represent the War .Depairtmerrt. Since Octob'er, 
1918, its activities were devoted almost exclusively in the .service 
of the Government. 

" Except in a few special instances, where a fixed amount is 
paid for our se1.wices on a per diem basis, we are not paid for 
·so many working (lays, but receive a commission based on the 
amount -realized by us :for the me1:chandise sold. 

CITES EXPENSES E:-1'.l'AlLED. 

.. l!"'rom these commissions which we have received we furnish 
and prepare at our own expense large quantities of advertising 
matter, such ·as catalogues and newspaper ads. In some in
stances it has lJeen advis::i\Jle to make announcements and give 
details of sale in as many as 50 publications throughout the
oountry. In addition we furnish our own personnel for the 
preparation of each sale, which includes a careful cla9Sification 
rund app:raisal of values of the merchandise ,offered. Necessarily, 
we must employ a cons:ideral.lle anq efficient fol.'ce of hign·elass 
men to accomp:flsb good results for the beneiit of the Government. 
We defray our own expenses for hotel accommodation.s, 'travel, 
an<l incidentals in connecticm with the sales whieh we have 
conducted in all parts of the country, Often :necessitating the 
shifting of personnel from Atlantic to Pacific coast. 

".As to making public the amount of money received by this 
company as its commissions for conduoti.ng these sales on be
balf of 1J.be Go-vern.ment, I "J:egret that I can not do s:o except with 
the cons.ent of the Government, as I believe our relations with 
it .are of .a somewhat confidential nature. 

"However, I can make this definite sta'.l:ement: 'In ·our largest 
busin~sa during a:ny one yea1· with the Go-vernmcnt tbe total 
gross .commissions for -the ·entire year dicl not aggregate tbe 
amount refencd to in tbe stated 118 working days.'" 

.The CHA..IRM.A.N. The time of the gentleman from '.:.\Iary
land has expired. 

Mr. HILL of Mtl.ryland. I ask unanimous consent 'to pro
ceed for ·two minutes more, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. DOWFT...L. I ask that it be made fi:ve minutes, :\fr. 
Chairman, because I want to ask a question. 

The CHA'IR'.MAJ.~. Is there objection·? [After a pause.] 
Tbe Ohair hears none. 

Mr. RILL of M"aryland. Now, just one word, gentlemen, and 
then I shall be glad to yield for questions. I wish again to 
point out tlmt this company has been serving the War Depart
ment since October, 1918 ; that their activities are listed in the 
list which I have filed, and that they have conducted one sale. 
at Camp Holubi!rd, with as many as 5,000 people present as 
possible bidders, and have conducted variO'US other sales 
throughout the country. I now yield to the gentlemm from 
Iowa. 

Mr. DOWELL. Has the gentleman obtained from the War 
Department the amount paid to this :firm "for these services'? 

Mr. HILL oi Mar~land. I will say to my colleague--· 
Mr. DOWELL. I notice that he does not give that, and says 

it .is a prrrrnte affair. I would like to know if the gentleman 
has examined the War Department accounts to ascertain what 
this firm has drawn far its services during the time it has 
served as auctioneer? 

1\fr. RILL of Maryland. The gentleman is in error. I did 
not say this was a "private affair." I will repeat to the gen
tleman what I said a few minntes ago to the committ-ee. I said 
that I have absolutely no knowledge of this matter at all except 
as eontained in the information which I have jl'lSt -received 
from the auctioneers. I · ow nothing about it otherwist'-. I 
now yield to the .gentleman from Massachusetts. 

l\lr. HOGERS of . lassachusetts. I simply want to say in 
reference to tbe question of the gentleman fr{)m Iowa that this 
particular concem is one of those which the gentleman from 
Kentucky discussed on Satnr<lay, and t'h.e statement is made in 
the RECORD that M. Fox & Sons, of Baltimore, were employed 
on 118 different days and received a total ·recompense of two 
hnnar·ed and thirty-odd thousand dollars. 

Mr. DOWELL. I think tlle gentleoan will conce'de that hiS 
constituent was receiving at least a fair compensation for tbe 
services that he rendered. 

:\Ir. HILL of Mal'yland. I will say to the gent1eman that 
I am not at all sure that any of these auctioneers ·ar·e my con
stituents. They happen to come from Ba!ltimore, but I do not 
know that they are my constituents, and I rather resent the 
gentleman's suggestion that I am interested in tbis merely !be
cause they are possible constituents of <mine. They aTe not, 
but they are entitled to a fair hearing. I do not know anythin"" 
about them except theh· general excellent :reputation. I know 
this House wants the facts, and I know the gentleman from 
Kentucky [~Ir. JOHNSON] wants the facts, and I am trying to 
help you get them. I yield to the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts. 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Is it possible to ascertain 
by merely glancing at the figures whether the compensatitln 
\Vas excessive or inadequate? Are there not S(') many other 
factors that enter into that ascertainment that .i-t is perfectly 
hopeless and useless simply to set forth some figures without 
explanation? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the ·gentleman from 
Massachusetts I entirely agree with his suggestion eontained 
in his question. The Military .Affairs Committee, i:n the early 
days of the -Sixty-seventh Congress was greatly eoneerned 
about the prompt disposal of excess war material, and it is 
a very Mg task to P.roperly dispose of such war material and 
to get proper returns. Here is a letter from the quarter 
master at -Camp Holabird on Februar_y 25, 1921, to the M 
Fox & Sons Co., stating, "The fact that the sa1e realized 
almost $150,000 more than we expected 6r hoped for is su"fficient 
evidence of your ability as a:uetioneers. To you belongs the lion's 
share 'Of praise for our success:" 

:M:r. BLANTON. Wfll the gentleman yie'ld! 
l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. I yield to i:he gentleman frCtm 

Tex-as. 
9..'he CHAilll\1AN. The time of the gentleman f ··om l\:fary 

land has expired. 
Mr. BL.A.!.~TON. I ask •that the ·gentleman have two min 

utes more, ~Ir. Chairman. 
The CHAfR.1\IA...~. The gentleman from Texas asks that 

tlle time of the gentleman from 1\Iaryland 1be e:xitended two 
additi0nal .min.-utes. Is there objection? .[After a ipa-nse.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLANTON. Does the geJ.lltlemnin think tllat it is a 
sufficient answer to the facts that our colleague from Ken 
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tucky put in the RECORD tlle other day for Secretary of War 
Weeks to merely state that some of the auctioneers received 
merely one-fourth of 1 per cent, when one!fourth of 1 per cent 
on enough property that could be sold under the hammer in a 
few hours could amount to several hundred thousand uollars. 
It is a question of what a man is earning per day in this 
auctioneering business that my colleague from Kentucky was 
discussing, and I am suTe there is not a man in this House 
who will get up here and defend those auctioneers who have 
been profiteering on this Government. 

l\1r. HILL of Maryland. I am perfectly frank to say to the 
gentleman from Texas that if that is the only statement that 
the Secretary of War has made, it is not sufficient, but that 
it is not the only statement that has been made. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. That is all that has appeared in the news
papers. I have watched them carefully and that is all I 
have seen from Secretary of War Weeks in the press. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I want to sa~1 to the gentleman that 
I agree with him that one-fourth of 1 per cent commission on 
some of the huge amounts of money that have been expended 
from 1918 to <late in the sale of various surplus 'var materials 
might be too much, but, in all fairness, and I know the gentle
man from Texas and the gentleman from Kentucky are seeking 
a fair disposition and a nonpartisan consideration of tlle ques
tion, and I am approaching it from that standpoint--

Mr. BLANTON. Would the g·entleman mind yielding for 
just one other question? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. In one moment. In all fairness, I 
desire to call attention to two facts: First, that the employ
ment of these auctioneers started in 1918 under the Democratic 
Secretary of War and hns eontiuued ever siuce; that the em
ployment of these auctioneers started under See1·etary Baker 
and has continued siuce. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for 011e further 
question? 

Mr. HILL of l\farylaud. I yield to tue gentleman from 
Texas. 

Mr. IlLAN'l'ON. Tl1e press stated-I do not knO\Y with what 
authority-that the "\Var Department ltad selected our col
league, the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WAINWRIGHT] to answer our friend from Kentuck;r. The gen
tleman has spoken, but he did not answel' him to my satisfac
tion. I wonder if the gentleman is speaking for tlle War 
Department, officially? 

l\Ir. HILL of :Maryland. I regret that my colleague from 
Texas, who is always so alert, did not heal' the preliminary 
remark I made to my statement. I said I ha<l utterly an<l 
absolutely no personal knowlellge of this matter iu any pos
sible way; but that as a supplement to the Ye ry clear and ahle 
statement made by the former Assistaut Secl'etar.r of 'Var, our 
colleague from New York [Mr. ,V,nNw1uoHT], and knowing 
that the gentleman from Kentucky also wantefl to ha,·e all the 
facts that were available. I took the liberty of furnishing to 
the committee a communication which I ltad thif'I mornin~ 
received from Mr. Fox, the auctioneer. TheRe matters are fur
nished for the information of the committee. 

~fr. DOWELL. Becau~e n srstem started in 1918 a1)pears to 
llave been extravagant. is that any reasou wll~· it should be 
continued now? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I do not tbink any system which 
is of itself improper, if it is improper. started under a Demo
cratic administration should continue. 

Mr. BLANTON. But it ought to sto11. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary

land has again expired. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. ::\fr. Chairman. I had with me 

on last Saturday when I addreRsE'd the House a u~t of sale~ fur
nished me by the director of ~!'Iles. I have just :;::ent over to my 
office for the list and I now have it in my hand. It is here, and 
sul>ject to the inspection of any gentleman in this House; a nil 
if anybody will come and examine the list Rncl find that my 
statement does not agree with every figure that the director of 
sales bas made on these sheets I will stand right here and eat 
and swallow all of thi::i paper. [Laughter and applause.] This 
serious matter is all too true. Let me read ;vou the part of the 
hearings which you will find on page lSl in the testimony of 
the director of sales: 

The commisRions will average about between 1 and 2 per cent for all 
auctions. 

Mr. ANTHONY. What i >< the highest amount you ever paid an auc
tioneer at any sale that yon have bad? 

l\Iajor HARTMAN. The maximum tor commodity sales is $8,183.91 for 
selling $2,123,563.13 worth of material. 

Mr. ANTHONY. For a day·s work? 

Major HARTMAN. $8,183 .91 altogether. It averages less than · 1 per 
cent for a $2,000,000 sale. 

Mr . .TorrxSoN. A thousand dollars a day would pay him fairly well?, 
Major HART~fAN. Yes, .sir; but out of that he must pay for nt least 

five employees that we require him to have, print the catalogues, and 
do a certain amount of paid local advertising, arranging and tagging 
the samples, antl lisling the samples, and rendering the abstract of 
sale. · 

Mr . .ANTHONY. Why would it not be better for you to print the cata
logues and take charge of the sale, and just hire a man to cry it? 

Major H.An'l'~IAN. In the first place, we have not the personnel to 
carry o.n that kind of work. It is true, we take it out of tho vroceeds of 
sale when they come due, I.mt we can not be sure that a sale is going to 
actually come off. 

That is the statement of the director of sales himself about 
hiring five employees to help do the work; and if catalogues 
are required to be printed, the cost is taken out of the amount 
of sales. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WAINWRIGHT] 
spoke of the auctioneer having 75 men to help him conduct a 
sale. But the director of sales himself knocks off 70 of these 
men ancl says there are only 5. Is the statement true that 
$8,183.91 is the biggest one day's sale? At the metropolis of 
my own State, within 40 miles of where I live, according tu 
the statemeuts contained in the War Department's statement, 
nearly $25,000 was paid for one day's sale. 

Mr. HOWARD of Nebraska rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield 

to the gentleman from Nebraska? 
Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. I do not desire the gentleman 

to yield, Mr. Chairman. I want him to go on and tell the 
hideous story to the ears of the country. I rise to suggest 
that there are not as many here now as there ought to be
not . enough to trnnsact business. I do not want to raise the 
point of no quorum, if I can help it. I think the Chair ought 
to raise it himself. [Laughter.] 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky \vill iwo 
ceed. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. The concern to which I just 
referred at Louisville, K.r., was the Louisville Real Estate & 
DeyeJopmeut Co. The director of sales gave it to me in writing 
that for that ~ale of oue day. they paid $24,194.80. Therefore 
~8,183.91 is not the largest fee paid for one day. 

~Ir. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r .. JOH~SON of Kentucky. Yes. 
Mr. WAINWRIGH'l'. Has the gentleman the :figures of the 

amount that was prouuced by that sale? 
~fr .. TOHNRON of Kentucky. I can find it if I be giYen the 

same time tl1at other gentlemen have had. 
~fr. WAINWRIGHT. May I say that I propose to explain 

each item the gentleman has referred to, and therefore I will 
not press m.~· que~tion. 

ilk .JOHKSON of Kentucky. If I cnn get the time I will 
find what each sitle amounted to. 

1\Ir. BEGG. Will tbe gentleman yield? 
l\Ir . .TOH~SON of Kentucky. Yes. 
Mr. BEGG. I am curious to know whether the auctioneers 

paid for this kinfl of advertising. This is one of the advertise
ments or catalogues about which they have ·spoken. Did the 
auctioneer pay for it or the Government pay for it? 

l\lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I never saw an advertisement 
of the kinrl the gentleman has in his hand until he exhibited 
it here. 

Mr. REGO. This is the Simonton ordnance plan.t. If the 
auction~e1· is compelled to furnish advertising like this and put 
it out, that is oue thing. 

Tbe CHAilB1AN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
has e:i..--pired. 

Mr. BEGG. l\1r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
. gentleman from Kentucky be allowed to proceed for 10 minutes. 

The OHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the geutleman from Kentucky be allowed to proceed 
for 10 minutes. Is there objection'? 

There was no objection. 
1\fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It seems that the gentleman 

from Ohio failed to hear what I just read from the hearing as 
coming from the director of sales in answer to a question put 
by the gentleman from Kaui;;as [Mr. ANTHONY]. Mr. ANTHONY 
asked Major Hartman, the director of sales, "Why would it 
not he bettee for ;mu to print the catalogues and take charge 
of the sale. ·and ju~t hire a man to cry it?" Major Hartman 
replied, "In the tirst place, we have not the personnel to carry 
ou that kind of work. It is tru.e we tal-ve it out of the proceeds 
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of sale when they come due, but we can not be sure that a sale 
is actually to come off." 

If they take it out of the proceeds of the sale, is it not being 
paid for by the Government of the United States? 

l\fr. BEGG. That is the question I am interested in, and I 
could not quite get it from the testimony that the gentleman 
read. Whether it comes out of the amount due the auctioneer 
or is paid by the Government is an important thing. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield to me in order that I may answer the gentleman? 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
l\fr. WAINWRIGHT. All of these catalogues came out of 

the auctioneer. 
Mr. BEGG. If the gentleman .from New York is correct and 

this advertising comes out of the auctioneer, it is entirely pos
sible that a fee of $40,000 is not an unreasonable fee. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But the director of sales says 
that it comes out of the proceeds of the sale, and the proceeds 
of the sale belong to the United States Government. 

Mr. BEGG. And the ex-Assistant Secretary of War says 
flatly, without any qualification, that it comes out of the amount 
paid to the auctioneer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But the ex-Assistant Secretary 
of War, Mr. Wainwright, only a few minutes ago, frankly dis
claimed any intimate knowledge with these affairs. The 
Director of Sales himself, who has that intimate information, 
says that the cosf of advertising comes out of the proceeds of 
sale; and, to repeat, the proceeds of sale belong to the United 
States Government. 

Mr. BEGG. I grant that coming out of the proceeds of sale 
1s all right, but so does the amount paid to the auctioneer come 
out of the proceeds of sale: 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. And consequently the United 
States pays both the auctioneer and the cost of printing. 

Mr. BEGG. Do they lose the auctioneer's fee plus this 
catalogue, or only the auctioneer's fee, and the auctioneer gets 
this much less? 

l\Ir. .JOHNSON of Kentucky. It is made quite clear, I 
think, that the United States Government pays the auctioneer, 
and then reimburses the auctioneer, out of the proceeds of 
sale, for the cost of such advertising as t4_e auctioneer may 
expend. 

Mr. BEGG. If thM is true, that is an entirely different 
understanding than I have. 

Mr. STENGLE. Is it not a matter of record somewhere so 
that we can get the exact facts with regard to this? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. If the gentleman will yield, :F,>erhaps 
this will throw a little light on that. l\Iajor Hartman says in 
the pearings, in reply to a question from l\fr. JOHNSON of 
Kentucky: 

Yes, but out of that he must pay for at least five employees Nrnt we 
require him to have, the printing of the catalogues, and do a certain 
amount of paid local advertising, arranging and tagging the samples, 
listing the samples, and rendering an abstract of sale. 

l\fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. And then, at that point I 
asked him if he made an abstract of title or an abstract of 
sale. He said that he made an abstract of sale. What is an 
abstract of sale? An abstract of title is a difficult thing to get, 
and it costs money; but an abstract of sale is just a plain, 
simple, written report of what things were sold and the price 
paid for them. 

l\Ir. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
:Mr. MURPHY. Has the gentleman any information with 

reference to what retail dealers or even wholesale dealers who 
find themselves clogged with merehandise pay to experts to 
clean that merchandise up-sales managers who come in and 
take charge of stock that is more or less dead and move it? 
Has the gentleman any figures as to what merchants pay for 
that f::ort of service? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Of course, I have not. 
Mr. MURPHY. May I enlighten the gentleman? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Not in my time. The gentle

man can get time for his own remarks. 
Mr. MURPHY. Right here I would like to make the state

ment. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Does the gentleman know that 

he is taking much of my time? 
Mr. l\IURPHY. I shall try to get the gentleman five more 

minutes. I have some knowledge of those things and I say 
to the gentleman that the fees run anywhere from 5 to 15 per 
cent. 
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llr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. On a $2,500,000 sale, conducted 
on one day? . 

Mr. MURPHY. It is just this way: A man that is clogged 
up with unsalable merchandise is willing to pay anyone that 
is able to move it a fee that is reasonable at any time. 

l\lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. But that man is broke while 
the United States is solvent. 

Mr. MURPHY. The Unite<'! States had millions and millions 
of dolla·rs' worth of merchandise that it did not know how to 
get rid of. They did not have the sales experts. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. And they chose to give H 
away rather than sell it? 

Mr. MURPHY. They <li<l not give it away any more than 
this House, with four hundred and some odd Members, by a 
great big majority the other day gave away the rights of the 
people down there at Muscle Shoals. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Oh, the gentleman is surely 
not going to make a Muscle Shoals speech in my time, is he? 

l\Ir. l\IURPHY. Very well. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. l\Ir. Chairman, getting back to 

the statement made by the director of sales, that the biggest 
one · day's sale was approximately $8,()()(), I have just told you 
of one sale amounting to nearly $25,000 a day. The same 
source of information, the director of sales, recites that 
Smith & .Jaffe, of 68 West Forty-fifth Street, New York City, 
were paid $28,122.28 for making a sale on the 16th day of 
August, 1921. That is more than three times $8,600. Again, 
that auctioneer was paid $45,467.52 for crying a one-day sale 
on December 7, 1922. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. WAINWRIGHT] has spoken 
of the per cent that was paid during the Democratic administra
tion and· the per cent that was paid during the Republican ad
ministration. I wish tbe gentleman to bear in mind that I 
have not injected politics into this discussion. It is a calamity 
to both Democrats and Republicans that so much money has 
been thrown away to the winds by being paid unnecessarily to 
auctioneers, but since the gentleman himself has injected poli
tics, let me say this to him : That the sales made under a 
Democratic administration were small ones. As small a fee as 
$2.50 was paid for a sale. . 

Several small auctioneers' fees ranging from $5 to $10 were 
paid under the Democratic administration, but the director of 
sales fails to giye any of those under a Republican administra
tion. Those made under the Democratic administration were in 
1919 nnd not in 1918, as the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
HILL] says. There were only three sales made by the Demo
crats, each of which amounted to as much as a half million dol
lars. I am speaking now from memory, but I shall not make a 
big mistake even in the figures. Under the Republican adminis
tration there were, if I recollect correctly, 12 sales of more than 
a half million dollars. There were about 14 sales of more than 
a million and a half dollars and less than two millions, and 
there were sales, I think, of more than two and a half millions 
each. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. If the gentleman will give way, did 
not the gentleman himself make that comparison between the 
two administrations in his remarks? I did not do it except 
in a very inoffensive way, simply following up the allusion 
which the gentleman himself had made. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes; but I did it in a non
ptrrtisan way. I did not undertake to make a pe1·centage on 
small sales and compaxe that with a rate on big sales for the 
purpose of making an invidious or -partisan comparison. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. If the gentleman will yield just a 
minute. All I said was that the figures of percentage of auc
tioneer fees on gross rates up to March 4, 1921, averaged 2.55, 
and since 1.48. 

l\Ir. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes; but those fees, if cor
rect, were on the sale of a truck now and then, or on an old 
automobile now and then, or on some piece of worn-out prop
erty that brought but little. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again 
expired. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I ask that the gentleman may 
have 10 additional minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It has been stated, and cor
rectly so, that the larger the sale, the less became the rate 
of per cent payment. Why could not an arrangement have 
been made by which there should be a maximum daily com
pensation? 

The prudent business man, to whom reference has been made, 
beyond question would have done that. _ For these sales a per_: 
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centage has been paid when the man representing the Govern
ment sees in advance that a daily compensation o'f $25,000, 
$3G,OOO, or ·$40,000 a day ·would be paid. 'Except 1for ·a willing
ness to indulge in wasteful extrayaganee, such ·an arrange
ment would not have been made. 

Now, another thing that appeared a moment ago through a 
question put by the gentleman from New York in referring 
to the papers in which the advertisements were put. I have 
not sought to inject politics into this m:atter at all. But in 
reply I will say that at Louisville, the metro_polis of my State, 
there were at the time these sales were being advertised four 
daily papers-The Courier-Journal, The Evening Times, The 
·Evening ·post, and the Louisville Herald. The Post, the Times, 
and the Courier-Journal each one separately at that time had 
more circulation than did the Herald, then a Republican paper. 
Not one of the Democratic ·papers received a line or a penny 
for advertisement. Everything ·paid for in the way of adver
tising ·in Louisville was "Paid to the Louisville Herald, then a 
Republican paper. 

·l\Ir. WAINWRIGHT. If the gentleman will give way, may 
I state to the gen.tlemun that neither I, as an Assistant Secre
tary of War, nor the Secretary of War had the slightest knowl
edge of where these advertisements were placed. They were 
placed by Army oilicers, who, I hope, know no politics and had 
no jnterest in the matter except to secure the best advertising 
medium. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Gentlemen, that is the most 
deplorable statement I ever heard made on this floor-that 
those in authority know nothing about this subject. 

'Mr. WATKINS. Especially for advertising costing nearly 
lialf a :million dollars. 

l\Ir. J'OHNSON of Kentucky. Those who placed the adver
tisement got approximately ,$57,000. 'They received for doing 
that 8 per cent, 9 per cent, and 10 per cent, and the amount of 
advertisement, placed at a conservative figure, would be a half 
million dollars, and we are now told that nobody in authority in 
the Department of War knows ·one God's blessed thing about it. 

'l\Ir. OLIVER of New York. The gentleman from New York 
snid he hoped these Army officers did not know anything about 
volitics. He did not say they did not. 

Mr. W AI~~RIGHT. I say from my knowledge Army ofil
cers do not know anything about politics and do· not practice 
politics. 

1\Ir. JOHNSON of ·Kentucky. Will the gentleman please tell 
me whether tlte director of sales who appeared before the 
~ommittee was an Army officer or not? 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Maj. Charles D. Hartman graduated 
at \Vest Point, 'is either an Engineer or a Coast Artillery ofilcer, 
as I recall, and was assigned 'against his will to this job. It is 
one of the most thankless jobs that can be .given to an A1~my 1 officer. _ 

l\lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. It was not a thankless job to 
the people who got the results of it. I really did not know, 
and I asked the gentleman in the utmost good faith whether 
this man was an Army officer or whether he was one who came 
in during or since the war. I have no knowledge whatever 
of him .. 

Mr. HILI., of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I will. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. In fairness-I know the attitl:tQe 

in which the gentleman has .approached this attitude, entirely 
nonpartisan, and so is mine-I want to ask the gentleman if 
his observations apply to the sales made through these various 
auctioneers in 1918 and 1919? 

l\fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. There were .none made in 1918. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman there 

were a number o:f sales made at Camp l\leade and numerous 
.other places. 
. Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. If that be true then my in
formation is incorrect, but the director of sales made no 'l'eport 

,..of sales prior to 1919. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. In 1918 and 1919. I wanted to 

make it clear. I undemtand the .genUeman•s obseJJvation:s to 
apply equally to sales made in 1918 .and 1919 and any ·subse
guent sales. 
. l\lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Before answering, may I ask 
the gentlernan whether the salne man who fbred these auctioneer 
fees in 1919 and 1920 i-s the man who now fixes them? 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman that I 
repeat my statement rtllat I know absolutely nothing about the 
War Department end of fixing these arrangements; but l will 
say to the gentleman that I tlo know that, as reporte·d in the 
statement whiich I 'made to the committee, the sales were mnue 
in appa.rently the same way in 1918 awl in 1919; and I simply 

wantel:l to give the gentleman the opportunity tQ repeat his 
statement, that he regarded. the 1918 and 1919 sales no differ
ently 'from the later ones. 

Mr. JOHNEWN of Kentucky. I can say 'this with the utmost 
frankness, that whoever-under whatever administration it 
may have happened I eare not-employed auctioneers at thou
sands and thousands of dollars a day did a great wrong to the 
American people, and I do not care a continental whether he 
was a Democrat or a Republican. [Applause.] 

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
Mr. DOWELL. And is it ndt also true that this has been 

going on ever since the sale of this surplus ·property began, 
and on down to the present? 

Mr. 'JOHNSON of K'.entucky. My information is that since 
1919 it has come down to the present; and even since this 
statement was given me by the director of sales, I have 
ascertained that an additional sum of between $3,000 and 
$4,000 has been paid to the firm of Fox, of Baltimore. 

Mr. BLANTON. l\lr. Obairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. No matter when it began, this is the time 

to stop it. It . is not a question of when it began. It is a 
question of when 1t will stop. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the gentle
man yield? 

l\.lr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I yield to t1ie gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have listened •with interest 
and considerable shock to the statement made by the gentle
man 'from Kentucky. I believe th~ gentleman's statement to 
be entirely true. It is in some respects the most despicable ()f 
all the robberies of the Treasury -that have been perpetrated, 
and I think the gentleman from Kentucky has rendered a 
great public service by what he has done. 

This is not a question of politics, as I look at it, at -all. As 
the.gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] said, 1t is utterly im
material when it began. The question is, Who are the guilty 
'Persons; ·and are we going ·to stop it now? Those are the im
portant questions. As I read in the speeches the other day, there 
:was one auctioneer who, in a vel.iy short time, received as an 
auctioneer more than all the nine .Tustices of the Supreme Court 
of the United States had -received in -salaries in three years. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Without referring to the RECORD, 
if my memDTy is correct, that statement is correct, and that man 
Fox over in Baltimore, in less than a third of a year, Tecelved 
mo1·e than the President receives in three years. 

Mr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield'? 
Mr. JOHNSON of .Kentucky. Yes. · 
Mr. BOYLAN. Does not the gentleman think that 1ls a very 

good argument why we should compensate our ofilcials better? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Does the gentleman refer to .the 

auctioneers or to the President? [Laughter.] 
Mr. BOYLAN. To have a Justice of the Supreme Court of 

the United States and a Cabinet <Yfficer trying to get along in the 
city of Was~gton on $12,000 a year. Does not the gentleman 
think that fact keeps men who are capable o'f holding office 
from serving? 

l\fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I think so. 
Mr. BOYLAN. You can not hire an auctioneer at so much 

per day, as you would hire a b1·tcklayer or a baker or a butcher 
or a candlestick maker. 

J.\1r. JOHNSON of .Kentucky. Upon what meat doth the 
auctioneer feed that is denied J:he bricklayer, the President, 
the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, or the Cabinet ofilcer? 

Mr. BOYLAN. I would do justice to ·the auctioneer too, but 
the President of the United States and the Supreme Court 
Justices and Cabinet officers and all these distinguished gentle
men a:i:e denied .adequate compensation. 

Mr. BLANTON. I wonder if the ,gentleman .from New York 
is trying to argue that if you paid a Congressman ~5,000 
a year you would have better material from ·a certain dis
trict in New York? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOYLA'N. I wlll say to the gentleman that New York 
has no apology to make for the material which it sends here. 
We have no apology to make, and if the gentleman wants 
to take that up we will be glad to take it up at any time 
at his convenience. We have no apology to make. 

The CHAIRl\1.A:N. The time of the gentleman from Ken
tucky has expired. 

Mr. "BEGG. 1\ir. Chairman, I rise in opposition to .the pro 
forma. amendment. 

'Mr. WATKINS rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first recognize the gentle

man from 'Ohio and then the gentleman from Oregon. 
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l\Ir. BEGG. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 

there is not anything in this question to get excited about from 
my viewpoint. ·rt may be that these 1Iuctioneers have made a 
rather unreasonable figure for the services they have per
formed. 

Let me present the question to you from tlie angle of any 
business man in the House or out and not from the angle of a 
lawyer. Let us suppose that the Government might have hired 
some auctioneer for $100 a day. I am going to make the illus
tration simpler by saying we have an automobile to sell. The 
Government hires me for $100 a day to go out and sell that 
automobile or other automobiles. There is not anything in
volved to my interest at all except to do the business and get 
back to my office. I will say that I sell that automobile for 
$75, because I have· no interest in it, and I collect my daily 
wage. But let us see. Supposing the Government had hired 
me on a fee basis, my earnings to be contingent on the amount 
of money I have received for the Government. Is -it not quite 
likely that I am going to exercise every single bit of my 
ability as a salesman to get the last nickel I can get for the 
article sold, and tlrnt the Government thereby will make money 

• instead of losing money? In other words, suppose I was to 
have $5 for my day's work and went out and sold the article 
for $75. Or I have another kind of contract, a 10 per cent 
contract, and by exercising all my ingenuity I get $100 as the 
price of the automobile, and I have my $10 as my compensation 
instead of $5. You can probably hire men at !$5, but I am 
getting $10, and I have made for the Government $90. nut 
does the Government make money by paying me on a commis
sion basis? Certainly. I submit the question to any man in 
the House who desires to do business. 

If you go out and hire a man to sell things for you, you 
would rather have tlle best salesman there is to be obtained in 
the country on a commission basis, because the more he makes 
the more he is making for you. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. BEGG. Yes; I will yield briefly, because I do not want 

to ask for more time. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I yielded to the gentleman 

quite liberally. 
Mr. BEGG. And I secured the gentleman more time. But 

I do not want to ask for more time myself. 
)fr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. I want to ask the gentleman 

this question: If at a sale where, for instance, 100,000 blankets 
are to be sold, 100,000 pairs of shoes are 1') be sold, 100,000 
sheets are to be sold, 100,000 saddles are to be sold, and 100,000 
sets of harness are to be sold, does the auctioneer know one
millionth as much about the value of those articles as does the 
big buyer who is there to buy them ·1 

l\Ir. BEGG. My answer to the gentleman is simply an an
swer of practical business. I have had some experience in 
salesmanship all over the United ~tates, and I will say to the 
gentleman that I would rather pay some man $10,000 to go out 
aml sell a pro11osition for me than to pay some other men their 
expenses, because the man who can not sell is expensive and 
dear if you do not pay him anytlling, while the man who can 
sell can not be paid too much, if he is getting value out of the 
product he is selling. 

I think it is questionable whether the gentleman from Ken
tucky is performing a great service for the country in bring
ing this proposition forward. If the Government has been 
cheated, then the gentleman is performing something for the 
Government, but if the Government has received more through 
the employment of these auctioneers on a percentage basis than 
it would have received through any other avenue open to it, 
then the gentleman is not performing a service, but he is only 
se1·ying to excite the people about something that does not exist. 

l\lr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
l\Ir. BEGG. I can not yield until I have finished. 
Mr._ ALLGOOD. Would not the goods sell themselves? 
Mr. BEGG. We tried the question of hiring a man on a 

flat salary in 1919. At that time we hired a civilian at $25,000 
a yed\-. Now, then, the gentleman from Kentucky has some 
ground on which to stand if, by comparing the results of the 
sales under the private man at $25,000 a year, it is found that 
the Government received more per pair of shoes and more per 
blanket and more for everything else than it received under the 
auction commission kind of contract. If that is found to be 
true, then the gentleman has a point on which to argue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman's 

time be extended two minutes, as I would like to ask him a 
question. 

Mr. STENGLE. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to have two more minutes added, because I desire 
to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr . .ALLGOOD. And, Mr. Chairman, I would ask to have it 
extended two minutes, because I want to ask him a question. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I will ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for five additional minutes, at the end of which I will 
quit, regardless of what happens. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani
mous consent to proceed for five additional minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLANTON. Now, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BEGG. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Ohio has had a lot of 

experience in the commission business and he ought to know 
about it. Do I understand him to argue on this floor that the 
good people of the thirteenth district of Ohio would get better 
service if they paid the distinguished gentleman on a commis
sion basis instead of paying him a salary? 

Mr. BEGG. If they were sending me down here to sell 
articles I know they would, because I was elected on the record 
I made in salesmanship, and I sold it to my district on a com
mission basis. ~ow I will yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. OLIVER]. 

l\lr. OLIVER of New York. Is it not a fact that the ad,·er
tisements in these cases were so badly worded and so badly 
placed--

1\fr. BEGG. I am glad the gentleman has brought that out. 
But go ahead and finish your question. . 

Mr. OLIVER of New York (continuing). That it was impos
sible for anyone to say that a salesman even had a bare chance, 
and that runs to the general criticism made by the gentleman 
from Kentucky? 

1\Ir. BEGG. I do not think there is a man in this House 
who doubts that the auctionee1·s paid for the advertising; that 
is in the testimony, and I do not want to waste time on it. 
However, the difference between a goocr piece of advertising 
and a poor piece of advertising is just the difference between 
money ''"ell spent and money thrown away, and I submit that 
if the Government had undertaken to pay for the advertising 
and allowed the auctioneers to spend the money recklessly, or 
if any of the Government officials, without being experts- in 
advertising and not knowing the advertising which would 
bring results, had undertaken to spend the money they ''ould 
have wasted it. Now, any man with ordinary experience in a 
selling way knows that that kind of advertising [indicating] 
costs money, and I am not afraid that these men collected too 
muc:h money for advertising of that kind. 

l\fr. SNYDER. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. BEGG. Yes. 
Mr. SNYDER. The gentleman says be was a salesman pre

vious to coming to Congress, and most Members here know that 
I have had some little business experience. I will ask the gen
tleman whether he knows of anything that was ever sold at 
auction, or through any other method of selling, for less than 
4.19 per cent? 

Mr. BEGG. Why, God bless you, rio. 
Mr. SNYDER. And is it not the rule that the normal com

mission for selling goods is 5 per cent or more? 
l\Ir. IlEGG. Yes; and you have a low contract when you get 

a 5 per cent contract. 
l\fr. SNYDER. I know it is usually more than that. 
l\Ir. BEGG. And the only reason the Government got a lower 

percentage than that was because they had volume. 
l\Ir. SNYDER .And the reason these auctioneers got these 

large fees was because they at times sold large amounts of 
merchandise in a minute. 

Mr. BEGG. Yes; and here is another angle to the proposi
tion. If yon got sick, whom would you send for-a horse 
doctor? If the Government had billions of dollars' worth of 
surplus blankets, where would they go to get some man to dis
pose of them? Would they go to New York or would they go 
out into Ohio and pick somebody that knew nothing at all 
about where to go to find customers? You in your particular 
line can go out in your particular line and find business, but 
I will say to you, seriously and with no egotism, that . I can 
sign you up on a commission contract this afternoon to go and 
do work or I can put you on a flat salary to go out and do work, 
and in the next six months you can not earn enough to pay 
your carfare, and I can follow you, with the same territory, 
and I can get enough business to pay more than my congres
sional salary a whole rear. Now, what is the difference? It 
is not because I am smarter than you, but because I ba\e been 
trained in that special line and do not get excited when a man 
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makes a few thousand dollars if he is a specialist, partieulaxly 
if J1e is ea.uning more for you than yoa a1~e able to earn for1 
yourself. 

M.i·. ALLGOOD. As I understand it, then, Y.OU are defending 
these auetioneers? 

1\Ir. BEGG. I most certainly am, if they earned theil! ·money. 
1\Ir. WATKINS. 1\fr. Chairman--
1\Ir. DICKINSON of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I would like· to 

, suggest that there· is nothing befo1•e the House, and we would 
like to proceed to read the bill now for a few lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. WAT-
KIN s] was on his. feet seeking recognition. 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHA.IRl\f.AN. The gentleman from Oregon off~rs an 

amendmen~ which the Clerk will report. 
· 'Ille Clerk read as follows : 

Amendment offered by Mr. WA.TKINS: Page B, line 12, after the word 
''economical," strike out the balance of· the paragraph down to and in
cluding the figures " $50,000" in line 15. 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment, and 
in connection with it I simply want to say tliat the surplus goods 
sold· by. these auctioneers amounted to more than $4~,000,000. 
and that the cash received was about $54,000,000, or about 12 per 
cent of the vnlue. If that is any indieatlon of the service this 
Government is getting from these experts or from these salesp 
men, then deliver us from that kind of auctioneers and that type 
of salesmerr, but I . submit the amendment, Mr. Chairman, be
cause economy is the watchword, and the present appropriation 
carries this work up to June 301 and after June. 30 there will. be 
nothing to sell, and consequently there will be no need of any 
appropriation for this purpose. The testimony before the House 
committee having this bill in charge discloses these facts; Maj,01· 
Rart:lllan was on the stand, and Mr. ANTHONY said~ 

Mr . .ANTHONY. I think you have stated that sufficiently. Last year 
tUe director of sales estimated that practically all of· the surplus prop
erty in tlie War Department would be dtsposed ot by the end o! the 
fiscal year 11)24, but it is evident, Major; that your office will be re· 
quired !or-use for some time yet. 

Major HARTl\IaN. Yes, sir; the Secretary of War has tentatively 
agreed or has tentatively e.xpl:essed his intention ot closing up the oftl.ce 
of airector of sales by June 30. 

In view of that·testimony, l\fr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, I can see no need for this appropriation, and there
fore I offer the amendment to strike out· tha sum of $50.000. 

1\lr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the amend· 
ment offered by the gentleman from Oreg-0n;. I think he is 
entirely mistaken in referring to this' proviso as having any
thing to do with auctioneers. The limit o:f expenditures to 
$50,000 is confined to advertising only and has nothing to do 
with auetioneers •. 

1\fr. WATKINS. I did not say it did. 
l\lr. ANTHONY. I understood the gentleman to say it. did. 
l'ilr. WATKINS. The gentleman misunderstood me. I stmply 

said that if the service this Government was getting was in· 
dicated by the results shown from · these sales, it was useless 
to expend anything, but that I wanted to_ direct my remarks 
to the fact that we did not need these salesmen after June 
30, because we- would have no goods· to sell. 

l\lr .. ANTHONY. The gentleman is entirely in error there. 
The evidence shows· that approximately: $80,000,000 worth of 
goods in the War Department a1·e on. hand for sale now and 
have been declared. surplus; that there wm be $20,000,000 to 
$40,000,000 more declared surplus, and this proviso would per
mit them to expend not more than $·50,000 for advertising 
those goods, which is a very reasonable and a ·very moderate 
expenditure, and the Governm~nt should be allowed the benefit 
of such. publicity. 

Mr. WATKINS. Why spend anything if you can not get 
more than 12 per cent of their value. You can get that much 
without spending a cent for advertising. 

l\fr. ANTHONY. I will say to the gentleman that the goods 
on hand now are goods that are practically unsalable, and if 
the Government gets anything out of them~ it is that much 
to the good. The War Department has been achieving mar
velous results in selling a lot of property which has been con· 
s:iclered dead property. The revenue this year is nearly $100,· 
000,000 which the War Department has rece.lved from the sale 
of surplus· property. 

l\lr. WATKINS. Are not those goods sold " as is " and 
"where is"? 

l\lr. ANTHONY. I think so; yes. 
l\lr. WATKINS. Nobody insne.ets them and the goods are 

bought sight unseen. 

Mr: ANTHON~. No ; I think I can say to the gentleman 
that these sales· are very carefully conducted and that we are 
getting good value. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Kansas yield? 
1\fr. WATKINS. The testimony discloses the fact that there 

will l>e nractic.ally no fw:ther need. for the salesmen or for 
advertising the sales, because there will be nothing, to sell. 

J\I;r. ANTHONY. We have: $80,000,000 worth of property on 
hand that we want to sell. 

Mr. WATKINS, Would not the. appropriation which is 
available hetween now and June 30 take care of· that? 

1\lr. ANTHONY. I think not. It will take more than a 
few months to sell all this property. It will probably take 
all of next year to sell it. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Kansas yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. I yield. 
Mr. BLA1\1TON. Then the argument made by the gentleman 

from Ohio [Mr. B:troG] falls to the gJ·ound, because he was up
holding the amounts paid to the auctioneers on the ground· 
that they had to do this advertising, and yet the gentleman 
from Kansas is providing the War Department with $50,000 
more to advertise. 

J\Ir. ANTHONY. I want to make this point clear to the 
gentleman from Texas: That we put a limit on this advertising 
because the testimony shows that the War De11artment' ex
pended $450,000 for newspape;i.· and periodical advertising la.st 
year. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then it was not the auctioneers who paid 
the cost of advertising. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The auctioneers spent money for advertis
ing, and so did the War Department, and we have limited the 
War Department to a reasonable amount. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY, Yes. • 
l\fr. LAGUARDIA. If the War Department has $80,000,000 

surplus material, what is to pre-vent other- departments going 
into the market and buying .similar material at its market 
va~ue? 

Mr. ANTHONY. We have a joint board in which all tb.e 
departments of the Government are represented, and they are 
keeping careful tab on all commodities desired for the Govern~ 
ment use and to see whether itJ embraces any surplus property 
which the Government has and that it does not buy anything 
that is surplus. We are positive that that is now the business 
custom. 

1\Ir. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield:? 
l\'lr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. If the amendment of the 

gentleman from Oregon should prevail, would it not' have the 
effect that the entire $68,000 appropriated in, the paragraph 
would be available instead of the $50,000 in the proviso? In 
other words, doos not the amendment defeat its own purpose? 

Mr. ANTHONY. No; I hardly think it would have that 
effect, because, as I explained the other day, the law passed in 
the nineties gives the War Department authority to expend 
fliom receipts received from property sold for the cost ot selling, 
adverttsing, and so forth. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Will the' gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
Mr. BYRNS· of Tennessee. I ask this for information. The 

statement has been made here that some one testified before tbe. 
subcommittee that he e;rpected to complete the sales by July 1 
and that the office of director of sales would be dispensed with. 
Is that b:ue? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The testimony shows that the office of 
director of sales will be abolished on July 1 and that there
after the sales will be conducted by the regular sales division 
of the War Department. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. And you have $80,000,000 of 
surplus material undispose<l of. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Approximately. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. After having sold $446,000,000 at 

this tremendous expense that bas been detailed by the gentle
man from Kentucky [Mr. JOHNSON], that is an admis!J.on on 
the part of the Department of War that the process of selling 
during the last two or three years throug;ll the director of 
sales, with all the attendant extravagant ·expenses, was entirely 
unnecessary. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I think the House ought to know just 
what has been accomplished by the War Department in the 
sale ot surplus property. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
bas expired. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
gentleman's time be ~tended five minutes. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks that 

the time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended five min
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I think the House ought to know ·the 

result of the sales of this surplus property. The figures show 
that since 1919 the cost value of all material sold was $2,679,-
000,000, and the War Department has received in cash $1,268,-
396,000; so it shows that these transactions have not only 
reached tremendous figures but that the net returns have run 
Into an enormous amount of money, which has found Us way 
into the United States Treasury. Notwithstanding the ex
pense at which the sales have been conducted, the net returns 
to the Government have been large and we have been able to 
dispose of much property that otherwise the Government 
would have received little return for. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. I will. 
Mr. BULWINKLE. How much 1n claims has the War 

Department paid back? 
Mr. ANTHONY. There was no adjustment of claims in this 

matter. These sales were all for cash. 
Mr. BULWINKLE. A.re there not some claims pending in 

the War Department? 
Mr. ANTHONY. The only knowledge I have of adjust

ments are those referred to by the gentleman from Virginia 
this morning in settlement of matters where cases are pending 
in the Court of Claims, and they have reached conclusions 
with these firms where certain offsets have been made in the 
settlements of claims by the Government against contractors. 

Mr. BULWINKLE. Does the gentleman know how many 
bills there are introduced in this House at the present session 
for relief of these men whose property has been sold? 

M1~. ANTHONY. I have no knowledge of that, and that 
would be a different matter from this, anyway. 

Mr. WATKINS. Will tpe gentleman explain who does pay 
the cost of advertising where there is an expenditure of not 
over $50,000? The testimony on page 181 of the hearings has 
been read in part. The argument here is made by some that 
the Government pays it, while others claim that the auc
tioneer pays. What is the sHuation? 

Mr. ANTHONY. The facts ·are the advertising ts carried 
along on parallel lines. The auctioneers made expenditures 
for advertising which was included in the percentage that the 
War Department paid them. The War Department was carry
ing on another extensive and expensive advertising campaign. 
We want to limit the amount of money that the War Depart
ment will be allowed to expend for advertising in the future. 

Mr. WATKINS. Will not the gentleman admit that the 
Government does pay for the advertising? 

· Mr. ANTHONY. The Government does not pay for all of it; 
both parties have been paying for the advertising. 

Mr. STENGLE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
Mr. STENGLE. I understood the gentleman to say that the 

Government paid last year $450,000 for advertising. 
. Mr. ANTHONY. They did. 

Mr. STENGLE. Has the gentleman any way to inform the 
committee as to how much as an offset for that advertising was 
spent by the auctioneers, what percentage? 

l\fr. ANTHONY. We have no means of checking up the 
amount of money spent by the auctioneers. 

Mr. SNYDER. l\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
Mr. S:J\TYDER I have before me here figures and percentages 

of the cost of advertising to the Government to sell that 
$1,200,000,000 worth of property of which the gentleman has 
spoken, and the cost of advertising is given here as six-tenths 
of 1 per cent The auctioneer's commission, plus the advertising 
that he did, was 1.59 per cent, and the personal and other ex
penses of handling this merchandise and the overhead was 
2 per cent, or a total cost of 4.19 per cent on a sale of all the 
merchandise. Does not the gentleman think that was very 
cheaply done? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. 
l\Ir. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I have not consumed any time on 

this Navy legislation or this Army legislation, but the time 
has arrived when I feel that I must say something. I am sur
prised that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BEGG] has the gall 
to get up before the House of Representatives and not only 
condone but actually recommend this raid upon the United 
States Treasury through the War Department to pay these 
auctioneers these enormous sums of money. Every man in the 
House knows that when the Congress of the United States 
authorized these sales of the vast supplies that the Government 

had on hand at the end of this war, at no time was there a 
Member on this floor, unless it was the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BEGG], who thought that the Congress of the United States 
was authorizing anybody in the War Department to rob the 
taxpayers of this country. [Applause.] Yet, in recommending 
himself as a salesman, he actually had the temerity to tell this 
House that these men who received all the way up to as high 
as $25,000 a day each, and that only a portion of a day, for 
selling goods that we had gone out through bond issues to get, 
raking almost blood money from the taxpayers of this country, 
were not paid too much. Nobody ever believed that the money 
of the taxpayers would be squandered in any such manner as 
that. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. JOHNSON] has re
lated here what they have been doing. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WAINWRIGHT], although I do not know what he 
said, seems to think that it was all right, and not knowing who 
is responsible for it, it occurs to me that this House ought to 
have an investigating inquiry into the responsible heads who 
authorized any such outrageous conduct on the part of the 
Director of Sales or anybody else. 

My judgment is that the taxpayers of the United States, not 
knowing what is going on here, who read the speech that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BEGG] made, would think that the 
Congress of the United States thinks it is all right and honor
able to go out and rob the taxpayers of this Republic. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I ask my colleague on the Com
mittee on Military Affairs if he is not going a little bit strong 
in making this attack upon a system inaugurated by that splen
did patriot, Secretary Baker. 

Mr. QUIN. I do not have much regard for Secretary Baker's 
business ability, but I do not think that he ever engaged in any 
kind if thievery. Tell me that anybody in the War Depart
ment has authorized some flannel-mouthed auctioneer to get 
$25,000 for six hours' work--

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. QUIN. I have not the time. 
I contend that any officer of the Government who would go 

out and take the people's money at the rate of $25,000 a day 
and give to it some auctioneer for selling what the taxpayers 
bought with hard labor is guilty of embezzlement of power 
and a betrayal of trust, and it is time for the Congress of the 
United States to recognize the fact that the people of this 
country who paid the money into the Treasury ought in some 
regard to have the respect of the lawmaking body. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis
sippi has expired. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
l\fr. QUIN. Is it possible that anyone would condone this 

kind of conduct that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BEGG] 
says is all right? What will the people who actually go out 
and toil say? Do you know that there are people in the United 
States who start .early in the morning and work all day long 
for a dollar and a dollar and a quarter? Do you know, sir, 
that there are millions of people engaged in farming in this 
country, and that the statistics of this Government show that 
they each do not clear 75 cents a day? Yet the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BEGG] wants that class of people, who are in large 
measure bearing the great bm:den of taxation in this country, 
to understand that it is perfectly honest and legitimate for 
some person down here in the War Department to rob them 
by giving some fellow standing up on a box selling goods 
$25,000 a day for doing it. To give an auctioneer $4,800 a day 
is cheap, so he thinks. Yet the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BEGG] wants his constituents and the honest American people 
to think that it is all right to rob these people who work so 
hard to earn this money and with it pay some auctioneer in 
some city of this country these exorbitant sums. Does he 
think it is honest and right to rob this mass of the people who 
were called upon to buy Liberty bonds, who had speeches made 
at them from pulpits and schoolhouses, from every kind of 
platform, begging them to buy bonds in order that we might 
conduct this war against the ignoble Huns across the sea? 
Is it right for him now to say that it is patriotic to take that 
money so raised away from these people in such outrageous 
manner as that described here by the gentleman from Ken
tucky? [Applause.] 

And on top of this these auctioneers, whom the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. BEGG] recommends so highly, who only secured 
out of every 100 cents' worth of property 12 cents, he holds 
up the advertisement as he did when he knows the hearings 
show that every dollar of that money came out of the Treasury 
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of the United States to pay for those advertisements, and the 
nch-ertisemeuts showed neither the place nor the hour of sale, 
so only a few could be there to bid. [Applause.] 

The CHAIR~IAN. The time of the gentleman has again 
expired. [Cries of "Vote!"] 

l\fr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to withdraw my 
amendment and suhstitute another amendment for it. 

'l'lw CHAIH.i\lAN. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani
rnorn; consent to withdraw the amendment that is pending and 
sul> :-;titute one which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
~'\m endment by :\Ir. W A'l'KINS : Page 5, line 15, after the word "ex

ceed,' ' strike out "50,000 " and insert " $5,000." 

:\fr. WATKI~S. l\1r. Chairman, I de8ire to submit this ob
sen-ation, that in view of the fact that the auctioneers pay for 
most of thi8 adYertising and in view of the fact that they only 
get 12 per cent of the value of the goods, and, further, in view 
of the fact they haYe only $82,000,000 to sell, I feel that $45,000 
will IJe saved to the Government. 

i\lr . . ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, if the purpose of the com
mittee is absolutely to tie the hands of the War Department 
an<l to prevent tlrn sale of this property, that will be a good 
amendment to adopt. 

lHr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute: Strike 
out " $5,000 " and make it " $10,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman send up his amend
ment? 

l\Ir. BLANTON. It is not necessary to send it up. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 

the gentleman from Texas. 
TlJe Clerk read ns follows : 
,\mendment offered by 1\Ir. BLANTON to the am('ndment offered by 

~fr. WATKINS: Strike out "$5,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
,, ~10,000." 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I will say to my friend from 
Kansas [Mr. ANTHONY] that I have helped him along to-day, 
as I have not taken up very much time. I merely want to ·say 
to my friend from Mississippi [Mr. Qurn] that he can not 
blame members of the same fraternity for ctefending each 
other. Commission men always defend commission men, and 
we must not blame our friend from Ohio [Mr. BEGG] at all. It 
is a question of loyalty to their fraternity. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BLAN'.rON. In a moment. 
l\Ir. BEGG. I would like to ask that question right here. 
Mt'. BLANTON. In just a minute. I am going to tell you 

something about the surplus-property business that is almost 
as important as this unconscionable payment to auctioneers. 
Tllel'C was something saicl in the press a year or so ago about 
there being an enormous number of Cadillac cars stored over 
here at Camp Holabird. I could not believe it, and I wanted to 
find out, so I got in my car, and, while I hate to go through 
Baltimore, I did have to go through there to get to Camp 
Holabird. 

I went over there and found a splendid man in charge of 
Holabird; there is no doubt about that. He was just as nice 
as any man could be, so far as not letting you get in any of 
his warehouses was concerned, but he would tell you all you 
wauted to know in his office. He did not have the reported 
number of Cadillac cars, for he admitted he did not have them. 
He said that the newspapers had made a mistake ; that they 
did have the reported number of motor vehicles, but they were 
not Cadillacs, as only a nominal amount of them were Oa<lil
lac cars, he advising me that most of such motor vehicles 
were motor cycles. Of course, I took his word for it, as he 
would not let me in the warehouses. 

But there have been thousands of new cars all over the 
United States just after the war which should have been sold 
to the public, but which were held out in the weather and 
permitted to waste and not sold. I saw them down in the 
fields near ~an Antonio, Tex., out in the mud for two years 
ri~ht after the war, and among them there -were new cars
Cadillacs, if you please-very fine cars, not a scratch on them 
and had never been used. When I asked why they did not sell 
them they said that the War Department would not authorize 
it. Do you know why? The War Department, as sure as you 
are sitting in these seats, made a contract with the automobile 
manufacturers that they would not sell them until they had to 
sell them as second-hand, damaged machines. 

l\fr. BEGG. A Democratic War Department? 
l\Ir. BLANTON. The difference between the gentleman from 

Ohio [M1'. BEGG] and myself ls this: That he searches only for 
a Democratic goat, but when I find something wrong going 

on in the Government I do not stop to ask who is in charge
whetber he is a Democrat or a llepublican-but I go after it 
and try to clean it up, whether it is Democratic or ..{1epublican. 

l\Ir. BEGG. This was a Democrat who made that contract? 
Mr. BLANTON. No; it was probably made by some Hepub

lican officer in the War Department. 
Mr. BEGG. A Democrat? 
Mr. BLANTON. It was under Democratic adm~nistration, 

yes. 
Mr. BEGG. Yes; surely. 
Mr. BLANTON. But high Army officers were in charge of 

the various bureaus there and it is continued here under a He
publican administration. l\lany of these high Army officers in 
charge were Republicans. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. I would gladly, but I want some of my 

fiye minutes myself. [Laughter.] Oh, this is the old, old song, 
"\Ve are just carrying on what we found." "\Ve Democrats 
carried on what we found when we took charge of the existing 
administration. It seems, since you have been in charge, as if 
somebody did not haye enough initiative of theil' own to sto1l 
these practices. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Will tb.e gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTOX Yes; I must yield to my colleague. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Does not my friend think former 

Secretary of the Interior Fall would have been better ofl'. 
financially :md politically if he had been an auctioneer rather 
than a membe1· of tile Cabinet'! 

Mr. BLANTON. Well, it seems lately as though a good many 
have been gettiug what they wanted whether Secretary of the 
Interior or auctioneers. 

Mr. RILL of Maryland. Or Secretary of the Ti·easury under 
a Democratic a<lministration? 

Mr. BLAN'l'ON. Not ·while he was a Democratic official. 
And I want to say this-and I am not afraid to say it-let 
not the gentlemnn imagine that l\fr. McAdoo will be the nomi
nee of the Democ1·atic Party. [Applause.] 

Mr. RILL of Maryland. I agree with the gentleman, and I 
hope he will not be. · 

l\1r. BLANTON. Because lle bas not any show on earth, and 
I am not afraicl to say it. The Democrats are not going to 
nominate him, or anyone else who is on the pay roll of men 
who bribe puhlic officials. But he is honest. He has never 
taken a dollar that has been a dishonest dollar \Vhen he was 
a public official. It has been in business, private business, 
since he went ont of office, and even then I do not approve of it. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LEHLBACH). The question jg on 
agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

The que~ion was taken, and the amendment to the amend
ment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Oregou [l\lr. WATKINS]. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman aunounceu that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

l\Ir. WATKINS. A division, l\Ir. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. A division is demanded. 
The committee divided ; and there were--aye::; 42, noeFl 48.' 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WATKINS: At the end of line 15, page 5, 

insert the following : "Prodded fttrth e-r , That no auctioneer shall be 
paid more than $100 per day out of any money appropriated by this 
act for sNvices rendered." 

Mr. SNYDFJR. l\Ir. Chairman, I move an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I mRke a point of order on 
the amendment. 

Mr. BL.ANTON. It is too. late, because an amendment has 
been offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has not been offered to 
the Ohair and has not been read by the Clerk. What is the 
point of order of the gentleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The point of order is that 
the amendment is legislation and not germane to the paragraph . 

l\fr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of oi·der 
that the gentleman can not discuss the point of order, l>ecause 
the amendment has not been read yet. 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I thought the gentleman 
said it came too late. 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say, in addition 
to that, that the paragraph deals with the sale of property by 
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the War Department. The paragraph is labeled "Contingen
cies of the Army "--contingent expenses. This is simply a lim
itation on the compensation of the man who is engaged to 
conduct the sale. The proviso reads: "Provided further, That 
the amount expended or obligated for advertising sales of sur
plus War Department property during the fiscal year 1925 shall 
not exceed $50,000." The mere reading of that proviso would 
indicate that the amendment is not only germane but ln order 
as a limitation. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, in this paragraph 
an appropriation is made for the purpose of disposing of certain 
property of the War Department. That is the object of this 
appropriation. It is the object of the limitation with refer
ence to advertising. Now, if Congress can make an appropria
tion of so much money for the purpose of disposing of property, 
certainly the House has at the same time the right to say that 
no more than a certain amount of the sum appropriated shall 
be expended for a particular purpooe in the disposition of that 
property. It seems to me, under the circumstances, that it is 
clearly within the power of the House, in the process of ma~
ing the appropriation, to provide that only so mueh shall be 
paid to an auctioneer or only so much shall be paid for 
advertisements. 

The CHAIRJ.\fAN (Mr. ~HLBACH). The Chair is ready to 
rule. The language of the amendment is-

Providea further, That no auctioneer shall be paid more than $100 
per day out of any money appropriated by this act for services rendered. 

This clearly is not a limitation on the appropriation, because 
it simply fixes the pay that the auctioneer shall receive at not 
more than $100 a ·day. It does not limit the expenditure of the 
$50,000 appropriated; but on the other hand, inasmuch as it 
limits the pay of the auctioneer, it comes under a section of the 
Holman rule, and is in order ; an<l therefore the point of order 
is overruled. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I maintain that it is not 
germane to the paragraph, because none of this money appro
priated 1n the paragraph is to be used for the purpose men
tioned. 

The CHAIRMAN. The money is appropriated by this para
graph to further sales of material, as is shown by the limita
tions <;ontained in the proviso. It pertains to the salaries of 
civilian employees connected with the sale of war supplies, 
and also .limits the sum to be obligated for advertising sales; 
so that it is germane, in the judgment of the Chair. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend
ment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAl~. The gentleman from Maryland offers an 
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. HILL o! Maryland to the amendment 

offered by Mr. WATKINS: Strike out " $100 per day " and Insert "no 
more than was paid under the authority ot the Secretary of War in 
the year 1918, 1919, or 1920." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I want to oppose the original 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman i~ recognized for five 
minutes. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, there has been a lot of " non
serious " conversation this afternoon, but to me this is serious. 
I do not believe that any of you gentlemen on this side believe 
that I want to waste Government money. Now, if the gentle
man's amendment is adopted limiting the pay of the auctioneer 
to $100 a day, do yon know what you are doing? You are com
pelling the Government to sell this stock by some other method 
than by the use of an experienced auctioneer. There is no 
argument about that at all. 

As I said a minute ago in my remarks-and I meant it-there 
was not any partisanship, because if I wanted to be partisan 
I could make some nasty remarks, but I believe this is busi
ness. The only way to tell whether we are paying too much is 
to compare what we received for the same articles under a 
civilian private salesman at $25,000 a year, and I will submit 
to you that with some millions of dollars worth of sales under 
the private system of salesmanship we did not realize 8 cents 
on the dollar of the original cost. Now, I do not know whether 
we have realized too little or not, but I do know as a business 
man that the only kind of a contract I would sign if I owned 
the property would be a percentage contract, if I were going to 
sell on the :rnction blo k. I know that everybody else who 
would do IHlHi ness would do it tl iat way. It is a question we 
can not (;Ont1·o i. I am sorr~' , and you are sorry, we have this 

property, and we are all anxious to get the most out of it, 
but I do not believe the time has arrived in this country when 
every man connected with the Government is a crook, and I do 
not believe the time has arrived when every man in the public 
service needs to be watched and restricted for fear he will steal 
the Treasury. There are some honorable men in the War De
partment, and I believe they are just as anxious to salvage 
every dollar's worth of value out of this as we are. If they 
can sell these supplies in the most profitable way, let us not 
handicap them by saying, "You must hire a man by the day 
at $100!' 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 

from Maryland has offered an amendment which, in effect, pro
vides that no greater sum shall be paid to an auctioneer for 
his service than was paid during the years 1918, 1919, and 
1920. Of course, it is evident to everyone as to what actu
ated the gentleman from Maryland in offering that amend
ment to the amendment. 

I am a partisan Democrat. I admire a man who believes 
in the principles of the Republican Party• and who stands up 
for them and defends them ; likewise I admire a Democrat 
who believes in the Democratic principles. But, gentlemen, I 
have never been enough of a partisan to display it upon the 
floor of this House on a proposition which involves thousands 
and hundreds of thousands of dollars of the money of the 
American people. Nor can I understand the viewpoint of 
anyone, be he Democrat or Republican, who would seek to 
play with a serious proposition like this for . partisan ad
vantage. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [l\Ir. JOHNS.ON] in his state
ment the other day, when he presented this matter and when he 
rendered such a great service to the American people by pre
senting it, said at the outset that he was not actuated by any 
purpose to gain a partisan or political advantage, and I submit 
that the gentleman from Kentucky in his position to-day has 
given no cause to those gentlemen who seek to make some
thing political or partisan out of it. It is no excuse or defense 
for this administration in its misuse of public funds to say that 
it was following the precedent set by previous administra
tions, even if such be a fa.ct. In the first place, no sale took 
place in 1918, if the Director of Sales Is to be believed, and I 
have examined his statement, and it has been shown to the 
gentleman from Maryland. The armistice was not signed 
until November 11, 1918, and no sales were made in that year, 
according to the report of the DiTector of Sales. 

Mr. HIIL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I will say to the gentleman that 

the statement I made this morning was to the effect that the 
sales made in 1918 were immediately after the armistice, and 
I gave a list of the sales. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I have examined the statement 
submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky, which came from 
the Director of Sales, and I am positive there is not a sale 
shown upon that paper prior to August, 1919, save possibly 
two or three very small sales a month or so before. That 
statement was submitted by the Director of Sales, and yet the 
gentleman from Maryland, upon his responsibility as a Rep
resentative-and he has repeated it-has stated that sales 
took place in 1918. 

Now, gentlemen, why did he make that statement? What 
purpose did the gentleman have in making the statement? This 
is not a partisan matter, and I hope Representatives here are 
willing to rise above partisanship and that Republicans and 
Democrats alike will attempt to profect the American people 
and their Treasury in this matter. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman bas expired. 
l\Ir. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 

consent to proceed for three minutes more. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, reserving the right to 

object-and I shall not object-I call the attention of the 
committee to the fact that it ls now nearly half past 4 o'clock 
and we have read but three pages of this bill. I think every 
gentleman will agree with me that it is of the utmost :Lril
portance that we should get rid of at least two appropriation 
bills this week in order that we may not give another body 
an opportunity to say it has not the time to act upon them in 
time to adjourn in the first week of June. I do not believe. 
there is a gentleman present who does not want to adjourn 
early in June. The public business demands action, and I 
certainly hope we may proceed as quickly as possible in the 
consideration of this bill. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, fm·tht>r r~serYiltg tl 1e ri g-ht to 
object, I am not one who w:mts tn '.:·(r:, .. '!" t : ' t' . t or :,;· ,'. 
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I think it is more important to the American people that this 
legislation have due consideration as we go along rather than 
to hasten its consideration in order that we may get out of 
here in time to take part in political campaigns during the 
summe1~. 

The OHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for three additional minutes. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Ohair hears none. 

Mr. BEGG. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I will yield for a brief question. 
l\Ir. BEGG. I agree with the gentleman's sentiment abso-

lutely. The thought I have in mind is that we do not want 
to kill any of the Government's methods for getting the most 
out of these goods. If the auctioneers have been getting too 
much, instead of killing the legislation would it not be better 
to limit the percentage to be paid to the auctioneers? I would 
like to have tlle gentleman's opinion of that proposition. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I would be glad to see anything 
adopted which would prevent the payment of any such out
rageous fees as have been paid to auctioneers during the past 
few years. 

Mr. BEGG. I would probably agree with the gentleman. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Now, the gentleman from Mary

land [Mr. HILL] has offered an amendment which proposes 
to make the legal rate for auctioneers that which was paid 
during the Democratic administration, and he states that 
that is the rate which prevails now. So I take it the gentle
man from Maryland, representing the city from which one 
of these favored auctioneers comes, is prepared to indorse and 
approve the amounts paid to these auctioneers during the past 
few years. What are the facts? The facts are that under 
the Democratic administration there was something like 
$6,000,000 received from the sale of surplus property, whereas 
under the present administration there has been something 
like $68,000,000 received from such sales. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. JOHNSON] made the statement, and it has not 
been contradicted so far as I know, that under the Demo
cratic administration the sales were in comparatively small 
amounts, while all the big sales, the sales in large bulk and 
large quantities, have taken place under the present ad
ministration. But, gentlemen, if the auctioneers were paid 
too much under the Democratic administration it was wrong, 
and we ought not to commend or condone it now. If they are 
paid too much under the present administration, and I think 
all but one or two gentlemen upon this floor will concede 
that, then we ought not to condone it, whether we be Republi
cans or Democrats. You gentleman upon this side of the 
Chamber, I submit, can not justify the acts of the present 
administration by the claim that an excessive amount was 
paid under a previous administration, even if such be a fact. 
[App la use.] 

Mr. MADDEN. l\Ir. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. I do not know, and I do not suppose anyone 
here kno•vs, whether the policy pursued either b~T the present 
administration or the last administration is justified in the 
matter of sales, but there is one thing certain, we are not 
going to be able to find out whether it was justified or not by 
the ,adoption of the amendment that is pending. There is not 
a man here who can tell whether the amendment should be 
adopted or not. We can not regulate intelligently the ques
tion of charges without some investigation, and this bill is 
not the place to try that. This amendment only embarrasses 
the situation and does not clarify it. There is not a man 
here more bitterly opposed to any extravagance or any unjusti· 
fl.able waste than I am, I do not care by whom it is committed, 
and I have no sort of· defense to make, no matter what the 
administration is or who the man in the administration is, of 
any act that ought not to be performed, but let us show some 
sense and let us exercise some judgment. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MADDEN. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. Does not the gentleman think that $50,000 

is too much to pay for this service? 
Mr. MADDEN. I do not know. I have not the slightest 

idea and neither has anybody else, but I will tell you bow we 
ought to get at it. I have a suggestion to make. This matter 
ought to be legislated upon, if it is going to be regulated, ancl 
this bill is not the place for such legislation. We have a 
Military Affairs Committee that has jurisdiction over this 
subject. The whole matter ought to be referred to that com
mittee. They ought to send for persons, for papers, and for 
everything connected with the case, ancl get at all the facts, 
whatever they may be, and then present a bill to this House 
that will remedy the evil, if there is one. Do not let us try 
to assume we are remedying any evil by the. adoption of this 

amendment. We are not, and the amendment ought not to 
be adopted. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. l\Ir. Chairman, in view of the re
marks of the gentleman from Illinois [l\Ir. 1\lADDEN], with 
which I entirely agree, I ask unanimous consent to withdraw 
my substitute to the amendment, and I hope the amem1ment 
itself will be withdrawn by the gentleman on the other side 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland to the amendment is with· 
drawn. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question i~ecurs on the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Oregon. 
The amendment was again reported. 
The question was taken ; and the Ohair being in doubt, the 

committee divided and there were--ayes 59, noes 53. 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I demand 

tellers. 
. Tellers were ordered, and the Ohair appointed as tellers 
Mr. ANTHONY and Mr. w ATKINS. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported
ayes 6G, noes 54. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

GENERAL STAFF CORPS. 

CO~"'.fINGENCIES, MILITARY INTELLIGENCE DIYISlO~. 

. For contingent expenses of the Military Intelligence Division, 
General Staff Corps, and of the military attacMs at the United 
States embassies and legations abroad, including· the purchase of law 
books, professional books of reference, and subscriptions to news
papers and periodicals ; for cost of special instruction at home and 
abroad, and in maintenance of i;tudents and attacMs; for the hire 
of interpreters, special agents, and guides, and for such other pur
poses as the Secretary of War may deem proper, including $5,000 
for the actual and necessary expenses of officers of the Army on 
duty abroad for the purpose of observing operations of armies of 
foreign states at war, to be paid upon certificates of the Secretary 
of War that the expenditures were necessary for obtaining military 
information, $05,500, to bo expended under the direction of the 
Secretary Qf . War: Provided, That section 3648, Revised Statutes, 
shall appfy neither to subscriptions for foreign and professional 
newspapers and periodicals nor to other payments made from this 
appxopriation in compliance with the laws of foreign countries nndet· 
whioh the military attaches are required to opel'ate. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. l\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. TILSON). The gentleman from New 

York offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. LAGUARDIA offers the foll<>wing amendment: Page 6, line 11, after 

the word "operate," insert: "Provided, That no funds herein appro
priated shall be expended for the pay, allowance, or expense of any 
retired officer of the United States Army assigned to duty as a military 
attach8 at any United States embassy or legation abroad." 

}fr. l\L.\DDEN. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order on 
the amendment. 

1'fr. LAGUARDIA .. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the com
mittee's attention to the fact that there are no duties in the 
Army in peace time more important than the duties of a mili
tary attache assigned to a foreign country, and we should senu 
keen, intelligent officers, the best that the Army can produce, to 
perform such duties. Recently lt has been the custom for the 
War Department to send retired officers to perform these duties 
at some of the capitals. They go there for the social attraction 
offered by tlle European capitals and are of little, if any, mili
tary value. 

Mr. l\lA.DDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Certainly. 
Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman must know that the War 

Department does not send them. They are sent by the State 
Department. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The military attaches? 
l\Ir. 1\1ADDEN. Certainly. 
l\lr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, no; the gentleman is in error. They · 

are sent by the War Department. They are simply attached to 
the embassies or legations to give them a diplomatic status in 
a foreign country, but they are selected by the War Depart
ment; they report to the War Department, and their duties are 
solely military or naval. Let me give you an instance. 'Ve 
have at Paris a gentleman who is a resident of Paris, a retired 
officer, an elderly man, who has not the keen interest a younger 
and more active man may have and is of no value to us as a 



1924. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 4987 

military attach{) except for his social activities he promotes 
from time to time. 

Mr. BACON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. BACON. Does the gentleman know that this man served 

on the staff of Marshal Foch during the war? 
l\fr. LAGUARDIA. How old was he then? 
Mr. BACON. I have no means of knowing his age. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. How old is he now? He ls a retired 

officer and ought to be kept on the retired list. 
Mr. BACON. He did not retire because of age. 
Mr. IJAGUARDIA. What did he retire for? 
Mr. BACON. Because he wanted to. He retired before the 

.World War and was called back into active service when the 
war broke out. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, the gentleman is in error. The gen
tleman ought to understand the duties of a military attachi; 
and know that he should be a staff officer or officer of the line 
and recently in active service with the prospect of returning 
to troops in order to be of real service as a military observer in 
a foreign country. 

Mr. McKENZIE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will. 
Mr. McKENZIE. What is the grade of this particular officer 

that the gentleman refers to? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. He is a colonel. 
Mr. McKENZIE. '.rhe gentleman is familiar with the fact 

that when we wrote what is known as the Army reorganization 
bill we abolished what is known as the Mex-colonel and pro
hibited the taking of a young officer and boosting him a grade 
so as to give him a position as a foreign attach~, and put it 
on the ground that if a colonel was necessary they should take 
a colonel and put him over there. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. '.rhe World War has taught us that if 
you have a colonel worth anything you can not have a super
annuated old man, because he is no good. If you want simply 
an ornament for a 5-o'clock tea, that is another thing. 

l\Ir. McKENZIE. The gentleman would not assume to say 
that a second lieutenant given a higher grade, given a boost 
and made a colonel, would be in any better position? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. No; but let us not go to extremes. I 
would not take a shave tail out of West Point, and I would not 
take an old retired officer. 

Mr. MADDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. 
Mr. MADDEN. Does the gentleman want to dictate the kind 

of a man who should be selected? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. If a man is retired from the Army, he 

should remain retired. 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman from 

New York yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I will yield to the gentleman. 
l\lr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Assuming that an officer in 

the World War lost his arm in action, he would become incapaci
tated for active duty and be put on the retired list. Does the 
gentleman think that because of th.at casualty the officer would 
not be desirable as a military attach~? 

Mr. LA.GUARDIA. Oh, no; but we have not an officer in 
that position. 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. But the gentleman is trying 
to legislate for all conditions. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am trying to legislate to prevent the 
conditions we have in France. I say we ought to have in France, 
Germany, Italy, and Japan officers who are alert, competent, 
young, and intelligent-able Army officers of this country. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
on the amendment on the ground that it is legislation on an 
appropriation bill and not germane to the subject matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the point of order was reserved. The 
Chair thinks this is a limitation on the qualifications of the 
person receiving the appointment and therefore the Chair over
rules the point of order. The question is on the amendment 
ottered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

ARllfY WAR COLLEGE •• 

For expenses of the Army War College, being !or the purchase of 
the necessary special stationery ; textbooks, books of reference, scien-

, titic and professional papers and periodicals ; maps ; police utensils ; 
employment of temporary, technical, or special services, and expenses 
of special lecturers ; for the pay of employees ; and for all other ab
solutely necessary expenses, $60,540. 

l\:Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move a pro forma amend
ment to strike out the paragraph. I want to use this minute 

to call the attention of Members to a provision here that pos
sibly might escape attention. It is on line 11, page 7, "Expenses 
of special lecturers." Some of you may not know that some of 
the finest lecturers in the United States from the best universi~ 
ties come periodically to the War College and deliver lectures, 
and it is worth the time of any Member to go down there and 
hear them. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro forma amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ADJUTANT GENERAL'S OFFICB. 

Salaries : For personal services in the District of Columbia in ac
cordance with " The classification act of 1923," $1,261,340 ; all em
ployees provided for by this paragraph for The Adjutant General's 
office of the War Department shall be exclusively engaged on work 
of that office. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment: 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Committee amendment offered by Mr. ANTHONY : Page 8, line 15, 

strike out the figures $1,261,340, and insert in lieu thereof $1,331,340. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, when the bill was originally 
considered by the subcommittee we decided that the cut made 
in the force of The Adjutant General's office was too severe, and 
we agreed at that time that we would grant an increase, but the 
increase does not show in the bill, and so I have offered this 
amendment at this time. · 

Briefly, the Budget recommended about 100 clerks over what 
they have now. That is the one office in the War Department 
whose work ought to be right up to the minute, and the work 
is right up to the minute now. We believe that by permitting 
this increase, which is just half what The Adjutant General 
wants, the work will be kept up to date. 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Yes. · 
Mr. BEGG. Is the work any heavier in The Adjutant Gen· 

eral's department this year than it was last year? 
Mr. ANTHONY. No. We are acting upon the theory that 

it will not be quite as heavy. 
Mr. BEGG. Then what is the idea of increasing it about 

$250,000? Last year we gave them $1,145,330, and this year 
you are giving them under this amendment one million three 
hundred thousand and odd dollars. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This year's appropriation, as the gentleman 
knows, carries an increase due to the reclassification law and 
the bonus as well, which accounts for the difference in the 
amount. 
· Mr. BARBOUR. If the adjusted compensation act goes into 
effect it will mean a whole lot more work for The Adjutant 
General's office. · 

Mr. ANTHONY. Oh, it will strain every energy_ they have 
to get away with it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I want to add 
just a word in support of the amendment proposed by the 
cbairman ot the committee by saying that the figures which 
appear on the text of the bill are the result of a mistake. 
The committee was unanimous on the opinion that in order to 
keep approximately near the same number of clerks that The 
Adjutant General now has under the new classification estab
lished, it was necessary to increase the amount of money, and, 
therefore, I wish to add my word in support of the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. LEHLBACH having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate bad agreed to the report of the committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on certain amend
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5078) making appro
priations for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1925, and for other purposes, and had further • 
insisted upon its amendment to the amendment of the House 
and ordered that Mr. SMOOT, Mr. CURTIS, and Mr. HARRIS act as 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

'J'he message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution : 

Senate Resolution 195. 
Whereas one Clarenc.e C. Chase is, and for more than a year last 

past has been, a civil officer of the United States, to wit, the collector 
of customs at the port of El Paso, Tex. ; and 
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Whereas in the prosecution of an !nqu1ry by the Committee on Public 
Lands and Surveys of the Senate under Senate Resolution 147 1t 
became necessary to inquire into the source from which one A. B. Fall, 
ilate Secretary of the Interior, secured large sums of money at or about 
the time or shortly after he entered upon negotiations resulting in the 
execution of leases or contracts relating to the naval oil reserves; and 

Whereas it appears from the testimony taken and proceedings had 
before the said committee that the said Clarence C. Chase entered 
into a conspiracy with the said A. B. Fall to mislead .and deceive the 
said committee concerning the source of such moneys, and that pur
suant to such conspiracy the said Clarence C. Chase on or about the 
29th day of November, 1923, endeavored to induce (me Price McKin
ney to represent to and testify before the said committee that be had 
loaned to the said Fall at or about the time bereinbefore mentioned the 
sum of $100,000 ; and 

Whereas the said Clarence C. Chase well knew that the said Price 
Y.cKlnnC'J uad made no such loan to th-e said Fall; and 

Whereas the said Clarence C. Chase being, on the 24th day of March, 
1924, called before the said committee and interrogated concerning 
the. matters herein referred to by the said committee, declined and 
ref11sed to answer any questions in relation to the same upon the 
ground that his a.nswers might tend to incriminate him: Now there
fore be it 

Resolved, That a copy of the testimony adduced and the proceedings 
had before the said Committee on Public Lands and Surveys tmder 
Senate Resolution 147 be, with a copy of this resolution, transmitted 
to the House of Representatives for such proceedings against the said 
Clarence C. Chase as may be appropriate. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
The Cl€rk read as follows : 
Pay of officers : For pay of officers of the line and stat!, $30,338,000: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be paid to '.Maj. Charles C. 
Cresson, U!!ited States Army. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentueky. Mr. Chairman, I will state 
that there is a tentative agreement between myself and the 
chairman of the subcommittee. Mr. ANTHONY, that this item 
was to go over until we got to the next page, and that we would 
then treat this with another item like it together. 

Mr. ANTHONY~ I think it would save a great deal of time 
in debate if the two items in resp,ect to Major Cresson and 
Colonel Hunt could be considered at one and the same time. 

Mr. J"OHNSON of Kentucky. But voted on separately. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Voted on separately, but debated at the 

.same time, and if I may be permitted to do so now, I ask 
unanimous consent that that be done. 

Mr. WURZBACH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\{r. ANTHONY. Yes. 
Mr. WURZBACH. I think it is fully understood that there 

ar.e different issues involved ln these two cases. I would prefer 
to take up the case of Major Cresson first. At the same time 
I do not want to delay or fail to help in the expedition of this 
bill by objecting. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. As I :understand the suggestion 
-0f th-e gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AN'l'HONY], it would not 
prevent the Cresson case from coming up first. 

Mr. ANTHONY. As suggeswd, we will vote first on the case 
.of l\fajor Cresson, because his name appears first in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understand the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Kansas, it is that it all be read as one para
graph, down to line 12 on page 10? 

Mr. REECE. I object to this being r~ad as one paragraph. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman., I -do not think we ought to 

take this up this afternoon. We have done a good day's work. 
I make the point of order that there is no quorum present. It 
was understood by both gentlemen that this matter was going to 
oome up to-morrow. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman withhold his point until 
we can come to some agreement? 

Mr. BLANT()N. Certainly. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 

from Texas now on the fioor offered an amendment and was 
recognized by the Chair, as he understood. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair did not re.cognize the gen
tleman until he found out whether the gentleman in charge of 
the bill or the ranking minority member wanted to be recog
nized. 

Mr. OONNALLY of Texas. I do not want to lose my oppor
tunity to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The .gentleman will lose none of his par

Mr. LAGUARDIA. l\Ir. Chairman, as I unde1·stand it, the first 
paragraph on page 9 has been read. I desire to make the point 
of order on the proviso of that paragraph. 

Mr. B;LANTON. I make the point of order that his point of 
order comes too late. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. O~ no. !rhere has been no argument on 
the paragraph. 

Mr. BROWNE of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment which I desire to offer. 

The CHAIRMAN. . That seems to be Inconsequential, whether 
the point of order is made against It or not. It is evidently not 
subject to the point of order. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman 

rise? 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I have an amendment which the 

Clerk has at the desk. 
The CHAIRJ\.iAN. There are other amendments. Did the 

gentleman from Kansas and the gentleman from Kentucky 
agree? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with the 
consideration of the amendment I ask unanimous consent.that 
when the items in reference to Major Cresson and Colonel Hunt 
are reached that they may be debated at the same time to
morrow. 

The CHAIBMAN. One item has been reached and read. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I ask unanimous consent that debate in ref

erence to Major Cresson be postponed until we reach the item 
1n reference to Colonel Hunt to-morrow, at which time the de
bate may be at such length as may be agreed upon at that time. 

M:r. JOHNSON of Kentucky. And consideration. 
Mr. ANTHONY. And consideration. , 
Mr. REECE. J\fr. Chairman, reserving the right to object. I 

do not think it is fair to Major Cresson that this unanimous- . 
consent request be permitted to go through. I do not want to 
be captious in any sense of the word about it, but it b a very 
serious proposition involved here, and one that may have a far
reaching effect. Major Cresson's honor and good name are at 
stake and I do not think any of the rights he may have should 
be overlooked here, and I must object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is heard. 
Mr. ROGERS ot Massachusetts. Will the gentleman per

mit an inquiry? 
Mr. ANTHONY. I have not the floor. 
Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I understand there was an 

informal agreement reached tbat those two items should be 
taken together and half of the time should be controlled on one 
side and half <>n the otlwr. 

Mr. ANTHONY. It is my purpose to ask that there be two 
hours' debate, one hour to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Kentucky and one by myself. 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. My question is, whether in 
vlew of the fact that -Objection has been interposed we can not 
divide in two the agreed period of two hours, and have one half 
devoted exclusively to the Cresson case and the other half to 
the Hunt case, and have the two issues voted upon separately. 

Mr. ANTHONY. And within the hour the Oresson case be 
'disposed of before taking up the -Other? 

Mr. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I think it would be accept
able · to Members of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. REECE. That is all right. I do not wish to be under

stood as !being in any wise prejudiced against the Hunt case. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? {Cries of "Regular 

order " I] The gentleman f1X>m Texas ()ffers an amendment, 
which the Clerk wm report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 9, line 4, after the figures insert, "Provlded, That n<> part of 

the funds appropriated by this act shall be utilized for the recruiting or 
enlisting of boys under the age of 21 years without the written con
sent of the parent or guardian, 1f any, of sueh b<>ys. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I want to make the point of order on that 
amendment on the ground that it is new legislation which 
changes existing legislation. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Does the gentleman want to move 
to rise? 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the gentleman will let it go over until to
morrow I will move to rise. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Unless the Chair wants to rule 
now, 

] i.amentary rights. 
Afr. CONNALLY of Texas. 

t his particular matter at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman want to be heard on 
:\1_y amendment does not relate to the question? 

Mr. CONNALLY of Te:xas. Before the Chair rules. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas wish to 
be heard? 

l\lr. ANTHONY. On the point of order, no, I do not , except 
to call the attention of the Ohair to the fact that the ages of 
enli~tment are fixed by existing legislation in reference to 
minors, and this changes existing law with reference to such 
enlistments. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. There was such a provision carried in the. 
present bill . . This will set aside and change the substantive 
law. 

l\Ir. ANTHONY. 'l'hat is law for one year only. 
Mr. BLANTON. It is the law now; it is the law unti.l ~uly 1. 
Mr. ORA1\1TON. While it is the Jaw until July 1 It IS 1?-ot 

one minute after July 1, and this bill has nothing to d~ w!th 
the present time. It has to do with the fiscal year begmnmg 
July 1. 

·l\1r. BLANTON. The Ohair last year held that was in order. 
l\Ir. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 

be lteard on the point of order if the Ohair proposes to rule 
on it to-night. 

T11e. CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule to-night if the com
mittee wishes the Ohair so to rule. 

Mr. ANTHONY. l\Ir. Chairman, if the Ohair wishes to rule 
to-night I am perfectly willing to barn him do so, or I would 
be satisfied to have the Ohair rule to-morrow morning. 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is willing to do that, with the 
assent of the gentleman from Texas. 

l\ir. ANTHONY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

'l'be motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, l\Ir. TILSON, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 7877) 
making appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activi
ties of the War Department for the fiscal year ending .June 30, 
1925, and for other purposes, had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as 
follows: 

To Mr. JosT, for 10 days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. ACKERMAN, for three days, on account of important 

business. 
To Mr. KINDRED, for two weeks, on account of illness in his 

family. 
FIRST DEFICIENCY BILL, 1924. 

l\fr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 7449, the first 
deficiency bill for 1924, disagree to the Senate amendments, and 
ask for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent ·to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 
7449, the deficiency bill, disagree to the Senate amendments, 
and ask for a conference. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLANTON. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
there is a piece of legislation in that bill providing• altogether 
for $200,000 for certain tracts of park land here in the Dis
trict. That is a matter that is now pending before the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia, and I have some data 
against that provision, to which, I believe, if understood by the 
Members of the House, they would never agree. I <lo not be
lieve that the Senate should put such legislative matters on a 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. MADDEJN. If the gentleman will listen to me for a 
moment, I will say that if we could reach an agreement on 
that matter in conference it would not cost the Government any 
money. If we can not, we will bring it back. 

Mr. BLANTON. Then I withdraw my reservation. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen

tleman from Illinois [Mr. MADDEN]? 
There was no objection ; and the Speaker appointed as con

ferees on the part of the House Mr. J\iADDEN, l\1r. ANTHONY, 
and Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. 

report on the Interior Department appropriation bill be read 
in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 
The statement accompanying the conference report was read. 
The conference report is as follows : 

CONFEHENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 5078) making appropriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows : 

'l'hat the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17 
and 19. , 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 15, 18, and 39, and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Iri lieu of 
the sum proposed, insert "$150,000 " ; and the Senate agree 

·to the same. 
Amendment numbered 38: Tl1at the House recede from its 

disagreement to tl1e amendment of the Senate numbered 38, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 1ieu 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following : 
" $400,000 of which amount $245,000 shall be used for drainage 
purposes. but onl:r after execution by the Truckee-Carson irri
gation district of an appropriate reimbursement contract satis
factorv in form to the Secretary of the Interior, and after con
firmation of such contract by decree of a court of competent 
jurisdiction and fiual decision on all appeals from such decree " ; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

'l'he committee of conference have been unable to agree on the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 47. 

Lours 0. 01iAMTON, 
:F'RANK MURPHY, 
0. D. OABTER, 

Manauers on the part of the Honse. 
REED SMOOT, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
WM. J. HARRIS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATI~M:ENT. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 5078) making appropriations 
for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year 1925 sub
mit the following statement in explanation of the effect of the 
action agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying con
ference report as to each of such amendments, namely: 

On Nos. 15 and 16, relating to irrigation systems on the Flat
head Indian Reservation, Mont.: Appropriates $150,000, instead 
of $300,000, as proposed by the Senate, and $50,000, as proposed 
bv the House, and makes the appropriation available for " con
tinuing construction," as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
confining it to "mainten.ance and operation," as proposed by 
the House. 

On No. 17: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the House, 
instead of $30,000, as proposed by the Senate, for maintenance 
and operation of irrigation systems on the Fort Peck Indian 
Reservation, Mont. 

On Nos. 18 and 19, relating to irrigation systems on the Black
feet Indian Reservation, Mont.: Appropriates $20,000, as pro
posed by the House, instead of $60,000, as proposed by the Sen
ate and makes the appropriation available for "continuing 
con'struction," as proposed by the Senate, instead of confining it 
to " maintenance and operation," as proposed by the House. 

On Nos. 38 and 39, rel'ating to the Newlands irrigation 
project, Nevada: Appropriates $400,000, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $155,000, as proposed by the House, and 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL. inserts a substitute for the language proposed by the Senate 
Mr. CRA.MTON. Mr. ·speaker, I call up the conference re- requiring a contract \Vith the water users binding them to 

port on the Interior Department appropriation bill, H. R. 5078, reimburse the Federal Government for the cost of the drainage, 
and ask unanimous consent that the statement may be read in which substitute provides that the money for drainage shall 
lieu of the report. not be used until the irrigation district shall have executed a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- satisfactory reimbursement contract and the same .sh!lll. h~ve 
Jnous consent that the statement accompanying the conference , been confirmed by decree of a court of competent JUrisd1ct10n 
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and final decision on all appeals from such decree shall have 
been rendered. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree upon 
the amendment of the Senate No. 47, relating to the Bright 
Angel toll road and trail in the Grand Canyon National Park. 

· Lours 0. CRA.MTON, 
FRANK MURPHY, 
0. D. CARTER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. OR.A.MTON. Mr. Speaker, this report disposes, first, of 
the amendments in dispute with reference to certain Indian 
irrigation projects in Montana, on the Fort Peck, Flathead, 
and Blackfeet Reservations. In connection with these three 
items I may say that the total House figures for the three were 
$85,000, being restricted to operation and maintenance. The 
Senate figures were $390,000, of which $300,000 was for the 
Flathead Reservation. · 

On this matter, when it was pending ln the House last, before 
we went into conference, the gentlemen from Montana [Mr. 
EVANS and Mr. LEAVITT] presented arguments in behalf of an 
increase of the appropriations for construction, particularly 
upon the Flathead Reservation. Their arguments were such 
that, although the conferees were opposed to an increase for 
that purpose, and I presented such arguments as I could, the 
House barely sustained us at that time by a vote of 33 to 31. 

Mr. CARTER. And the motion of the gentlemen from Mon
tana was to concur in the Senate amendment, which was 
$300,000, twice as much as that to which we had agreed. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. In other words, we barely, by a vote 
of 33 to 31, escaped instruction to agree to $300,000. In view 
of that and in view of insistence of the other oody, the con
ferees have agreed to an amendment, $150,000 for the Flat
head as against $50,000 in the House bill and $300,000 as in 
the Senate action. The Fort Peck and Blackfeet items are 
continued at the House figure. 

I express the hope that when the authorities of the Indian 
Se:rvice come before us a year from now they can give ns a 
more thorough exposition of the facts in connection with thai 
than it has been possible for us to secure this year. The Huus& 
conferees, in view of the action of the House that I have re
ferred to, have telt warranted in yielding to pressure in this 
instance. 

As to the Nevada item relating to reclamation, the Newlands 
project, an appropriation of $245,000 for drainage purposes has 
been acceded to by the House. That is a matter which was not 
submitted to the Congress by the Budget. It was originally 
proposed by the department to use that same amount of money 
for the beginning of the Spanish Springs Reservoir, wh 'vas, 
however, not defended by the Reclamation Service as '-',u:;lble 
when they appeared before our committee, and hence was not 
recommended by us. Since then the question of additional 
drainage has come 1lp. The presence of alkali has made drain
age an especially grave problem on the Newlands project. It was 
somewhat discussed in aur hearings, and a very forcible argu
ment was presented for it in the House in the first instance b.y 
the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. RICHARDS], who has brought 
:full information to the attention of the House conferees. Asso
ciated with Mr. RicHARDS has been one of 11is constituents, :Mr. 
True Vencill, who bas snmmarized the facts with reference to 
this item Yery forcibly, and I will ask consent to extend my re
marks for the purpose of including that letter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD as indicated. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The letter referred to follows : 
MARCH 7, 1924. 

Hon. Lours C. CRAMTON, M:. C. 

House of Representatives., Washilligton, D. 0. 
• MY DEAR Ma. CaAMTON: Referring to our conversation of yesterday, 
I write to confum what was said and to furnish the information you 
requested as to the action. of our irrigation boaru with respect to 
·the manner in which its members et>ntract with the Govemment in the 
premises. 

I wish to impress upon you that "seepage water is already on the 
surface of many of the homesteads and is within 12 inches or the 
surface on a number of others. This means destruction to these farms 
unless drained immediately. When the fertility of the soil is once 
destroyed by seepage it takes from one to three years of constant, 
1rrig-ation nnd cultivation to restore these lands to their original pro
duction. An analysis ot this condition 1s that the fal'mer loses tbree 
years of time and Is unable to grow any crops, therefore can not meet 
his water payments and living expenses and would be forced in some 
cases to abandon his homestead'. 

The ponderous and expensive machinery which was used in doing 
the drainage work covered by the $700,000 contract with the Govern
ment, which was completed January 1, 1924, is now lying idle on the 
project. Farms are being destroyed by seepage day by day. The 
Government's investment, as well as the farms, is being destroyed. 
Does it not therefore seem wise to provide funds to complete this drain
age without delay, simply as a matter of good business? 

In answer to your question as to why we did not get the drainage 
movement started sooner, I find that in looking over our minutes of 
the directors' meeting held on November 5, 1923, the project manager 
and engineers were insh·ucted to investigate the n~essity for further 
drainage and esti.mate cost of construction, which '°eport I have just 
learned this morning is now in the files of the reclamation service 
in Washington. The engineers did not have this data completed until 
the fore part of January, so that we could estimate the approximate 
amount that would be n~ded. 

The follow,ing resolution was passed by the irrigation board at its 
meeting the fore part of February. 

" The livelihood. of approximately 125 actual settlers, as well as 
the investment of the United States Government, is seriously threat
Pned unless more drainage is done. Seepage conditions on these 
17,500 acres, unprotected, are getting worse instead of better, and 
undoubtedly many of the settlers will have to leave if relief is not 
afforded immediately. Estimates and plans of the work needed uow 
being made indicate that an expenditure of about $2~0,000 will be 
necessary for the work, to be covered by an appropriate contract 
for repayment provided by the district." 

Concerning the amendment added by Senator ODDIE relative to drain
age on the Newlands project, it is perfectly satisfactory to the Senator 
to substitute the amendment suggested by the chief counsel of the 
Reclamation Service, which is as follows: 

" $400,000, of which amo.unt $245,000 shall be used for drainage 
purposes. but only after execution by the Truckee-Carson irrigation 
district of an appropriate reimbursement contract satisfactory in 
form to the Secretary of the Interior, and .after conttrmation of 
such contract by decree of a court of competent jurisdiction and 
final decision on all appeals from such decree." 

In reply to your question as to how this contract would be confirmed 
by the court I wish to say that it would be, handled in the same manner 
as a will for probate. It would be submitted to the court by a petition 
from the district, in accordance with the State law. 

In the event I have failed to cover fully what you deffire. I shall be 
very glad to furnish such further information as you may indicate. 

Very sincerely yours, 
TltUE VENCILL. 

Mr. CR.A.MTON. That disposes of the matters which are 
cleaned up by the conference report. 

There is a matter which I should have brought to the attention 
of the House for the purpose 00: prope:dy making the RECORD 
in accordance with an agreement that the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER] and r entered mta with reference 
to amendments 13 and 14, which were disposed of in the 
previous report concerning· the Chickasaw, Choctaw, and 
Creek attorneys. Those who have been int~rested in tbis 
item have agreed to this: That the appropriation carried in' 
the bill, as it has now been agreed to by the two Houses, for 
the attorneys of the Chickasaw and Choctaw Tribes is based 
on the theo1·y that the 1\lcMurray case will be tried in the 
court of claims during this fiscal year and not appealed ; if 
it is not tried this fiscal year or is appealed, any necessary, 
additional expense by reason thereof will be regarded as 
an emergency and should be considered the proper basis :for. 
a deficiency to that extent. 

The principal increase that has been created fn the bill 
by the Senate is out of the reclamation fund. There is an in
crease of $910,000 from the reclamation fund in the final 
action as compared with the Honse action. The final action 
of the bill, apart from the reclamation fund or the Indian 
reimbursable items or the tribal funds-thait is, that wbich 
comes from what might be called the general fund of the· 
Treasnry-is a total of $250,353,255. 

Mr. HOW .A.RD of Nebraska, lUr. Speaker--
1\l:t'. CRAMTON. l yield, if the gentleman desireK 
l\fr. HOWARD of Nebraska. I Jnst wanted to suggest that 

legislation covering a matter of $250,000,000 or $300,000,000 
ought to be considered by more than a couple of dozen Members 
of the House. 

Mr. CRAl\lTON. I will say to the· gentleman from Nebraska; 
that the House has already disposed of the bulk of this, and 
in view of the gentleman's suggestion, I will simply put this' 
table in the RECORD. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CRAYTON. I yield. 
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l\lr. BLANTON. I want to say to the gentleman from 
Nebraska that the gentleman need not be uneasy at all. The 
gentleman from Michigan is looking after the people's inter
est on this bill. The gentleman has been able to llold his own 
with the powers that be elsewhere. 

l\lr. HOWARD of Nebras:lia.. That encourages me very much. 
Mr. CilAl\ITON. It is $34,269,554 less than the appropria

tion for the current year. 
Mr. CARTER. If the gentleman from Michigan will yield, 

with reference to what the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
How ARD] said, the situation is· that all these matters have b€len 
disposed of except three or four irrigation items that we now 
have before us, which I assume the House will back the com
mittee up in, and in those matters the House has cut consider
able off of the only Senate amendments agreed to, with the 
exception of one, and has refused to agree to two others, and 
the gentleman has receded and has agreed to cutting down the 
amounts. The only things now in question are the four amend
ments, and one other amendment which is not to be considered 
this evening, as I understand. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman from Michigan per· 
mit me to ask a ·question? 

l\Ir. CRAMTON. Yes. 
M:r. HASTINGS. Does the gentleman have the figures show

ing the amount authorized to be expended this coming year out 
of Indian tribal funds? I thought perhaps the gentleman had 
that in the statement and would incorporate it in the REdoRD. 

l\fr. CRAMTON. It is $2,173,800. 
Mr. HASTINGS. Expended from Indian tribal funds? 
l\Ir. CRAMTON. About $300;000 less than the current year. 

I will ask unanimous consent to extend in the RECORD the 
following statement and analysis : 

Interior Department appropt•iaUons for 19!5. 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

Tribal (not Indian Total, 
included reimburs· Reclama· All exclusive 
in total able. tion fund. otbers. of trib~ 

in col. 5). funds. 

1924 or current year_ $2,406, 600 $2, 609,250 $12, 250, 000 $282, 660, 759 $297, 520, 009 
Bud v,et for 1925 ______ 2, 170, 800 2,020, 950 10,856,000 259, 192, S81 272, 069, 331 
l-le1w rted to Rouse .• 2, 185, 800 1, 873,000 9, 946,000 249, 008, 96!> 261, 727, 9615 
P&.."5 ed House _______ 2, 178, 800 1, 853,000 9, 946,QOO 249, 948, 565 ~1. 747,465 
Pass ed Senate _______ 2, 173, 800 2, 246, 200 10, 856,000 251, 100, 555 264, 202, 756 
Con ference action ___ 2, 173, 800 2,041, 200 10,856,QOO 250, 353, 255 263, 250,456 

The above table and the following analysis includes the 
$1.00,000 for Bright Angel Trail in the Grand Canyon National 
Park, proposed by the House and still in disagreement as Seu.. 
ate amendment 47. 

The total expenditure authorized from tribal funds is $2,173,-
800, which is $232,800 less than the current year, $3,000 above 
the Budget, and $5,000 below the House bill. 

The total Indian reimbursable is $2,041,200, which is $586,050 
less than the current year, $20,250 above the Budget, and 
$188,200 above the House bill. The increase above the House 
figure, slightly modified by other amendments, results chiefly 
from addition of $82,200 for steel bridges for the Pueblo Indians 
and the $100,000 I have previously refel'red to for irrigation on 
the Flathead Reservation. 

The total appropriations from the reclamation fund, a special 
revolving fund set aside solely for work under the reclamation 
act, are $10,856,000. This is $1,394,000 less than the current 
year, is exactly the Budget figure, and is $910,000 aborn the 
Honse bill. The increases above the House bill are $24G,OOO 
for drainage on the Newlands project, which I have above 
discussed, and $665,000 for the continuation of construction of 
the American Falls Reservoir on the Minidoka project.· 

The total appropriations carried in this bill from what might 
be called the general fund of the Treasury, excluding those 
from the Indian tribal funds, those from the reclamation fund, 
and reimbursable Indian items are $250,353,255, which is 
$32,307,504 less than the current year, $8,839,126 less than the 
Budget, ·and only $404,690 more than the House bill, an in~rease 
over the House bill of approximately one-sixth of 1 per cent. 
If the large sum appropriated for payment of pensions is elimi
nn.ted fl'om consideration, the increase is only about 1! per 
cent of the balance. 

The total appropriations efil't•ied in the bill from all F~deral 
funds, reimbursable or otherwise_, Indian tribal funds not being 
included, are $263,250,455,. which is, as I have already said, 
$34,269,554 below the current year, uud is $8,819,876 below the 
Budget and $1,502,990 above the House bill, an increase over 
the House bill of a little more than one.-half of 1 per cent or 

excluding the fund for payment of pensions, the increase over 
the House bill is only about 3! per cent. 

My purpose in giving this analysis is not only to give infor 
mation which I think will be of interest, but also to emphasize 
how satisfactory the bill is from the House point of view. 

The statement is not given for the purpose of claiming any 
undue credit for the House conferees. On the contrary it is 
to be said that those who hav"0 charge of the bill in another 
body have been vigilant in protecting the bill against undesirable 
amendments and against increases generally. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield? 
Mr. CRA1\1TON. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Mr. OLDFIELD. Is this the bill in which appears the 

amendment known as the Bright Ahgel Trail amendment? 
Mr. CRillTON. ·That is amendment No. 47, which is still 

in disagreement, and is not covered by this agreement. It will 
be the only item remaining in disagl'eement after this report 
is agreed upon. 

Mr. OLDFIELD. Do you expect that to be agreed to? 
Mr. CRAMTON. · I expect that ultimately the House action 

will be concurred in by the Senate. 
Mr. OLDFIELD. And the gentleman expects to insist 
Mr. CRAMTON. It is not my purpose to-night to take any 

action w.i.th refe1•ence to that amendment. 
Mr. OLDFIELD. Just one further q:µestion. Does the gen 

tleman expect to insist in the future? 
Mr. CRAMTON. I will say to the gentleman from Arkansas 

that the House conferees feel very strongly with reference to 
that :proposltion~the need that there is for the United States 
to assert its c-0ntrol over one of its national parks and to put· 
that park in shape so that the public may in safety visit it 
and not run the risk of drinking typhoid water or encountering 
other dangers. We feel that the rights of the United States 
are paramount, and when clearly defined by the Supreme Court 
should be observed by all. We feel that no one individual 
whatever his station in life or official position, should be 
allowed to stand in the way of the common good, based on 
well-defined public rights. We do not believe toll should be 
collected on any road or trail in a national park, and that it 
is especially undesirable that the Bright Angel Trail should• 
remain in any ownership except that of the United States 
which owns. the park in which the trail is situated. Owner 
ship of the trail other than by the United States adfl.s to the op
portunity for private interests to defy the United States. Those 
same private interests which are now mQst a,ctiv~ly opposing 
the House action in this matter have in the very recent past 
sought to gain control of this trail, and are now violently and 
impudently interfering with proper- a.dministra:tion of the 
park. The House action heretofore taken is in the public 
interest and I feel it must be maintained. I will not ask action 
further on amendment 47 at this time. 

[Mr. CRAMTON was granted leave to revise and extend his 
remarks in the RECORD.] 

The SPEA.KER. The question is on agreeing to the con 
ference report. 

Tbe question was ta.ken, and the conference repo.rt was 
a.greed to. • 

JIM HOGG COUNTY, TEX, 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to take from the Speaker's table and consider at this tim-e 
bill S. 2625, a similar House bill having been favorably re
ported on the calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unnni 
mous conS€'Ilt to take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 2625 
and consider the same, a similar bill being on the calendar. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOW ARD of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask if the bill appropriates any money out of the Treasury. 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. No; I never take any money out of 
the Treasury. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hea1·s none 
and the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
A bill (S. 2625) to detach Ji111 Uogg County from the CQrpus Christi 

division of the southern judicial district of the State of Te;x:n.s .and 
attach the same to t:l}e La.redo dlviaion of the southern judicial 
district of said State. 
]Je it enaotea, eto., That Jim Hogg County of the Corpus Christ 

division of the .southern district of the State of Texa!f be, aJJ.d the same 
is hereby, detacb.ed ·from the said CQpPUS Christi division and ~ttached 
to and made a part of t):),e Lared9 division of the southern district of 
said State. 

The bill was ordered to be read a. third time, was read the 
third time and passed. 
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ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I.move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to ; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 23 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes
day, March 26, 1924, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE C01\1MUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 

412. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Labor, trans
mitting a list of rniscellane"us papers of the Bureaus of Labor 
Statistics, Immigration, and Naturalization which will be of no 
further use in the transaction of official business; to the Com
mittee on Disposition of Useless Executive Papers. 

413. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, trans
mitting a draft of proposed legislation "authorizing the Secre
tary of the Navy to accept certain lands in the vicinity of Pen
sacola, Fla., to assure a suitable water supply for the United 
States naval air station at Pensacola"; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

414. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, trans
mitting a draft of proposed legislation "to authorize the Comp
troller General to relieve Fred A. Gosnell, former disbursing 
clerk, Bureau .of the Census, and the estate of Richard C. 
Lappin, former supervisor of the F'onrteenth Decennil:rl Census 
for the Territory of Hawaii, and special disbursing, in the set
tlement of certain accounts"; to the Committee on Claims. 

415. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy, trans
mitting a draft of proposed legislation " to extend the pro
visicns of the national bank act to the Virgin l<:ilands of the 
United States" (H. Doc. No. 229) ; to the Committees on Bank
ing and Currency and Insular Affairs and ordered to be 
printed. 

416. A message from the Senate of the United States, trans
mitting copy of Senate Resolution 195, relating to Clarence C. 
Chase, collector of customs at the port of El Paso, Tex., to-.. 
gether with certain testimony adduced before the Senate Com-

• mittee on Public Lands and Surveys; resolution ordered to be 
printed and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. FISHER: Committee on Military Affairs. H. J. Res. 

163. A joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
loan certain tents, cots, chairs, etc., to the executive committee 
of the United Confederate Veterans for use at the thirty-fomth 
annual reunion, to be held at Memphis, Tenn., in June, 1924; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 359). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. LEA VITT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 3756. 
. A bill granting to the county of Custer, State of Montana, cer
tain land in said county for use as a fairground; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 360). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

1\fr. LEAVITT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 4319. 
A bill authorizing the conveyance of certain land to the city of 
Miles City, State of Montana, for park purposes; wit\'out 
amendment (Rept. No. 361). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

l\lr. WINSLOW: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 7015. A bill to authorize the purchase in the 
open market of certain supplies for use on the Panama Canal or 
in the Canal Zone; with amendments ( Rept. No. 363). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. VAILE: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 3927. 
A bill granting public lands to the town of Silverton, Colo., for 
public park purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 364). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

l\fr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 3260. A bill to amend the practice and procedure in 
Federal courts, and for other purposes ; with amendments 
(Rept. No. 365). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Committee' on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 7271. A bill to amend section 284 of the Judicial Code 
of the United States; with an amendment (Rept. No. 366). Re
ferred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. l\IcSW AIN: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 2319. 

A bill for the relief of John H. l\fcAtee; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 362). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 

from the consideration of the following bills," which were re
ferred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 754) to authorize the Treasury of the United 
States to turn into the treasury of the Territory of Alaska all 
moneys received from the sale of fur-seal and other furs as are 
the property of the United States of America from the Pribilof 
Islands; Committee on \Vays ana Means discharged, and re
ferred to the Committee on the Merchant :Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (H. R. 4104) to amend an act entitled "An act to pre
vent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska," etc.; 
Committee on \Vays and Means discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on the 1\Iercllant Marine and Fisheries. 

A bill (H. R. 7743) granting an increase of pension to 
William Weaver; Committee on Invalid Pensions discllargecl, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7356) to repeal a part of section 5, chapter 127, 
Thirty-ninth United States Statutes at Large; Committee on 
the Juuiciary discharged, and referred to the 'Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rule ~:XII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were introduced and seYerally referred as follows: 
By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 8201) to amend an act en

titled "An act to establish a Veterans' Bureau and to improve 
the facilities and service of such bureau, and further to amend 
aml modify the war· risk insurance act," approved August D, 
1921, and to amend and modify the war risk insurance act and 
to amend the vocational rehabilitation act; to the Committee on 
World War Veterans' Legislation. . 

By Mr. I.,EHLBACH: A bill (H. R. 8202) to amend the act 
entitled "An act for the retirei:nent of employees in the classi
fied civil service, and for other vurposes," approved i\lay 22, 
1920, and acts in amendment thereof; to the Committee on the 
Civil Service. 

By l\Ir. KELLY: A bill (H. R. 8203) to provide for parcel fee 
for parcel-post mail matter in excess of 4 ounces in weigllt; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Ily l\fr. GARDER: A hill (H. R 8204) to provide for the 
reopening of the Otoe ln<lian Boarding School, Oki.ahoma, and 
to appropriate money for its maintenance; to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By l\1r. REED of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 8205) to prevent 
the sale of cotton and grain in futures markets ; to the Com
mittee on Agriculture . 

By l\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8206) to 
amend the Judicial Code, and to further define the jul'isdic
tion of the circuit courts of appeals and. of the Supreme Court, 
and for other puri1oses; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. :l\10IlROW: A bill (H. R. 8207) to extend tlle pro
visions of the homestead law so as to allow certain ~reclit, in 
lieu of permanent improvements, for the period of enl!stment to 

:~~i~~~. ~~;:::: a~~do~e~e;·~f 0:11:1~a:;·r::~d :1~~1 1\I~:in~e~~:;~ 
of the United States; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By J\fr. COLE of Ohio: A bill ( H. R. 8208) amending the act 
of Augost 2, 1919, to increase the pay of ceetain employees of 
the Government Printing Office, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By l\1r. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 8209) to create the Inland 
Waterways Corporation for the purpose of carrying out the 
mandate and purpose of Congress as expressed in sections 201 
and 500 of the transportation act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8210) to fix 
the salaries of officers and employees of the Court of Appeals of 
the District of Columbia, the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, the United States Court of Claims, and the United 
States Court of Customs Appeals; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CONNERY: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Massachusetts favoring passage by Congress of legislation 
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increasing the compensation of postal employees ; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Massachu
setts requesting Congress to appropriate funds to -ca~ry out 
certain recommendations of the Chief of Staff of the United 
States Army made in furtherance of the national defense act 

. of 1020 ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of 'Role XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introauced and severally -referred -as follows: 
· By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 8211) to correct the military 
record of Abraham Hetrick ; to th-e Committee •on Military 
A.ff airs. 

By Mr. DENISON: A bill (H. R. 8212) granting an inc1·ease 
of pension to -Lizzie Wright; to tbe Committee on Invalid Pen-
~~& \ 

By Mr. DOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8213) granting an increase 
of pension to Jane E. Bart; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8214) granting an increase of pension to 
'Rachel Mol'll.'iS; to tbe Committee .on 'Invalid Pensians. 

By Mr. DYIDR: A bill (!II. tR. 8215) granting an inCTease of 
pension to fRdbert H. Seidel ; to the C6mmiftee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GLATFELTER: A bill (B. R. 8216) granting ·an 'in
crease of pension to Maria Heusner; to · the Committee on. In
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (.B. R. 8217) gr.anting an increase of pension fo 
Laura J. Nonemaker; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN of Iowa: ~A 'bill (H. !R. 8218) granting a pen
sion to Emma E. Blake ; to the Committee on Invalid Tensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON •of South ®akota: A 1bill (.H. R. 8219) 
granting a pension to 1Emma L. 1D-0gent; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By :Mr. MAPES: A bill (B. R. 8220) granting an increase 
•of pension l.to 'Sylvester B. "'Brott; to the Committee on In
valicl Pensions. 

By Mr. RUBEY: A bill (.H. R. 8221.) granting a pension to 
Ellen Lessing; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SWING : A bill ( H. R. 8222) ·for the relief of Robert 
C. Osborne ; to the ,Qommittee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

'By M'r. TABER: A bill (H. It. 8223) granting a pension to 
Harriet D. Rackham ; to the Committee on lnvalid 'Pensions. 

IBy Mr. WEFM.iD: A bill (H. R. 8224) granting a pension to 
William Roof ; to :the CQmmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1.Ur. WOOIDRUFF: A bill (H. R. 8225) granting a pen
sion to Fannie Teeple; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (B. R. 8226) granting a patent to the First 
Stute Savings Bank ·of Gladwin, Mien.; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1. of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
2012. By Mr. ARNOLD ~ Petition of city and district com

mittee of the Workmen's 'Circle of Rhode Island, protesting 
·against the passage of the Johnson immigration bill ; to the 
Commit-tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2013. Also, petition df sundry citizens of Keensburg, Ill., ask
ing for the passage of legislation W'hich would materially re
·tluce immigration to this country, and further asking that tl1e 
base of percentage be the 1890 census ; to the Committee on Im-
migration and Naturalization. . 

2014. By Mr. CRA1\1TON: Petition of the Business Men's 
Association, Mount Clemens, '.Mich., urging favorable action 
on the 1 bill proposing increase in salary for postal emr>lo.yees ; 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 'Roads. 

2015. '.Also, petition of the 'Parent-Teacher Association, Fair
' grove, Mich., urging 'favorable action on the child-labor amend
went ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2016. Also, petition· of C. H. King and the other rural carriers 
'Rt Marlette, Mich., mging favorable action on the Paige bill 
(H. 'R. 7016) ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

2017. By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Sherres-Glllett Co., of 
Chicago, Ill., opposing Bouse bill 762 ; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

2018. By Mr. KING : Petition of the Dorothy Quincy (Ill.) 
Chapter of the Daughters of American Revolution, in favor of 

:U'owner-Sterling educational bill, 'fireproof archives building, and 
llligratory bird bi:ll; to the Committe-e on ".mducation. 

2019. Also, petition of Colonel Jonathan Latimer Chapter, 
'D. A.. R., for the adoption of the Star Spangled Banner .as 

the national anthem of the United States; to the Committee on 
the ·Library. 

2020. Also, rpetition of Hon. John T. Doyle, secretary Civil 
Service Commission, in re Bouse bill 7 495. 

2021. Also, petition of M. C. Foster -and 30 other citizens of 
Table Grove, Ill., and vicinity, urging the repeal of tax: on 
trucks, parts, etc.; to the Committee on Ways and Means . 

2022. .Also, petition of the Association of Drainage and Levee 
Districts of Illinois, at its meeting in Beardstown, held De
cember 14, 1923 ; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

2023. Also, petition of the Atkinson, Ill., Women's Club, 
favoring the Johnson immigration bill and the Porter narcotic 
bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2024. A1so, petition of Subordinate Lodge No. 122, of the 
CroaUan League of Illinois, protesting against the passage of a 
" ·selective immigration act " ; to the Committee on Immigration 
nnd Naturalization. 

2025. By Mr. LEA VITT: Petition of Terry, Mont., Post of 
the American L~gion, indorsing the Johnson immigration bi:ll; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2026. By M:r. J\'IAGEE of New York: Petition of Secretary 
John Oappon and other members of the International Associa
tion of Machinists, Syracuse Lodge, No. 381, in favor of Bouse 
bill 2702, requiring that all strictly military supplies be manu
factured in Government~owned navy yards and arsenals, etc.; 
to the Committee on Naval A'ffairs. 

2027. '.By Mr. O'CON'.NELL of Rhode Island: Petition of 
members of the city and district committee of the Work.men's 
Circle of Rhode Island, opposing the Johnson immigration bill; 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

2028. By Mr. PATTERSON: Petition of numerous citizens of 
Oamden County, N. J., for modification. of the Volstead Act; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2029. By Mr. •PERKINS: Petition of Rev. Gaetano Iorizzo 
and other foreign~born .American citizens living in the vicinity 
of Hackensack, N. J., re11uesting the Congress · to be consid
ei·ate for Italy and other races of southern Europe in the immi
..gration legislation (H. R. 7995) about to be considered by the 
House of Representatives; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

2030 . .Also, petition Qf ,Pasquale Ciccone and others, repre
senting The Sons of Italy, all naturalized citizens of ·the 
United States and living in the State of New Jersey, request
ing the Congress to be fair with Italy and the races of southern 
Europe in determining the immigration legislation, so there 
will be no unjust discrimination; to the Committee on Immi
gration and Naturalization . . 

2031. By Mr. Sl\IITB: Petition of Woman's Christian Tem
pe-ranee Union, Blackfoot, Idaho, protesting against legislation 
providing amendment to 'Volstead Act permitting 2.75 per cent 
beer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2032. iBy Mr. TE:MPliE: Petition of Lodge August Bebel, No. 
259, s .. N. P. J., Meadowlands, Pa., protesting against certain 
proposals before ·the Congress of the United States regulating 
immigration; to the Committee on Immigration and '.Naturaliza-
tion. . 

2033. By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of Fulton County (Ohio)' 
:Board of Education, expressing disapproval of ·the proposal to 
establish a Federal department of education; to the Committee 
on Education. 

SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, Ma1·oh ~6, 19~4. 

(Legislative day of Monday, March :e4, 1924.) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration ot 
the--recess. 

Mr. OURTlS. Mr. President, l suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secr.etary will call tha 
roll. 

The principa1 clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Adams 
Ashurst 
Ball 
Daya rd 
Bora•h 
Br-andegee 
Brookhart 
Broussard 
Bruce 
'Buritum 
Camaron 
Capper 

Caraway 
Colt 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Cummins 
Curtis 
Dale 
Dial 
DID 
ID age 
"Edwards 
Elkins 

Ferris 
Fess 
Fl-etcher 
Frazier 
George 
Gercy 
Glass 
Gooding 
Hale 
Barrelll 
Harris 
Harrison 

Heflin 
Howell 
Johnso~, Minn. 
Jones, .N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
King 
Ladd 
Lodge 
McKella-r 
McKinley 
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