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The fight must go on; there can be no compromise. Whigky and beer
must stand or fall together; it is the aleohol in both that makes them
a menace to health, to home, and to all that is highest and best In the
Nation. A division of the temperance forees would.be disastrons. Any
attempt to make a distinction between beer and whisky would drive
away more voters than it would draw to the cause.

Those who have entered upon the work of making the United States
saloonless will, therefore, give no heed to the plea of the brewer and
the wine maker. The manufacture of these so-called milder beverages
have, during all the years past, cast In their lot with the distillers.
They have been gartners in a long career of lawlessness ; they have made
the barroom a bureau of information on. crime; they have clustered
about the saloon every form of vice and sin. It is late now for
them to seek an extension ol life by promises of reform or of separation
from their assoclates. ‘The entire firm of * Barley-Corn, Gambrinus
& Bacchus” must retire from business—a dlssolution of partnership
is not sufficlent. .

WILLIAM JENNINGS BRYAN.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. KExyon] to the amendment of
the committee. [Putting the question.] By the sound the
ayes seem to have it, :

Mr, SMITH of Georgia. I call for a division.

On a division, the amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

RECESS.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
take a recess until to-morrow morning at 11 o’clock.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 55 minutes
p. m., Thursday, July 5, 1917) the Senate took a recess unti
to-morrow, Friday, July 6, 1917, at 11 o'clock a. m. | #

SENATE.
Frioay, July 6, 1917.
(Legislative day of Thursday, June 28, 1917.)

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

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum. -

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an-
swered to their names:
Eal!!s

Myers Shields

Beckham usting Nelson Simmons
Brady Johnson, Cal. New Smith, B. C.
Calder Johnson, 8. Dak. Norris Bmoot
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex, Overman Sutherland
Curtis Jones, Wash age Swanson
Dillingham Kendrick Pittman Thompson
Fernald Kenyon Poindexter Trammell
Fletcher King Ransdell Vardaman
France Lodlge RReed Wadsworth
Frelinghuysen McKellar Robinson ‘Walsh
Hale MecLean Shafroth a
Harding McNary Sheppard Williams
Hitcheock Martin . Sherman olcott

Mr. ROBINSON.
Kirsy] is unavoidably absent.
may stand for the day.

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to announce the absence of my
colleague, the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY],
who is detained on account of important business. I ‘ask that
this announcement may stand for the day. -

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I wish to announce the absence on ac-
count of illness of my colleague, the senior Senator from West
Virginia [Mr. Gorr]. I ask that this announcement may stand
for the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered
to the roll call. There is a quorum present.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr.
Sharkey, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had
approved and signed the following act and joint resolution :

On June 30, 1917:

S. J. Res. 13. Joint resolution extending the time within which
the “ joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to issue
temporary permits for additional diversions of water from the
Niagara River ” shall remain in effect.

On July 2, 1917: )

S.2453. An act to authorize condemnation proceedings of lands
for military purposes.

ASSESSMENT WORK ON MINING CLAIMS.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend-
ments of the House of Representatives to the joint resolution
(S. J. Res. 33) to relieve the owners of mining claims who have
been mustered into the military or naval service of the United
States as officers or enlisted men from performing assessment
work during the term of such service, which were, on page 1,
line 10, after “ been,” to insert “ or may, during the present war

The junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr,
I ask that this announcement

with Germany, be " ; on page 1, line 12, after “ States,” to insert
“to serve during their enlistment in the war with Germany ”;
on page 2, line 3, after “ assessments,” to insert * during the
period of his service or”; on page 2, line 5, to strike out all
after service,” down to and including “ resolution,” in line 12,
and insert: *“ Provided, That the claimant of any mining loca-
tion, in order to obtain the benefits of this resolution, shall file,
or cause to be filed, a notice in the office where the location notice
or certificate is recorded, before the expiration of the assessment
year during which he is so mustered, giving notice of his muster
into the service of the United States and of his desire to hold
said mining elaim under this resolution.”

Mr. WALSH. I move that the Senate concur in the amend-
ments of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS.

Mr. FERNALD. Ipresenta petition signed by a large number
of students of Bates College, Lewiston, Me., favoring national
prohibition. I ask that the body of the petition be printed in the
gm;:tm, together with the number of the sigmatures attached

ereto.

There being no objection, the petition was ordered to be printed
in the REecorp, as follows:

To the PRESIDEXT and to the SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES OF

MAINE IN THE SIXTY-FIFTH CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES :

Whereas the attention of the country has been called to the fact that
:'tt‘];eor:glg'? food rtisenles ara :j:w A hantﬂ that.ulin vl‘ﬂtvhotithe nt:ceu-

D not only ourselves but our allies, * the importance

of adequate !‘3‘? supplies, especially for the present year, is superla-

tive ”; and
Whereas' the liguor manufacturers are now using over 6,000,000,000
pounds of foodstuffs a.nnua.llg’. enough to feed 7,000,000 hard-werking

men for the entire year; an

Whereas in the present congested condition of our shipping and serious
lack of adequate iransportation facilities the thousands of cars used
in the shliﬁ_ment uof Hquor are imperatively needed for carrying neces-

sitles of life; and
Whereas more than 165,000 men are engaged in the manufacture and
liqnor, whose labor is thus really worse than

sale of mtoxlcatlnzh
wasted at a time when men are urgently needed on the farm, in the
and Navy; and

mill, and in the A
our citizens 1s seriously affected and the effl-

‘Whereas the morale o
clency of our men both in the military service and in industry is de-

cidedly lowered by the use of alcohol; and

Whereas we are unalterab o? to an increased tax on liguor be-
cause, slnce the demand for liguor depends largely on appetite rather
than price, the burden would but be shifted to the consumer and
hhen “ turn to the suffering women and children of the drinkers’

Therefore, we, the undersigned, students of Bates College, do hereh
tition the President and Congress of the United States for the prohi-
ition of the manufacture and sale of all intoxicating beverages durlng
the period of war as a necessary and logical conservation measure,
MarioN C. DUNNELLS
: (And 215 others).

Mr. TOWNSEND presented a petition of sundry citizens of
Port Huron, Mich., praying for bone-dry prohibition, which was
ordered to lie on the table,

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First
Baptist Church of De Witt, Mich., praying for national prohibi-
tion as a war measure, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN presented a petition of the congregation
of the Whitney Avenue Memorial Christian Church, of Wash-
ington, D. C,, praying for the adoption of the so-called Barkley
amendment to the food-conservation bill, which was ordered to
lie on the table.

Mr. PAGE presented a petition of the convention of the Epis-
copal Church of Vermont and a telegram in the nature of a peti-
tion from the Broad Avenue Presbyterian Church, of Altoona,
Pa., praying for national prohibition during the war, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. HALE presented petitions of S. D. Emery and 14 other
citizens of Alfred; of the Hammond Street Congregational
Church, of Bangor; of the Drexel Biddle Bible Class, of Port-
land ; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of
Falmouth and Cumberland; of the Opportunity Class of the
Congregational Sunday School, of Wilton; of Sebasticook
Grange, No. 306, Patrons of Husbandry, of Newport; of the
Piscataquis County Woman’s Christian Temperance Union Con-
vention; of the Cumberland County Sunday School Associa-
tion ; of the New Harbor Woman’s Christian Temperance Union ;
of the Christian Endeavor Society of Woodfords ; of sundry citi-
zens of Harpswell Center ; and of 216 students of Bates College
at Lewiston, all in the State of Maine, praying for national pro-
hibition as a war measure to conserve the food supply, which
were ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Advent
Christian Church, of Bangor; of the Congregational Christian
Endeavor Society, of Holden; of the Universalist Church of
Old Town; and of the Methodist Church Men’s Class, of Fair-
field, all in the State of Maine; and of the Tristate Conference
of Social Workers, of Maine, New Hampshire, and Vermont,
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praying for absolute national prohibition, which were ordered
to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Piscataquis County Asso-
clation of Congregational Churches and of the Aroostook and

! Penobscot Union, Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, all
in the State of Maine, praying for the prohibition of the manu-
facture of intoxicating liquors from f , which was or-
dered to lie on the table.

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 69, Inter-
national Brotherhood of Stationary Firemen, of Millinocket,
Me., remonstrating against national prohibition, which was or-
dered to lie on the table. :

Mr. POMERENE. I have received a large number of letters
in the nature of petitions from manufacturers, merchants, and
professional men, all citizens of my State, asking for the adop-
tion of national prohibition, I ask that they be received and
appropriately referred. .

The VIOH PRESIDENT. The petitions will lie on the table.

Mr. POMERENE presented resolutions and petitions from
the Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church of Portsmouth, of the
Highland Avenue Friends Ohristian Endeavor Society of Co-
Iumbus, of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Gloucester,
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Clintonyille,
of the Woman's Home Missionary Society of Piqua, of the
Maumee Union Christian Temperance Union of Maumee, of the
Board of Temperance, Prohibition, and Public Morals of the
Methodist Episcopal Church, of the faculty and students of
Wooster Summer School, Christian Endeavor Society of the
Putman Presbyterian Church of Zanesville, of the First Pres-
byterian Church of Ashtabula, of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union of West Salem, of the First Christian Church
of Steubenville, Methodist Episcopal Church and Sabbath School
of Nevada, of the citizens of Vinton County assembled at Mec-
‘Arthur, of the First Christian Church of Steubenville, all in the
State of Ohio, praying for national prohibition, which were or-
dered to lie on the table.

He also presented sundry letters and memorials of sundry
citizens of the State of Ohio, remonstrating against national
prohibition, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. COLT presented petitions of the monthly meeting of the
Society of Friends of Rhode Island, of the Christian Endeavor
Soclety of Perryville, R. I, and of the Local Council of Women
of Rhode Island, praying for national prohibition, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Tem-
perance Union of Rhode Island, praying for the proper safe-
guarding of the moral conditions existing at military camps,
which was ordered to lie on the table.

: BILLS INTRODUCED, ;

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

By Mr."SHAFROTH :

A bill (8. 2552) to provide for leave of absence for homestead
entrymen in one or two periods, and for longer times; to the
Committee on Public Lands, 1

By Mr. FERNALD :
A bill (8. 2553) for the relief of Fred W. McConky, jr.; and

By Mr. JAMES :
A bill (8. 2568) granting a pension to George R. Hamilton
A bill (8. 2569 granting an increase of pension to William
E. Hayden;
EAKhm (8. 2570) granting an increase of pension to William

elsay;

‘:ﬂ bill (8. 2571) granting an increase of pension to Margaret
ng;

A bill (8. 2572) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M.

Love:

A llJlll (8. 2573) granting an increase of pension to Millard C.

eless;

A bill (8. 2574) granting a pension to Herman Martin;

A Dbill (8. 2575) granting a pension to John Magowan ;

A bill (8. 2576) granting an increase of pension to Lucy
Jane Minugee;

A bill (8. 2577) granting an increase of pension to Samuel
MeClure;

A bill (8, 2578) granting an increase of pension to Henry
McClure ;

A bill (8. 2579)
McElroy ;

A bill (8. 2580) granting an increase of pension to Albert P.

Ril&l bill (8. 2581) granting an increase of pension to Regina
oller;

A bill (8. 2582) granting an increase of pension to Catherine
E. Richards;

A bill (S.
Rigney ;

A bill (8.
Spurlock ;

A bill (8.
0. Sullivan; )

A bill (S. 2686) granting a pension to Leander Thomas;

A bill (8. 2587) granting a pension to George Troutman ;

A bill (8. 2588) granting an increase of pension to Susan I.
Yantine;
ViAkbill (8. 2589) granting an increase of pension to John W.

ck ;

A bill (8. 2590) granting a pension to Maude Woods;

A bill (8. 2591) granting a pension to Jesse Abbott;

A bill (8. 2592) granting a pension to Isaac F. Allen;

A bill (8. 2593) granting a pension to William S. Arnold ;

A bill (8. 2594) granting a pension to Ulysses S. Baird;
BIAdbm (8. 2585) granting an increase of pension to Katherine

rd; :

A bill (S. 2596) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
C. Bowman;

A bill (8. 2597) granting a pension to Green Brock;
B.ztkbill (S. 2598) granting an increase of pension to Alice J.

uck ;

A bill (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Elijah
Bullock ;

A bill (8. 2600) granting an increase of pension to Charles M,

on;
A bill (8. 2601) granting a pension to Squire O. Baker;
A bill (8. 2602) granting an increase of pension to David

granting an increase of pension to Eliza E.

23583) granting an increase of pension to Sallie
2584) granting an increase of pension to Sarah

2585) granting an increase of pension to Michael

A bill (8. 2554) to refund to John B. Keating customs tax | Beth

erroneously and illegally collected; to the Committee on Claims,
- A bill (S. 2555) granting an increase of pension to Sarah T,

Lram;

A bill (8. 2556) granting a pension to Charles E. Haskell ;

A bill (8. 2557) granting a pension to John B. Wallace;

A bill (8. 2558) granting an increase of pension to Hosea But-
terfield (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2559) an increase of pension to Nettie A.
Bacheldor (with-accompanying papers) ; :

A bill (8. 2560) granting an increase of pension to Emery O,
Pendleton (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Esburn
Nutt (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8, 2562) granting an increase of pension to Mary A.
Bragdon (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2563) granting an increase of pension to Freeman
D. Myrick (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2564) granting an increase of pension to Bennett
B. Fuller (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2565) granting an increase of pension to Moses F.
Hurd (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (S, 2566) granting an increase of pension to William
T. Eustis (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 2567) granting a pension to Lucinda M, Ballard
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

urum ;
A bill (8. 2603) granting a pension to William W. Cook;

A bill (8. 2604) granting a pension to George T. Cooney ;
DeAn bill (8. 2605) granting an increase of pension to Annie B,

I;

A bill (8. 2606) granting an increase of pension to Mary Robin-
son Dobyns ;

A bill (8. 2607) granting an increase of pension to Thomas

A bill (8. 2608) granting a pension to Henry Ford ;

A bill (8. 2609) granting a pension to William M. Graham;

A bill (S. 2610) granting an increase of pension to William
R. Jones (with accompanying papers) ; ¢

A bill (S, 2611) granting an increase of pension to Elijah
Borin (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 2612) granting an increase of pension to Robert L,
McFarland (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 2613) granting an increase of pension to Patrick
Walton (with accompanying papers); to the Committee om
Pensions,

By Mr. WATSON:

A bill (S. 2614) granting a pension to Mary E. Howard ;

A Dbill (S. 2615) granting an increase of pension to Joseph
Wolfe; and

A bill (8. 2616) granting a pension to Phoebe Morgan; to the
Committee on Pensions,
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THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS.

Mr, SWANSON submitted the following resolution (S. Res.
96), which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs, or a.ﬂn{ subcommittee
thereof, be. and bereby is, authorized dm-incf the le‘t:r- th Congress to
send for persons, books, and papers, to a minister oaths, and to em-
ploy a stennimpher, at a cost not exceed 1 per m-intad M to
teport such hearings as may be had in connecﬂ .a.ni’e
whleh may be pending before said ittee, the ,,_

be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, and that the com-
mittee, or any subcommittee thereof, may sit durlng the sessions er
recess of the Secate,

CONSERVATION OF FOOD AND ¥FUEL,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4961) to provide further for the
national security and defense by encouraging the production,
eonserving the supply, and controlling the distribution of food
products and fuel.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary lnquir: Will
it be in order at this time to oﬁer an amendment to the House
provision or should it be offered after 2 o'clock under the agree-

ment? y
It can be offered and lie on the

The VICE PRESIDENT.
table.

Mr. CURTIS. Then I offer the following amendment to the
House text: On page 18, line 22, strike out the word “or” and
insert *“or other nonbeverage purposes,” and strike out the
four words “ or of alcoholic beverages ” in line 23, so as to make
a straight prohibition amendment.

Mr. NORRIS. I should like to suggest to the Senator from
Kansas that he has the House text and that he should take
the pending bill with the committee amendments added to it,
s0 that we may know where the amendment comes in.

Mr., CURTIS. My own judgment is that it should be offered
to the House provision as it came to the Senate, but in order
to remove any doubt about it I will offer the amendment to sec-
tion 12, to strike out lines 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20, down fo and
including the word “beverages” in line 21 and insert the fol-
lowing :

Sec. 12, That no person shall use any foods, food mate

in the production of alcohol, excexgt for governmental, indas
tific, medicinal, sacramental, or other nonbeverage purposes.

Mr. KENYON. Mr, President, a parliamentary inquiry

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

AMr. KENYON. We do not reach that section until 2 o'clock
unrder the unanimous-consent agreement. Is not the question
in order to proceed with the consideration of committee amend-
ments until 2 o'clock and then to take up the special amend-
ment which was the subject of the agreement?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; but there is no objection to
the Senator from Kansas offering an amendment and having it
lie on the table.

Mr, CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I propose the follow-
ing amendment to the amendment of the committee in section 8.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be stated.

The SeceETARY. On page 11, line 21, after the word *act”
in the amendment to the amendment agreed to, insert the fol-
lowing proviso:

Provided, That if any minimum price shall have been theretofore
fixed pursuant to the provisions of section 11 of this act, then the price
paid for any feeds or fuels so purchased shall not be "less than such
minimum price.

Mr. VARDAMAN, T wish to ask unnnimous consent to submit
some telegrams from the prohibition workers of Mississippi and
have them printed in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to be
printed in the REcorp as follows:

BELzOXI, OR GREENVILLE, MI1sS.,
WasH1x6TO0N COUNTY.

or feeds
, sclen-

Benator JAMES K. VAERDAMAN.

Drar Sm: As dent of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union
of Washington County, Miss,, I write in the name of our organization
urging that you help us g:i.n ‘national prohibition as a war measure for
the protection of * our " and for 4he comservation of foodstuffs,
As you know, the liquor in erests are deing all in their power to defeat
the measure, In 's name champion our cause. For God and home

and our bnrs and native land.
Mrs. JAMES ALEMETH FINLEY,

WoMAN'S MISSIONARY SOCIETY,
MeTHODIST EPiScoPAL CHURCH SoUuTH

Vaiden, Aiss.
USITED BTATES BENATE,
Care of Senator JAMES K. VARDAMAN, Washington, D, C.:

Lnderslgned petition your honorable body to pass the amendment to
the Lever bill T-ohjblttng the use of grain for making wine and beer,
as well as whis! uring the war.

The above );vftion was indorsed by vote at meeting held under
auspices of the Woman's Missionary Councll Methodist Eplscopal Church

Rnuth. in ths%&'ity of Aberdeen, State of Mississippl, by the Woman’s

Misslonary
Mrs. T. W, BAKER, Prﬂfdiug
And others).

STarRvVILLE, Miss,

Senator JAMES K. VARDAMAN,
Washington, D. C.:
In the interest of humanity and of the Nation in time of war the
Methodist Sunday School of this place appeals for legislation against
use of grain or foodstuffs in beer and wine as well as in distilled

Ww. W, llanm:n:k, Superintendent,

STARKVILLE, Miss., July 5, 1907,
Senator JAMES K, VARDAMAN,

Washington, D, C.:
By unanimous vote of the Starkville Methodist Church we respect-
%aqum and urge your influence and vote to prohibit the manu-
and other foodstuffs in distilled liguors, beer, wine, or
any other all:nhollc product for use as a beven%ge
T, 00DWARD, Secretary.

SrAngs, OKLA., July 1, 1917,
Senator JaMEs K. VArDAMAN

Care of United States Senate, Washington, D. C.:
Ministers and former citizens of Mississippl request that you support
bone-dry feature food-conservation bill and do all in your power to
secure passage of same, Pop

N. T.

HORTER.
PEAK,
Porr Gissox, Miss., April 26, 1917,
Benator JAMES K. VARDAMAN
Senate Chamber, h’ashmylon e

e Methodists' Conference of the Port Gibson district, representing
20 000 Missi pi Methodists, pleads that you support legislation look-
ing to prohibition of the liquor traflic as a war measure.
. BHARBROUGH, President.
J D "ELL 18, Sccrctam.
BExATOBIA, MIss., July 2, 1917,
Benator JAMES K. VarpAMAXN,
Washington, D. O.:
Mass meeting Senatobia Christian citizens urge your v.;pport of bill
to prohibit manufacture whisky and beer during period oG
1LL.
DEAX.
BERNARD,
SrankviLLe, Miss., July 2, 1907,
Hon. J. E. VARDAMAYN,
United States Smate, Washington, D. O.:

ng support-of prohibition amendment to food-control bill passed

WoMEN'S CHRISTIAY TEMPERANCE UNION,
M. L. Mowrnou:xr, Acting President.

PHILADELPHIA, PA., July 3, 1917,
Hon. J. K. VARDAMAN,
United Stﬂes Smcle, Washington, D. 0.

Hearty co tulations on your telegram to Antisaloon League of
Mississip l. ou told the truth. B up yonr fight to the bitter end,
The people are wml you, and you wi

Iusma Browx.
WILLIAM ALEXAXDER Brows.

Mr. REED. I could not understand where the amendment to
the amendment went in. Let it be read again.

The SeEcrRETARY. On page 11, after the amendment to the
amendment heretofore agreed to, which reads “ necessaries as
defined in this act,” insert the following proviso:

Provided, That if any minimum price shall have been theretofore
fixed pursuant to the Nﬁprovlsions of section 11 of this act, then the
price pald for any feeds or fuel so purchased shall not be less than
such minimum price.

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

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

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

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. HARDING. I am in receipt of a series of resolutions
passed by Pomona Grange, of Delaware County, Ohio. Two of
the resolutions are so pertinent to the pending question that I
ask consent of the Senate that the- Secretary may read resolu-
tions 5 and 6.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested.

Secretary read as follows:
dxn.nn reaflirms its unalterable opposition to the liguor
traﬁc. an 15 very much pleased to learn that the National House of
Represen has so n unanimously adopted a prohibitory meas-
ure as to tlm use of grains in the manufacture of intoxicating liguors.
It hupes for speed: concurrence on the of the Senate in this war
ge also believes that such prohibition measures are
eq‘ulliyh eﬂ tn our country in times of peace. The g:lnge insists
that alluring temptations of the saloon and the bro shall not
be placed within reach of the flower of our yo manhood about to be
concentrated in military tral!;:;ing ps at various

our country. The insists tlnt it is the ?

gran,
and Nation to eradicate the saloon from all parts ef our country,
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whether in times of war or peace, as the onl
with a business creating so great financial,
the manhood, womanhood, and childhood o
recommends that the liguor now in stock in this country, which is being
used to polsonr our own people. should be taken over B:r our Govern-
ment, the alcohol extracted apd used for mechanical purposes in the
development of our country and for the destruction of our enemies.

6. In view of the ract that there have been many recommendations
for expense curtailment, and that there is dire necessity for greater
production of food products and of economy on the part of our ‘feople,
the grange calls to the attention of the blic the useless and enor-
mous loss by fire of uppml.mate‘-{ $1,000,000,000 annually, or $10 per
capita, by tobacco users. There has n much legislation and prohl-
bition against the smoke nuisance in the cities of our country and
against general imcendiarism. If it is illegal to erect & building and
then to set it afire, is it not equally wronf to grow crops on fertile
land that would produce the necessities of life, thus cutting down the
high cost of liv!nf. and then to set fire to the product raised on such
land, and to inhale the polson of tobacco and blow it into the faces of
others to be inhaled secondhand, or to chew the weed and then ex-
%umte in a filthy and unhealthy manner in public or private places?

grange recommends that the ple generally abstain not only
from the use of intoxicating liguors, but also from the use of tobacco,
and that farmers be prohlbited from using land for tobacco growing.

Mr. McKELLAR. I present sundry petitions from citizens of
Memphis, Tenn. They are very numerously signed and I think
they are so pertinent to the issue now before the Senate that I
ask that one of them be read.

Mr., CHAMBERLAIN. I should like to ask the Senator from
Tennessee if they have to do with the pending measure?

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; I will state to the Senator that they
do. The petitions are very short.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I understood that we took a
recess last night, and if the debate is to be opened up for the
introduction of such matters I have quite a desk full here, and
I presume a great many others have. It seems to me we ought
to follow one plan or the other; let them all go in, or have them
all go out. I think the Senator should withhold his request
until he can make it a part of his remarks if he wishes to do so.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to reading the
petition?

Mr. WARREN. I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Shall the petition be read? [Put-
ting the question.] The ayes have it, and the Secretary will
read.

The Secretary read as follows:

Senator K.-D. McEKELLAR and Congressman HuperT FISHER,
Washington, D. O.:

We, the undersigned, hereby petition you as a spokesman for the

geople of Tennessee to introduce or cause to be introduced, and to work

or the passage of, a bill ed to throw greater protection about the
morals of the young men of the United States who are and who will be
in the national military and naval service.

We earnestly desire that the Rraiseworthy orders of our military au-
thorities designed to create “ moral zones” about the camps be
strengthened in every manner possible. We suggest that it be made a
misdemeanor, punishable by a fine or imprisonment, or both, for an
immoral woman to come wI{hln 10 miles of a military or naval encamp-
ment, regardless of its size, and that heavy penalties be provided for
those selling liqguor to soldiers within 10 miles of a camp, and that
similar restrictions be put upon gambling and other forms of vice,

RuUsSsELL KENT
< (And others),

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, in connection with
the consideration of the amendment which is now pending, and
in line with the article which has already been read, I desire,
as a part of my remarks, to read a telegram, which is dated
at Seattle, July 2, addressed to the United States Senate, and
is as follows:

The SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES er
BENATOR WESLEY L. JONES,
Washington, D. O.:

Five thousand women members of West Washington Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union pledge themselves to ri household economy
for conservation of too({ supplies and vigorously protest against the
waste of food products of any d in the manufacture of beer and wine.

HatTie B. DUNLAP,
State President W. 0. T. U.
ELizapeTH BE. THAYER,
State Corresponding Secretary,

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I offer the amendment
which I send to the desk, to section 8. In view of the amend-
ment which has just been adopted to this part of the bill, the
language which I propose to strike out is unnecessary, and the
committee recommend striking it out.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Oregon to the amendment of the committee will be
stated.

The SecreTary. On page 11, line 18, after the word “pur-
chase,” it is proposed to strike out the words “in no case pay-
ing a less price than the minimum price, if any, fixed in pur-
suance of this act.”

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

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

sensible way of dealing
ysical, and moral loss to
vur country. The grange

Mr, SMOOT. Mr. President, I should like to have the Secre-
tary now read the amendment which we have just acted upon
as amended, so that we may know just what it means.

Mr, CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I way state, before the
reading of the amendment as amended, in order that the Senator
from Utah may understand the bill as it now stands, as to the
amendment to the amendment on page 11, in subdivision (b)
of section 8, striking out the words *“in no case paying a less
price than the minimum price, if any, fixed in pursuance of
this act,” that I have moved to strike out that portion of it
because there has already been adopted a provision which clari-
fles it, and it does not change the sense, The amendment to
which I refer reads:

Provided, That if any minimum price shall have been theretofore
fixed, pursuant to the provisions of section 11 of this act, then the
price paid for any feeds or fuels so purchased shall not be less than
such minimum price.

Mr. SMOOT. That follows the amendment which was offered
by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. KExyox]?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Yes.

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to have the Secretary read the
amendment as amended, including the amendment to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa and the one which has
Jjust been offered by the Senator from Oregon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The SECRETARY. On page 11, line 12, after the word, * depend-
ents,” strike out the words “ for a reasonable time,” and insert:

nor shall any person, firm, corporation, or association be required to
furnish to the Government any seed necessary for the seeding of land
owned, leased, or cultivated oy them; (b) in order to guarantee reason-
able prices to the producer and to the consumer, to purchase, to store,
to l.Prwk!le storage facilities for, and to sell at reasonable prices neces-
garies defined in this act: Provided, That if any minimum price shall
have been theretofore fixed, qum“nt to the provisions of section 11
of this act, then the &rice paid for any feeds or fuels so purchased shall
not be less than such minimum price.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a certified copy of the report of the Federal grand jury in
Chicago, and instructs the Secretary to read it.

The Secretary read as follows:

RepPorT OF THE GRAND JURY EMPANELED IN THE UNITED STATES DiIs-
TRICT COURT OF THE NORTHERN DIsTRiCcT OF ILLINOIS AT CHICAGO,
AT THRE JUNE TEkM, A. D. 1917, a8 10 CoNDITIONS OF TRADE IN
Foop PRODUCTS.

The grand jurors, owing to the brevity of the term of court for which
they are empowered to act and the country-wide extent of the conditions
disclosed, have been unable to make that thorough examination which
would warrant resenﬁn% indictments against individuals responsible
for the present trade conditions in certain lines; but, enough evidence
appearing to show in outline what those conditions are, and what are
the systems of transacting business under which they are produced, the
Jjurors feel that they should at least make a report to the court upon
what they have found.

CANNED GOODS.

These goods are not classed as perishable, and do not require cold
storage. Canners of vegetables usually dispose of their product by
future sales before the vegetables are grown or canning operations
begin. The goods get to the consumer through brokers, wholesalers,
jobbers, and retailers. The canners, brokers, wholesalers, and jobbers
have associations, which select committees whose function is to meet
together at intervals. The canners, wholesalers, and jobbers have de-
vised some means for insuring complete cooperation among themselves,
which results in keeplng the canner from deatlng directly with the con-
sumer or with the retailer. Wholesalers and jobbers will not buy from
canners, most cases, otherwise than through brokers. If retailers
attempt to resist the combination biy tpu.rchasingu directly from the
canner, they find it difficult or impossible to do any further business with
the wholesalers or jobbers as to other groceries.

This situation compels the consumer to pay the expense of maintain-
ing these middlemen; and in times like the present, when an unusual
demand for food prod'ucts exists and is likely to continue, these middle-
men exert the power that inheres in this system to extort unconsclonable

rofits from consumers, with no proportionate benefit to those who
urnish the principal service, to wit, the farmers, canners, and such
retallers as are satisfled with a reasonable profit above the cost.

To illustrate the foregoing, we cite the increase of the price of canned
tomatoes and corn in passing through the hands of those middlemen
during the past year:

Canned tomatoes were sold by the canners in the sprlng of 19186
through brokers, for future delivery, to wholesalers and jobbers, at od
cents per dozen cans. ese same tomatoes are being sold to-day bg
wholesalers and jobbers to retailers at $2.25 and more per dozen, an
consumers are now getting one can for 256 cents instead of the two or
three cans they got for that sum prior to this season. Cans and labels,
belng furnished by the canners, do not enter into this increase in cost
in the hands of the middlemen.

Canned corn, which was sold in 1916 by the canner fo the whole-
saler and jobber at 65 cents per dozen, is se “nfl to the retaller at $1.756
per dozen and the consumer is Pﬂying a proportionately high price.

In vlew of this situation in the canned-goods trade, and of the
existence of similar conditions in the trade in other food products and
necessaries, we urge the pa of laws to ell ate these conditions
and to reduce prices to a normal basis as soon as possible.

Furthermore, in consequence of these conditions, brokers, whole-
salers, and jobbers are in a position to, and many of them do, hoard up.
speculate in, and demand excessive prices for, these commodities; an
no doubt they are in the same itlon with reference to many of the
other necessaries of life handled by them. '




CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

1917.

4715

BUTTER. 5

Because Elgin was at one time a creamery center the people of .the
United States continue to follow prices quoted as * Elﬁd’;dpﬂm. al-
though very little butter is now made or legltimately in there.
It seems that a few traders and dealers, most of whom are Chicago
traders, take advantage of this situation to Eo to Elgin once a week
and make a few trades on the Elgin Board of Trade, and thus establish
‘a price for butter "1%1:3 dtrt‘hiosa who follow Elgin quotations throughout

e

the country. " opens at 11.45 and closes at 12 noon on
Enb%;rd(?y of each week, Practically all of the trades made on the
rd

are made by these Chicago dealers who go to Elzgin to attend
this 15-minute session. It is a question whether the Rigin * board "
is a real bona fide market for the purchase and sale of butter, it npg;ar-
ing that it is merely a place where a few trades are made as a sls
for Elgin quotations by men who are in most cases Chicago traders, who
could make those sales in Chicago without taking the trouble to go to
Elgin if their only motive is to buy and sell butter.

As shown by the minutes of the 24 meetings of the Elgin board from
January 6 to June 16, 1917, an average of four traders made an average
of less than two trades a week affecting an average of 51 tubs of butter
sold each week. As against these 61 tubs a week handled.en the T
at Elgin, it appears that during the same perlod an average of 53,000
tubs have been handled each week in Chicago. -

COLD STORAGE.

It nas been the practice of cold-storage warehouse companies fo lend
jarge amounnts of money on perishable food products, such as butter,
eggs, poultry, ete., that go into their cold-storage warehouses.

This practice leads to speculation by other than legitimate dealersi
and tenids to increase the cost to the consumer. It is the o?l.n:lon o
this grand jury that some legislation should be passed prohibiting this

ractice, and also prohibiting the cold-storage warehouses from borrow-
ng money on their own warehouse receipts on which they themselves
bave already made loans.

For the purpose of making public the amounts of food produects in
cold sterage it is our opinion that legislation should be passed requiring
all cold-storage warchouse companies to make reports under oath to the
proper !zovemmental department at specified times, setting forth in
detall all food products held in storage by them, and whenever required
.;g' do ];so] ]to furnish the names of those for whom such products are

ng held,

And further, that the perlod during which food products may be
held in storage should be limited to a reasonable specified time to
prevent the earrying of euch products from one season to another,
which practice has a tendency to limit the supply and increase the price
at certain times of the year.

In addition to the reports to the Government from cold-storage ware-
h , reports should be required under oath from all persons makin
use of rallroad ears for storage pur?cmos: that Is to say, holding

roducts on the track after a resonable time for unloading. ]

Many retail dealers in selling food products to the consumer often
continue to charﬁe high 11?:'1(1.15 after wholesale I1')1‘!1':@8 have dropped.
thereby securing illegitimate and unfair profits. It is our opinion that
some method of publishing the wholesale price of food products should be
instituted so that the housewife may be informed of the value of foods
and wiil know when she is being charged extortionate grices out of line
with the price which the retailer is paying the wholesaler,

WHOLESALE DEALERS IN FOOD PRODUCTS.

Some wholesalers and jobbers in food products urge retailers to ad-
vance prices to the consumer—advising them to put on higher prices,
which gives the wholesaler a hasis for charging higher prices to the
retailer To illustrate, one of the largest wholesale dealers in Chicago
sent out a circular fo its salesmen containing the following pamfm 8

“ Our customers, Iin particular, have very unusual profits within their
*Wili they throw them away or tuck them

grasp at this moment.

away?’

. gohhers are affected; they are financially interested. They urge
that the greatest haul yet made by the retail grocery world be con-
verted into tangible assets. Wholesale houses are not legally appointed
custodians or guardians for anybody, but they do have an interest at
thig time, one that iz defirable and that must be apparent to all

“Of what earthly use are °futores’' if the Lenefits are wantonly
wasted ?

* No man ever ?ot very far on the road to competency who was a wise
buyer but a spineless seller.

*Will the grocer who Las long lamented the scantiness of his profits
']Pft up now long enough to bring in the heaping basket left on his door-
step *

* Our representatives shonld make themselves heard at once on this
readjusting of retail prices.”

Another sent out a circular from which we quote as follows:

*“ Ralse your prices now on everything we have advised you will ad-
vance, The goods are worth more money now than they are bringing.
As soon as our prices advance, yours must. We are giving you the
benefit of our purchases 1o give you the extra profit. ou can get the
extra pries this week as well as next.”

Practices of this kind indieate the necessity of legislation which will
absolutely put a stop to the exploitation of war conditions to raise prices
to Pmt consumer for the benefit of the few who are handling food
products,

CraARLEs M. GORGEXSON, Foreman.

: I?{dorsed: Filed July 2, 1917, at — o'clock — m. T. C. MacMillan
clerk,

In the United States District Court for Northern District of Illinois,
eastern division,

I, T. C. MacMillan, clerk of the District Court of the United States
of America for the northern district of 1llinois, do hereby certify the
above and foregoing to be a.frue and correct copy of the report of the
“gramd jury to the court as to comditions of trade in food products as
same appears from the original filed in said court on the 2d day of
~July, A. D. 1917, and now remaining in my custody and control.

In testimony whereof, 1 have hereunto set mr hand and affixed the
geal of sald conrt at my office in Chieago, In said district, this 2d day
of July, A. D. 1917, E

[SEAL. ] - T. C. MACMILEAN,
Clerk,
Mr. NORRIS. DMr, President, I inquire if the committee

amendment on page 11, beginning in line 13, has been agreed to?
I desire to offer an amendment to the committee amendment,

300

11\"

The” VICE PRESIDENT. The committee amendment as
amended has been agreed to; and if the Senator desires to
offer an amendment to the amendment, the action whereby the
amendment as amended was agreed to will have to be recon-
sidered.

Mr. NORRIS. I ask unanimous consent to reconsider the
vote whereby the amendment as amended was agreed to, in
order that I may offer an amendment to it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to reconsidering
the vote whereby the amendment as amended was agreed to?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I will not object, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and
the vote is reconsidered.

Mr. NORRIS. Now I desire to offer the amendment which
I suggested the other day and which receivec the approval of
all Senators in the Chamber at that time who gave it any
consideration. Seection 8, commencing on page 10, is an authori-
zation to the President to requisition foods, and so forth, for the
Army and the Navy, and all that section down to subsection (b),
in line 16, on page 11, hias reference to the power to secure food
for the Army and the Navy, to the taking of the food, to the
payment, and so forth, for the same, and to giving the persons
from whom it is taken, if dissatisfied with the price, a day
in court. Then comes the subsection (b), which reads as fol-
lows:

(b) In order to guarantee reasonable prices to the producer and teo
the consumer, to purchase— 3

That is, the President is given power to purchase—
in no case paying,

. That has been modified ; but the subsection relates to a sub-
ject entirely different and having no relation whatever to the
Army and the Navy, but applying to producers and consumers
generally. My amendment, Mr. President, is to strike out the
letter “b"” in the parentheses and substitute therefor * sec-
tion 9,” =0 that it would be an entirely new section.

Mr. KENYON, Mr. President——

Mr. NORRIS. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. KENYON. I should like to suggest to the Senator that,
if he will read the context, I think he will discover that some-
thing more is necessary.

Mr. NORRIS. I think something more is necessary.

Mr, KENYON. Section 8 begins with the words:

That the President is authorized from time to time (a).

Those words could be inserted before the words * in order to
guarantee reasonable prices,” and so forth, in line 15.

Mr. NORRIS. I intended to offer that if the amendment I
have suggested is agreed to. That would make it complete. I
presume, however, it might just as well be offered as one-
amendment.

Mr. KENYON. That should be a part of the amendment.

Myr. NORRIS. I will offer that, then, Mr. President, as part
of the amendment, I move to strike out the designation “(b)”
and insert in lien thereof, * Section 9, That the President is
authorized from time to time.”

The VICE PRESIDENT.
amendment to the amendment.

The SeckeTary. In the amendment of the committee on
page 11, line 16, it is proposed to strike out the semicolon and
Jdnsert a period after the word “them ™ ; then to strike out the
designation “(b)"” and insert, beginning a new paragraph, the
following :

" 8BEC. 9. That the President is sathorized from time to time.

So as to read:

SEC. 9. That the President is authorized, from time to time, in order
to guarantee reasonable prices to the producer and to the consumer,
to purchase, to store, to provide storage facilities, and to sell at rea-
sonable prices necessaries, as defined in this act—

And so forth.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, may I ask if the pro-
viso is added to that?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proviso remains.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Then, so far as I can assent to it, I-
am perfectly willing to have that as a new section and to strike
it out of the section where it now stands.

My, NORRIS. That is the effect of the amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendinent offered by the Senator from Nebraska to the amend-
ment of the committee as amended.

Mr. WALSH. Mr, President, I call the attention of the Sena-
tor from Nebraska to the fact that the proviso, béing that part
of the section following line 8, will not then qualify the new
section 9. It now does. I do not think that was his purpose. I
understood the Senator from Oregon just noy to inquire whether
the proviso remains in the section. It does remain in the section,

The Secretary will state the
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but it qualifies only. what remains of section 8 and does not
qualify the new section 9, as it does in the original draft.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I thought that the proviso which was
added a while ago by a vote of the Senate to subdivision (b)
qualified only that subdivision ; but if there is any question about
that, it prebably ought not to 'be transferred to a new section.
My construction of the bill is that the proviso which was added
qualified only subdivision (b). I refer to the proviso reading:

Provided, That 1f any minimum price shall have been theretofore
fixed pursuant to the provislons of section 11 of this act, then the
price paid for any fi or fuels so purchased shall not be 'less than
such minimum price,

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, that is quite an im-
portant change. I snggest that it ought to be written out in full,
and we all ought to be able to see it before it is acted upon.

Mr, CHAMBERLAIN, Then it might be passed over for a
moment until it can b€ written out ; but I did not see any objec-
tion to transferring that portion of section 8 into a new section,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator from
Oregon that I do not understand that the proviso to which he
has just called attention will be in any manner disturbed or
modified if the amendment suggested by the Senator from Ne-
braska shall be adopted.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the only
suggestion that has been made that might make it necessary to
make another change is the suggestion made by the Senator
from Montana [Mr. Warsg], who says that the proviso which
would then be left in section 8 as it is now would not apply to
section 9, It would not be in order to amend that proviso at
the present time, because it is not a committee amendment ; but
I would suggest to the Senator from Montana that that conld
easily be met by an amendment to the text, so that the proviso
should apply to section 9 as well as to section 8. It would not
be in order to offer that amendment now, however. I wonld
suggest something like this: §

Provided, That nothing in this gection or the following section shall
be construed—

And so forth, That would meet the objection made by the
Senator from Montana, I think.

Mr., SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, the changes in this
section are so great that surely the Senator from Nebraska
would be authorized to add the complete provision; and I sug-
gest to him that we would like to see just how the whole of it
would read before we vote on it.

Mr. NORRIS,
the amendment that T have suggested, making a new section
of subsection (b), certainly wonld not have to be reprinted in
order to see just what it means; but these other amendments
that the Senator from Oregon has offered, that have been agreed
to this morning, might have to be. I have no ohjection to having
it go over. The section could be reprinted in full.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair begs leave to suggest
that if this is made a new section, it will change the numbering
«of the other sections of the bill; and as the nnanimeus-consent
agreement applies only to a certain section. at 2 o'clock the
Senate will not be considering the section that it thought it was
going to consider.

Mr. NORRIS, Let me say to the Chair that my amendment,
as 1 understand it, at least, applies entirely to a committee
amendment. Subsection (b) is a part of a committee amends
ment. I strike that out, and put in some other language. What
may be necessary later on in the bill if we should change the
section of course would not make this out of order, because it

- would make the bill inconsistent if such changes were not made,

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not out of order. 'The Chair
does not eare what is done. The Senate is to consider section
12 at 2 o'clock.

Mr. NORRIS. I presume it will necessitate, as very often
happens in the consideration of a bill, a renumbering of the
other sections, which would be done, when we got to it, by
unanimous consent.

The ViICE PRESIDENT, The question is on the amendment,

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, what is the amend-
ment?

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

The Secrerary. On page 11, in the committee amendment,
on line 16 after the word “them.” it is proposed to strike out
the semicolon and insert a period; then, beginning a new para-
graph and a new section. to strike out the subdesignation “(b)*
and to insert “ Sgc. 9. That the President is authorized, from
time to time” so that the paragraph will read:

BEC. 0. That the President is authorized, from time fo time, in order
to guarantee reasonable prices to the producer and to the consumer, to
purchase, to store, to provide storage facilities for, and to sell at rea-
sonable prices necessarles as defined in this act: Provided, That if any
-

I will eay to the Senator from Georgia that.

minimum price shall have been theretofore fixed pursuant to the pro-
visions of section 11 of this act., then the price palid tor any feeds cr
fuels so purchased shall not be less than such minimum price,

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Mr. President, I will suggest that the
confusion can be avelded if my collengue, instend of making a
new section, will simply make a new paragraph of this section.
Then everything will read smoothly, and there will be no neces-
sity of changing the number of the section.

Mr. NORRIS. I will say to my colleague that it is already
a separate paragraph, as I understand it. The object I had
in making a new section of it was because the power conferred
in subsection (b) is foreizn to and in no way connected with
the subject matter of section 8—the power conferred upon the
President to huy something for the Army and Navy,

Mr. HITCHCOCK. T do not think there will be any differ-
ence in effect if it is simply made a separate paragraph of this
section, and it will avoid considerable eonfusion which will
result if you undertake to renumber these sections. :

Mr. NORRIS. In the debate the other (lay, when my col-
league was not here, several Senators expressed a doubt as to
Just what might be done if this were connected up with the
Army and Navy power as it is now. Some Senators even ex-
pressed the fear that these purchases would have to be made
for the Army and Navy, when it is evidently the intention of*
subsection (b) to have these purchases made in the market
for the public generally, and with no reference whatever to the
needs of the Army or the Navy. My own idea is that a court
would hold that subsection (b) applied generally, just as I
think the committee intended it should apply; but I wanted,
in the first place, to remove any doubt that might exist. In
the next place, I wanted to make it more consistent.

As a matter of fact., here is a certain section of the bill that
has to do entirely with the purchase of supplies for the Army
and Navy; and tucked into that section is subsection (b),
that has no reference to the Army and the Navy, that applies
to the country generally and to the people generally, It would
be more consistent if that were a separate section. !

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think my colleague will recognize that
the second paragraph will have just as much dignity and Just
as much strength and just as much force as the first paragraph
of the section. As he has phrased it, it will read:

That the President is authorized, from time to time, in order to
guarantee reasonable prices—

Now, that has just as much force as the first part of the same

-section would have,

Mr. NORRIS. Let me call my colleague's attention to the
uext section. It starts out in this way:

That whenever the President shall find it necessary to secure an
adequate supply of necessaries ftor the support of the Army or the
maintenance of the Navy, or for any other public use connected with
the common defense, he is avthorized to requisition and take over, for
use or operation by the Government, any factory, packing-h

And so forth.

Now, that deals with the taking over of factories, storage
houses, and manufacturing establishments. It would be just
the same from a legal standpoint if we did not make that a
new section. We could tack it right on to this section. In
fact, on the same theory that subsection (b) is left in as part
of section 8 we ought to have only one section to the bill, he-
epuse the theory of dividing a bill into sections is for the pur-
pose of a better understanding of the bill and its simplification,
taking up various subjects in different sections of the bill,

The point I am making is that section 8 deals with the pur-
chase of supplies for the Army and Navy. We ought to have
another section dealing with the purchase of supplies on the
market by the President and the storing and selling of them to
the people generally. We o have that, but we have tucked it
into this other section. We have not done anything like that
anywhere else in the hill; and it is just to make it consistent,
to make it plainer. My own idea is that it does not change its
legal effect in any sense,

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

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. Mr. President, the Senator has not
added to his second section this additional language from line
21 on down—the provision making it'a revolving fund—or else
it was not read. -

Mr., NORRIS. Oh, yes. I will say to the Senator that my
amendment does not change that.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But the Senator did not embody
that in his amendment #s read. The amendment was read by
the Secretary, omitting that language providing that this money
should constitute a revolving fund.

Mr. NORRIS. My amendment does not change that.

Mr. SMITH of Georgin. But the Senator did not carry it in
his new section, and it ought to be carried in the new section.
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Mr. NORRIS. It is in the new section. R

Mr. SMITH of Georgia, Not as read by the Secretary. =

Mr. NORRIS. hTe Secretary, of course, did not read the
entire section. He just read the amendment I offered. It
does not change the language anywhere, except that the effect
of it is to make a new section. The language providing for the
revolving fund will be in section 9 instead of section 8. It
will be with this subdivision (b) as it is now. There will be
no difference in that respect.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. But is there no difference in the
proposed section which the Secretary read? He read, then,
only part of the proposed new section.

Mr. NORRIS. That is all.

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. The Secretary was asked to read
the proposed new section, and he stopped, as I heard him, with-
out covering this language in the latter part of section 8. I
ask that the Secretary read the entire new section as it will be
according to the proposed amendment.

The SEcRETARY, The section, as amended, will read as fol-
lows:

Sgc. 9. That the President is authorized, from time to time, in order
to guarantiee reasonable prices to the producer and to the consumer,
to purchase, to store, to provide storage facilities for, and to sell at
reasonable prices, necessaries as defined in this act: Provided, That
if any minimum price shall have been theretofore fixed pursuant to
the provisions of section 11 of this act, then the price paild for any
feeds or fucls so purchased shall not be less than such minimum price.
Any moneys receiyed by the United States from or in connection with
the disposal by the Unlted States of necessaries under this section may,
jn the discrefion of the Presldent, be used as a revolving fund for
further carrying out of the pursmses of this section. Any balance of
such moneys not used as part of such revolving fund shall be covered
into the Treasury as misccllaneous receipts,

Mr., KING. Mr, President, I should like to inquire of the
Senator having this bill in charge whether he understands that
the amendment offered by the committee would be an inhibition
upon private parties from selling at prices less than those fixed
by the President?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. T do not understand that it would, Mr.
President. That was not the committee’s understanding of it.

Mr, WADSWORTH. My, President, it is quite impossible to
hear, over here, what is being said. That is a rather interest-
ing question.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I hope the Senator from Utah has
not any great anxiety about their buying cheaper than the
Government does. <

Mr. KING. The Senator from Utah has a great deal of
anxiety about this bill, as I think every Senator has.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Yes; I know the Senator has a
great deal of anxiety about it, and that is very praiseworthy ;
but the suggestion that private consumers are to get a price less
than the Government gets is rather astonishing. )

Mr, KING. Mr. President, my purpose in making the in-
quiry was to get the interpretation placed upon the section by
the Senator in charge of the bill. It has not been printed as
amended, so that it is almost impossible to determine exactly
its effect; but I wanted to be sure that this fixing of the mini-
mum price or the maximum price would not be an inhibition
upon private individuals from buying or selling from private
parties at prices different from those fixed by the President
of the United States. '

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I am strikingly in
accord with the Senator upon that proposition; but I would
not be content with the construction of the language of this
amendment even by the distinguished Senator from Oregon,
much as I admire him and have great confidence in his judg-
ment. Contemporaneous construction is often wvaluable, but
unfortunately it does not very often enter into the construction
of statutes, and is not given the weight thut perhaps the legis-
lator intended that it should have.

So far as I am concerned, if this matter is to be reached and
any remedy afforded to the consumer of coal, it ought to be done
specifically by statute; but we must not depend upon contempo-
raneous construction, no matter how enlightening that is.

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

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT, The proviso of the Senator from
Oregon referring to section 11, as the Chair construes it, must
now be changed to section 12.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Yes; that ought to be changed by the
Secretary to conform to the proper section. I ask unanimous
consent to insert in line 9, after the word * section,” the words
“or in the section that follows,” so as to malke the sense com-
plete in view of the change that has been made. It makes it
refer to the proper section. *

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

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 3, to change the
number of the section-from “11" to “9”; in the same line,
after the word “find,” to strike out: “that it Is impossible
by license or by voluntary arrangement or agreement to assure
an adequate and continuous supply of necessaries” and insert:
“ it necessary to secure an adequate supply of necessaries for
the support of the Army or the maintenance of the Navy, or
for any other public use connected with the common defense,” in
line 18 after the word *“ mined,” to insert “ and to operate the
same,” so as to read:

Bec. 9. That whenever the President shall find it necessary to se-
cure an adequate supply of necessaries for the support of the Arm
or the maintenance of the Navy, or for any other public use connec
with the common defense, he is authorized to requisition and take over,
for use or operation by the Government, any factory, packing house,
mine, or other plant, «r any part thereof, in or through which an
necessaries are or may be manufactured, produced, prepared, or mined,
and to operate the same.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I should like to ask the*Senator in
charge of the bill if the word “mine” as used there would
cover the tin-plate industry. * Mine” would not cover the tin-
plate industry in my opinion, and I should like to inquire if
that industry could be reached by the word *“ factory.”

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, The tin-plate industry was not men-
tioned in the committee at all, but I think it was intended to be
bread enough to cover all of them.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The tin-plate industry is very
vital to the question of food conservation. As everyone knows,
the world has become accustomed to the use of canned food in
al} f&:rms. I was wondering whether the committee had this in
mind.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. The committee had not that partie-
ular industry in mind, but it was thought by the use of the
word “mine” and the use of the word “factory” it would
cover everything that the Government wanted to utilize for fur-
nishing its supplies.

Mr, KENYON. I will ask the Senator from Michigan if that
question would not be determined by the question whether neces-
saries as defined in the act include tin plate? The Senator will
observe the language he refers to covers only those necessaries,
and necessaries are defined in the act. I think it does not cover
tin plate.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan., I am very much obliged to the Sena-
tor from Iowa. He has given a great deal of thought, and intelli-
gent thought, to the bill. I desired simply to raise the question
whether tin plate used in the making of cans, which play such
an important part in the conservation and preservation of food
products, ought not to be specifically included in the bill.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. I should like to ask the Sena-
tor from Michigan if tin plate as ordinarily used in the form of
cans is not an iron or steel product? We find in section 1 of the
bill steel and iron and their products, copper and its products,
and so forth.

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I can not quite agree that either
steel or iron would necessarily include tin.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The reason why I asked the
Senator the question is that I thought tin was really a veneer,
and the bill includes iron or steel products. It would be impos-
sible to make tin cans without the base of the cang, which un-
doubtedly would be an iron or steel product.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. I should like very much, if we are
aiming directly at.that particular feature, to see the language
which has just been read so broadened as to include the con-
tainers of food products, inserting after the words “ food prod-
ucts " the words * and containers therefor.”

Mr, KING. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan that if
there should be any doubt in his mind as to whether the word
“ containers ” and the words “steel and iron” are sufficient to
cover tin it could be reached by amending the first section by
adding after the words * steel and iron " the word “ tin.”

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The senior Senator from Utah [AMr.
Saroor] calls my attention to an amendment recently made by
the committee in the language just stated, which, of course, does
cover cans used as food containers, that are so vital and necessary
to the preservation of food.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, in line 22, after the word “ the,”
to strike out “amount” and insert * compensation”; in line
24, after the word *paid,” to insert “75 per cent of”; in
the same line, after the word * amount,” to strike out *pre-
scribed ” and insert “so determined”; on page 13, line
before the word “ will,”” to strike out * the amount paid” and
insert “said 75 per cent”; in the same line, after the word
“ will,” to insert “ make up such amount as will”; in line. 8,
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after the word “including,” to strike out “the operation of
any such factory, mine, or plant, or part thereof”; in line 1%,
after the word “ employees,” to insert: “ Provided, That when-
ever any person or persons entitled to receive such wages are
dissatisfied with the rate of wages so fixed by the President, he
or they shall have the right to have the reasonableness of such
wages reviewed and determined by the Board of Mediation and
Conciliation created by the act approved July 15, 1918; and in
case said beard shall conclude that a higher rate of wages
shall be allowed their finding shall be conclusive in the prem-
ises, and said board shall prescribe rules and regulations for
carrying this proviso into effect,” so as to read:

Whenever the President shall determine that the further use or oper-
ation by the Government of any such factory, mine, or plant, or part
thereo!‘ is pot essential for the matlenal security or defense, the same
shall be restored to the persen entitled to the possession thereof.
United States shall make just compensation, to be demrmlned by the
President, for the taking owver, use, eccupation, and operation b, the
Government of any such factory, mine, or tphnt. or part thereof.
the compensation so determined be unsatisfae to_the person enti-
tled to recelve the same, such person shall be paid 75 per cent of the
amount so Yetermined by resident, and nh.nll titled to sue
the United States to recover such further sum as, added to sald 76
cent, wlll make upb.such amount as will be just compensation in the

manner section 24, paragraph 20, and secﬂon 145 of
the Judidal Lode. he President 1! authorized to rg}l!
lations as he may deem essential for mrryi.ng nut Pu poses. of

section, including the purchase, sale, or other (is tion of articles
used, manumt.tured. produced prepared, or mined therein, and the

plo_rman.t. control, and compensation of employees: Provided, That
whenever any tgeuﬂm or persons entitled to receive such wnges are
dissntisﬂer.l wi the rate of wages go by the President. he or

iy shall have the right to have the rmsonablenese of such

ewed and determined by the Board of Mediation and Concilintion
erented by the act approved July 15, 1913; and in case said board
shall conclude thet a higher rate of wages shall be nllowt'd their find-
inz shall be conclusive in remises, and said board shall prescribe
rules and regulations for earry?ng this proviso into effect.

AMfr. REED. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator who
is in charge of the Dbill, in view of the fact that the committee
thinks it necessary to provide a board of appeals to adjust any
inequalities or wrongs that may be done in the matter of wages,
why a similar board ought not to be created to adjust the matter
of prices in the case of a mistake being made in prices?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I do net think there was any sug-
gestion of that kind made to the committee. The proposition
was made to insert this provision in the bill with reference to
the regulation of wages, applying the law of July 15, 1913, to
the act. . It was discussed at some length in committee, and the
committee by a majority vote inserted it in the bill. I do not
think any proposition was made along the line suggested by the
Senator from Missouri about an appeal board for the regulation
of prices.

Mr. REED. T am asking the Senator not what the committee
many have had before it, but I am asking the Senator now what
his opinion is in regard to this matter? I agree it is perfectly
proper if we undertake to regulate wages that there should be
some oppertunity afforded for the wage earner to have a hear-
ing before some kind of a board, and I see no objeetion to the
one named in the Lill, but if that is to be accorded to the man
who works for wages, why should not a similar protection be
put in the bill for the man who raises wheat or corn or cotton?
Why should he be left without any right of appeal or any beard
of arbitration to determine the justice of any price thﬂt niay
have been fixed by some other authority?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Does the Senator suggest any econ-
crete proposition on the subject?

Mr. REED. If the Senator has in mind the snggestion I was
endeavoring to present, I am suggesting now something which
I think is along that line.

Mr. WALSH. Mpr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Dees the Senator from Missouri
¥leld to the Senator from Montana?

Mr, REED. I do.

Mr. WALSH. I inquire of the Senator whether provision has
not already been made in the bill for a board in the matter of

prices?
Mr. REED: I think not.
Mr, WALSH. I think there is a provision that if the party

who accepts T5 per cent is not satisfied the jury shall fix it.

Mr. REED. That is not the matter that I am speaking of.
That is where something is taken over by the Government: I
am speaking about the effect of the bill upon the prices of farm
products. I elaim——

Mr. WALSH. The bill provides for the taking of farm prod-
ucts, not from the farmer but frem others, and it provides: that
a board—namely, the jury—shall determine the price. Would
- the Senator prefer to have an appointive board to determine
the price instead of having it determined by the jury?

Mr. REED. The Senator is talking about one thing and T am
talking about a different thing. I would rather have a jury de-

cide any question for me than any board on earth. But the
proposition I am disenssing is this: The effect of this when it
is all taken together, in my judgment, is absolutely to deprive
the farmer of any free and open market for the surplus farm
products of the country, and his price will in fact be fixed by the
price which is fixed by the representatives of the allies and of
neutral nations and of our own country buying in the market
the surplus products. That, tegether with the faet that an em-
bargo will be placed upon all shipments, exeept those which
go through the particular channels jyst indieated, amounts to
a fixing of the price, and in conneetion with that there is the
fixing of a minimum price which may and may uet prove high
enough. I think those questions ought to be left to some boarl
or tribunal where there is an opportunity to be heard. That is
the reason why I suggested to the Senater in charge of the bill,
that if the right is given to the wage earner whose wages hnve
been fixed to have an arbitration, some similar plan ought to be
devised to protect the farmer,

Mr. WALSH. I was simply endeavoring fo ascertain just
exactly what feature of the bill was to be modified so as to pro-
vide for fixing it by a board. The President is anfhorized to
go out and buy and fix the price, and an appeal is authorized
from that to a jury. What is the other provision eof the bill in
respect to which the Senator feels a like amendment ought to
be: incorporated?

Mr. REED. T tried to make myself understood. The bill
contains a provision allowing the President to énter the market-
and buy, through some agent ef course, and as to that T am
making no complaint. T take it that purchasing power will he
exercised for the purpose of keeping the market from going
too low. The bill contains a prevision also for fixing minimum
prices to the farmer. No human foresight ean enable anyone
to fix that price so that it will cover all exigencies which may
arise. For instance, the minimum price is fixed based_upon an
average crop, yet it may transpire that there is only half a
crop, in which event the minimnm price will be of no use what-
ever. That is one thing that I think is entitled to be considered.

The other proposition that I submit is that there are within
the bill provisions which I think amount to an absolute control
of the farmer's prices found in the fact that an embargo can be
declared, and it is understood that one will be deelared. That
takes away the foreign market, the market for the entire sur-
plus of farm products.

In addition to that the products sold to the allies are now to
be marketed through a common agency; and it is understood
that some common agency will probably purchase all of the
goods that are to be shipped abroad, whether to the allies or to
neutral countries., If that board or agency should fix a price
which is too low, it inevitably would result injuriously to the
farmer, because, of course, the price paid for the surplus must
affect the whole of the crop.

The question I am now asking is, Whether, if we are going
to safeguard the wages of labor—and I agree that is preper—
there ought not to be some board te which the producer might
appeal for a rectification of prices which may be fixed in the
manner I have indicated? I think that is worthy of considera-

tion.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I want to submit a few observa-
tions——

Mr. FLETCHER. Will the Senator allow an interruption
for me merely to submit an amendment to the revenue bill and
introduce a few other hills to be printed?

The VICE PRESIDENT. That would be in violation of the
rule, and the Chair is compelled to enforce the rule. The Sena-
tor having the floor may not be interrupted for the purpose of
introducing bills or making reports other than conference
reports.

Mr. FLETCHER. With the consent of the Senator having
the floor, I suppose it could be done, for it has been done all the
time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is compelled to enforce
the rule, regardliess of the action of any Senator.

Mr. FLETCHER. I am perfectly willing that the rule shall
be enforced. I only hope it will be enforced as to others as well
as myself,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has been trying to en-
force the rule now for two months.

Mr. BORAH. Mpr. President, I desire to submit some observiu-
tions on what is known as the Pguor amendment, or section
12, of this bill before we come to a vote upon it. I shall not
pause, Mr. President, to discuss any legal question which may be
involved in the amendment. If there be a constitutional or
legal question invelved in it, it is the same that is involved in
the entire measure. The amendiment adds no new legal propo-
sition to the bill, and any observations which I have to make
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upon that question will be made in connection with the legal
question which may be involved in the measure as a whole.

I do not support section 12 because of the fact alone that
it is a food-conservation matter. I have no doubt that it is an
important food-conservation measure; but that is not solely my
reason for supporting it. I snpport it also because I look
upon it as a conservation measure relating to human efficiency
and to human life. The two propositions, to my mind, are inter-
twined and interlaced and inseparable. It might be said that
the food-conservation question carries with it all others; and
if so, one could well say that he supports it for that reason
alone; it relates not only to the question of the conservation of
food but it relates also, in my opinion, to the gquestion of effi-
ciency of the human system and the conservation of human
energy.

Mr. President, a few years ago in a western State, during
some labor troubles, it became necessary to invoke martial law.
Martial law was invoked and extended over a very large portion
of the State, a portion of the State in which thousands of men
were in the employ of mine operators and of other owners of in-
dustries. It was a very extraordinary situation, one in which
riot and crime for a time held almost complete sway. Before
those who had charge of the situation could even begin to re-
store order and law it became necessary to close the saloons and
drinking places in that distriet, and, under the authority of mar-
tial law, every saloon and every place where intoxicating liquors
were sold or could be had were closed. They remained closed,
and the prohibition of the sale and of the drinking of liquor
remained in force for many months.

I had an opportunity to observe personally the effect of that
upon that entire district, upon the workingmen in the
upon the industries, and upon the efficiency which it brought to
labor. The homes underwent a change which it would be very
difficult for language to portray. When night came the labor-
ing man did not remain at the saloon or upon the streets, but
he went to his home. When Saturday night came he did not
spend the evening in the saloon, but he returned to his home
and took his week’s pay with him. When he left his home upon
Monday morning it was an entirely different home to what he
had been in the habit of leaving while the saloons were open.
The transformation was simply marvelous.

It is true that there were some complaints at times, but it
was not long until all, both those engaged in toil and those em-
ploying labor, renlized the beneficial effect of it.

The experience which we had there in the few months while
those saloons were closed was one of the most potent factors im
the cause of absolute prohibition in that State. I had not my-
self prior to that time been what you would call a radical advo-
cate of the prohibition cause. but I became so by reason of my
opportunity of witnessing with my own eyes the effect upon the
labor world of taking liguor out of the laborers’ lives. It was
not by reason of any theory, but by reason of example, as to the
effect of which and the importance of which and the significance
of which there could be no doubt.

I think I shall recall another instance. A few years ago one
of the great timber syndicates purchased an exceedingly large
tract of land in a Western State. and determined to erect in the
midst of it what was then to be the largest sawmill in the world.
They were practical business men ; they had no fads or fancies,
and no theories about prohibition, but they consulted their at-
torney as to how they could protect their plant in that State,
which was then not “ dry.” They did it as a business proposition,
for the purpose of protecting them against injury and damage
suits, and for the purpoese of insuring efficiency among their men;
simply, if I may use the phrase, as a cold business proposition,
the same as they had put their money into timber and for the
same reason that they were sawing it into lumber., After con-
sultation with their attorney it was determined, as they were
the owners of the land for miles about, they wmlld not sell it at
all, but that they would lease it for 99 years, with a forfeiture
clause in case of the sale or the use of liguor upon the premises.

The result of it was that they dedicated that large body of
land, or that large space of country, in the midst of what was
then an *“open” State to prohibition. It became the most per-
fect hive of indnstry that it has ever been my privilege to see.
There never has been a strike in the institution, and T am told,
although it is an organized town, now having a population of
some seven or eight thousand. that there has never been what
is sometimes called a professional agitator in the town for any
length of time. I made it my business upon one oceasion while
there to visit the homes of the workingmen who were in the
employ of this great institution, and T was only confirmed in
my hitherto formed opinion as to the desirability of eliminating
the liguor traffic in its entirety from the labor world; that it
not only brought efficiency and greater service to the employer

but it was of incalculable worth to the employee. It resulted
in building up a different kind and a different class of homes;
it gave the community happier families, better clothed and
educated children,

These observations, Mr. President, lead me to say, in support
of this amendment, that it is not a question alone of conserving
food; it is a question of building up efficiency and conserving
and utilizing man power not only for the purpose of war but
for the great industrial strife which will come when this war
shall have closed.

I feel, sir, that a vast amount of this day dreaming, in which
we are indulging, as to what will be the attitude of this Nation to-
ward this or that nation, and all the nations toward other nations
when this war closes, will be dissipated within a few years after
the war shall have ceased. and we will witness again, if the
human family continues to be in the future what it has been in
the past, the same tremendous strife for industrial supremacy,
only a thousandfold stronger, when the organization which has
followed as the result of this war is considered. In that great
industrial contest, in that great strife, I am just as anxious to
see the American laboring man rid of this great evil as I am at
this hour when his efficiency and his strength may be necessary
for the preservation of his country.

Mr, President, a short time ago martial law was declared in
a part of Montana; and the same thing followed with refer-
ence to prohibition of liquor in that State, which at that time
was not “dry,” as in the cases to which 1 have referred.

I have not the fizures before me. 1 heard the fizures stated,
however, by the able Senator from Montana [Mr. WarsuH] a
short time ago as to the decrease in the number of injuries
and in the number of deaths which resulted in the mines during
the time when the yse of liguor was entirely prohibited among
the people; and, wh I am unable now to give the fizures, they
struck me at that time as being most extraordinary and excep-
tional. They teach a lesson which ought to nerve every law-
maker to do his duty in this hour. They tell us a tale that
ought to make every friend of labor put aside once and for all
this cownardly, cruel plea that to leave the liquor traffic in t.ha
open and practically free is to favor labor.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho par-
don an interruption?

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

Mr. BORAH. Yes; I yield.

Mr. KING. I wish to supplement what the Senntor from
Idaho is saying by stating that I had occasion recently to make
some investigation in the State of Arizona as to the inereased
efficiency of the laboring man in the mines and the fewer aceci-
dents since prohibition went into effect in that State, and my
obseryations are-in accord with the statement just made by the
Senator from Idaho. :

Mr. BORAH. I thank the Senator. The Statistical Abstract
of the United States shows that during the year 1913, 25.000
men suffered such accidents in the industrial field as resunlted in
death in the United States alone, nof inctuding railroad acci-
dents, and that during that year 700.000 men were injured in
such a way as to be temporarily, and in some cases permanently,
incapacitated.

Mr. President, if it be true, ns has been demonstrated, I think,
in the incidents related in a small and circumseribed way, that
one of the contributing causes to these aceidents, which are so
numerous, resulting in the death of 25.000 men in one year and
the injury of 700,000 others—if it be true that liguor is one of
the great contributing causes, it occurs to me that we can well
base our support of this amendment upon other propositions
than that of mere fond conservation alone.

I referred yesterday to an article printed a few davs ago
purporting to state the results of limited prohibition in England
during the war. The article purports to come from a member
of the commission which is charged with that matter in Eng-
land. He says:

Great economles have been effected by the restrictive measures
adopted and great things have been accomplished in the release of man
power for the war and the increase of efficiency in all activities. Fur-
ther restrictions are almost certain to come soom, nnd it ls a safe
prophecy that eventually total prohibition will be voted,

Further quotlng. he says:

Before the war 34,000,000 standard barrels of beer had been brewed

. & supply just about sufficient to meet the demand., The Asquith

vernment passed the restricting act cutting the brewing outpur to

,000,080 barrels, When-the new gowmm?at was formed the output

was cut to 18,000,000 barrels, and then to 10,000,000, This dates

from April 1, and the output inclundes t ;{)%Ig to the military forces.
In grain this means a saving of over 1 tons yearly.

February 20 last lm order was issued stnp;:imz the maltlng of
hl.rley. Now, there is imported barley used in brewing. The
brewers are m;tng the stmks of barley already maited before February,
and thm win !ast them u.ntil next autumn. ) 3 0
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The results of this restriction are conclusively shown in the decrease
in the numboer of convictions for drunkenness. In greater London and
36 boroughs in England and Wales, with a population of over 100,000
each, there were 118,267 convictions in 1913 and 52,783 in 1916. Ot
these 98,115 were men and 28,352 were women in 1918, and 386,711 men
and 13,672 woemen in 1916. In Glasgow there were 5,863 convictlons
during the first four weeks of 1915 and 3,153 for the same period in
191’% Deaths due to alcoholism in England and Wales decreased from
1,831 in 1913 to 953 in 1916,

Mr. REED. Mr. President——

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Missourl.

Mr. REED. I call the Senator’s attention to an article in
the Washington Post which I think perhaps might be considered
along with the figures he has just given. It is very short, and
I will read it.

Loxpox, July &, 1917,

Andrew Bonar Law, chancellor of the exchequer, announced in the
House of Commons to-day that the Government had decided to permit
the brewing doring the quarter endin‘g September 30 next, of an addi-
tional amount of beer not exceeding 333 per cent of the amount already
allowed for that quarter.‘

This action, he said, was taken owing to the greater consumption
during the summer months and the difficulties caused by shortage in
Lurge ctmgltera of population and in the counties where crops are

arvested. -

I was just wondering why they ordered more beer under the
circumstances that the Senator has described.

Mr. BORAH. Possibly for the same reason and under the
same influence that the Senate will adopt this amendment
offered as substitute for section 12 of the House bill,

I read further:

The Ii?uar board in its latest report says: “‘There has been a heavy,
rapid fall In convictions for drunkenness ‘which, following upon tha
operation of the board's earlier orders, has been again consistently
maintnined. Incidentally, it ma{ be noted that this fact goes far to
invalidaute the suggestion that the sudden fall in the convictions for
drunkenness in the areas mentioned have been largely due to the
withdrawal of men for the army.

CONVICTIONS OF WOMEN DECREASE,

' “ Conflirmatory disproof of this suggestion has also been found in
fignres of the convictions of women, which had decreased nearly in
the same ratio as the convictions of men. It is %rntirglng also to
observe that the predictions of reaction have been falsified and, speak-
ing generally, the decrease of the convictions in the areas scheduled
more than a year ago or 18 months ago has been well maintained and
in many instances has progressed appreciably.”

There is more to this article, Mr. President, which I will ask
to have inserted in the Recorb.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RoeiNsox in the chair).
Without objection, leave will be granted The Chair hears no
objection, and it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows: -

The liguor board denies the statement that drinking in the home has
increa s'nce the restrictions were placed on publie houses, and has
examined many allegations to this effect and invariably found that few
have been substantiated by facts. On the other hand, medical officers
and health officers report that home drinking is decreasing.

* - L -

- L -

MINERS' VIEW OF PROHIBITION.

Here is another side. The secretary of the Northumbrian miners
gaid : * We have been told the Government is afraid workingmen would
resist prohibition. That might be true in times of peace and even in
time of war were our foodstuffs abundant, but to suggest that work-
ingmen faced with a choice such as they now face between beer and
bread would choose beer is such a reflection on the character and in-
telligence of the workingman that I for one repudiate the suggestion.

“The great majority of workingmen lke their glass of beer and
whisky, and some of them sometimes take more than is good for them,
But make no mistake, when the pinch of hunger comes and their wives
and children have to go on short food beer will have to go without any
question whatever.”

Mr. BORAIH. I also ask to have inserted in the REecorp a
letter which I have from Camden, N. J., the portion of it which
I think is proper to go into the REcorb. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, leave will
be granted. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered.

The letter is as follows:
JUXE 29, 1917.

MY Dear SENXATOR: Camden has 500 acres under cultivation in
10,000 city gardens in order to increase the world's store of food. Hun-
dreds of people in this city are now already underfed because of high
prices, and unless every available pound of foodstuff is conserved for
the winter's supply the home guards of our cities will have to guell
food riots before another crop is gathered. x

It would be biting irony to allow foodstuff to be wasted in manu-
facturing that which men use to unleash the animal within them when
the urgency for ils conservation is so great and the need to keep the
passions. strictly under the control of reason i so urgent, . And it
would eternally blot American atstasmanshg; to continue such manu-

tured waste in the face of the threatened food shortage, which our
brave boys, my only son among them, may find the only unconguered
enemy which muav ring defeat and disaster upon them and the cause
for which the ght. hen they left home and native land to help
make the world safe for democracy they looked to those in authority to
make fighting safe for them.

In the name of God and the country, and for the sake of our sons
on foreign soll as well as the crouching poor, I ask that you favor the

prohibition of the use of all foodstuff in the manufacture of intoxl-
cants for the period of the war. Grapes can be profitably used in grape

uice.
With best wishes, I am, trustingly, :
Yours, for humanity, Zep H. Corp,

Execcutive Secretary.

Mr. BORAH. I ask permission also to insert as a part of
my remarks a very powerful editorial from the North American,
The editorial referred to is as follows:
[From the Philadelphia North American,]
LIQUOR'S FIGHT FOR LIFE.

In his discussion the other day of liquor in relation to the national
defense, Prof. Irving Fisher remarked that it was *“nip and tuck”
with the question in Washington. * Every day,” he said, “ I find that
thg situation has mysteriously shifted.”

The aptness of the comment will npiaeal to every observer. On June
4 the rum interests won a substantial victory when the Senate Com-
mittee on Finance, in order to sidetrack the general demand for com-
glete prohibition durlng the war, recommended the levying of prohibi-
ive taxes merely upon distilled spirits, leaving the beer and wine
industries untouched. On June 23 the House, with only five negative
votes, passed the food-administration bIll, including these two drastic
amendments : Absolutely prohibiting the use of food materials in the
making of any alcoholic beverages during the war, and anthorizing the
President to commandeer the present stocks of distilled liquors.

As we have often remarked, there has never been a change in Amer-
ican public affairs comparable in force and rapidity to the progress of
the war uagainst liquor. * Despite the efforts of the liguor interests
and the q;ollt!cal machines,” we eaild eight months ago, * this question
has quietly and irresistibly thrust itself into the forefront of our pub-
lic affairs, there to remain until it is settled and settled right.” wo
years before that we declared that it was even then * the grentest
single issue of the day.” It Is still the overshadowing problem of
legislation, for it has me vital in the program which means na-
tional defeat or victory, and it is forcing its way to settlement over
the desperate defense of the liquor interests and the tacit opposition of
the administration Itself,

Expulsion of the liquor evil -from American life has long been in-
evitable. During many years moral sentiment built up against it a
steadily increasing pressure of condemnation, but when to this was
added the force of economic and scientific testimony, impressed upon
the public mind in the records of actual experience, the combination
was irresistible. At last November’'s election 4 States voted them-
selves dry, making 24 in all, and the achievement of a rum-free Nation
was only a question of time. .

Enormous impetus had been added to the movement, of course, by the
convincing lessons of the war, In the supreme test of human efficlency
and endurance the nations learned that they could not defend them-
selves, could not survive the implacable ordeal, while their vigor and
thelr résources were depleted by dlcoholic indulgence, The conviction
already reached by the majority of Americans galned unnumbered ad®
herents because of the demonstration in Furope that enslavement to
drink meant national enfeeblement and military disaster, '

Then, with the entrance of the United States into the c.'m::ﬂi.cf.f came
the final and unanswerable argument—the world-wide shortage of food,
the imperative need that the American people conserve the supplies
which alone can overcome che deficiency, and the urgent command to
eliminate every wasteful practice, even to the revolutionizing of the
diet and kitchen economy in the American household, The issue had
become * bread or booze,” and from the time that was made clear the
jndsgment of the Nation was sure.

o long ago as January, 1914, a constitutional amendment providing
for national prohibition won a ority in the House, although less
than the necessary two-thirds. - But it was the proof which the war
ﬁwe of alcohol's dmﬂeninﬁ and debauching effects which put behind

e prohibition movement its strongest single influence. t the last
nationa. electlon it not only swept four States, but was potent in chang-
ing the pelitical map in many others, hquor Members of Congress and
liquor governors and legislatures being displaced.

All the adroit mancuvering of the rum interests and their allles conld
not keep tne issue from challenging the ensulng Congress, and prohibi-
tion won two notable victories—the District of Columbia was made dry
and the shipment of liguor and the maliling of liquor advertisements into
prohibition States was made unlawful after July 1 next.

No sooner had the present session begun than the question became

dominant again The House Democratic caucus declared for national
prohibition, but reversed the action in one of those * mysterious shifts,”
this one being due to a plea that the administration should initiate such
legislation. e Senafe went through a similar contradictory pro-

cedure, adding to the esplonage bill, and later ellminating, a provision
forbidding the use of food in liguor manufacture.

These checks seemed only to invigorate the purpose of those who
wanted the Nation to fight with unimpaired strength, and they kept up a
* drumfire " of antirum bills, resolutions, and amendments under which
the liguor defenses began to crumble, No important bill reached the
floor without a determined attempt to fasten upon it some sort of rider
that would free the Natlon's energies from the hampering evil,

One by one these projects were struck down, not so much because of
the liquor lobby's persistent efforts as because of the disfavor of the
administration. President Wilson and his subordinates studiously
avoided any indorsement of war prohibition, and their attitude was so
well understood that even Democratic leaders who were for the prin-
ci})le—surh as Chairman LEVER, in charge of the food-administration
bill—discouraged the movement as thmtm!n;,v harmony. ol

But against the overshadowing fact of the food shortage, emphasized
in countless official utterances anid news n-%orm. all these adverse forces
were powerless. President Wilson, Cabinet members, crop experts, and
other well-equipped persons conducted a nation-wide campaign to con-
vince the people that this country faced an alarming deficlency in-food-
stuffs; that America, even at the cost of privation, must sustain its
allies ; that unless production were increased enormously and wasteful
methods in distribution and consumption corrected, conditions would
become serious, even critical.

The campal was a brilliant success. Never were Amerlcans so
rapldly or so thoroughly convinced of anything as they were that food
was insuflicient and misuse of it threatened dire consequences. Waste,
in particular, became a prominent theme ; and when powerful officlal dis-
courses were delivered upon kitchen inefficiency, cheaper standards
of diet and the necessity for using as food materials commonly discarded
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as ;:m;hatga. public scrutiny of the far-reaching qﬁestion of waste be-
came intent. .

Then some one said * bread or booze?" and started a prairie fire.
Americans were ready to admit that they should eat less and modify
their tastes in dlet and watch their potato parings, but there was no
way of estimating such savings; and before their eyes they had, in a
gingle item, the diversion of mearly 100,000,000 bushels of every

ear from food to ln:oxicaﬂnﬂquor—n.ooo,ooo loaves of md"
ept from the tables of the erican people, with * war bread
food cards threatened. &

In vain the liguor interests pleaded that theirs was a * gll;lmt indus-
try, and that it must help to pay for the war, and that any event
the grain used to make booze was only a minute part of the total yield,
Too leng they had boasted of their stupendous services to culture—
how they used tFra[n equal to the entire crop of Maine, nnecticu
Delaware, Nevada, New Mexico, and WyomlnF: how they guaranteed
prosperity to 300,000 farmers; how their shipments amounted to 2j
per cent of the railroad trafic furnished by all manufacturing induos-
tries, The people remembered arguments and refused to consider
the wasting of 100,000,000 bushels of cereals and thousands of tons of
sn{ar products ** negligible.”

So the liguor men concentrated on Congress, and three weeks ago
rofitable compromise in the Benate com-

th xulted in having won a
Tree ¥ prohibitive taxation and
making

mittee’s plan to stop the distillery business
continue the far greater consumption of foodstuffs in

beer.

But this device was ineffective, and once gnore the advocates of
liquor betrayed themselves, They urged veh ntly that it would be
fatal to prohibit the manufacture of wines and beer, because there were
nearly 300,000,000 %alloas of spirits in_bond which would take the
place of the * harmless™ beverages. “ You will force the man who
wants a glass of beer to drink whisky,” they said. * Yon will make
moderate drinkers drunkards.” Whereupon the Pmrﬂe replied that the
logical and necessary course was to eliminate both ngenﬁ which th
are about to do, uniess the overwhelming declsion of the House shoul
be defied by the Senate or blocked by administration influence.

Last Saturday's action shows that this has become a fight to the
death. Every compromise scheme was voted down, the administration
proposal leaving the matter to the discretion of the President, the ex-
emption of beer and Hght wines, and the substitution of halfway regu-
lations, Special privilege for the breweries was defeated by a vote of
124 to 124, A motion to strike out the prohibition clause was lost,
152 to 136. The administration's discrotloner}g section was displa
132 to 114. And in the end the vote was 865 to O for the food bi
with the provision, * No ?amn ghall use any foods, food materials, or
feeds in the production of aleoholic beverages.” In addition selzure of
di=tilled spirits now available was authorized,

A desperate drive is onder way to swing the SBenate ug:lnst this de-
cisive judgment, but in that body there has been from the beginning a
utro:g section of opinlon for war prohibition, and It will not grow
wenker,

And the great change, if it becomes effective, will not be temgurarr.
As a fact, it is not prohibition for the term of the war that the rum
interests fear most: it 18 the overpowering demonstration which that
would give to the moral and economic and financial gain to be derived
fromy final extinetion of the liquor. traffic. As Fisher said:
“When 80 per cent of our national area, 60 per cent of our population,
the National Capital, and the Army and Navy are under prohibition,
tt seems the logical thing to make it nation wide.,” And no less I.ogica.i
to make it permanent.

Ligquor stands condemned by moral sentiment. by economic "ﬁe'
rience, by sclentific knowledge, and by the relentless test ‘of the Na-
tion's need in war. Let the people once become habituated to the
beneflts of a salooniess nation and it will be impossible to revive the
evil system after ?@nw comes, when the flerce competition of the re-
Jensed nations will demand from the people of this country intense
applieation and a standard of efficiency which will telerate no such
worthless and wasteful indulgence,

Mr, BORAH. 1 desire to eall attention briefly to an article
in the Atlantic Monthly by the dean of the College of Agricul-
ture of the University of Illinois, touching directly upon this
qups}:[nn of foud conservation. The article says, in the be-
ginning: i

liecause figures are such treacherous factors in all discussion, and
becanse statements so conflicting have been gnh‘l!ﬂht‘d. it may be well
to remark in advance that all estimates of the grain supply are based
vpon the latest reports of the International Agrieultural Soclety of
Rome, the hightest existing authority on world production. As the
ylelds given are for cleaned wheat or for fdour In terms of wheat,
they are § to 10 per cent lower for that particular grain than are
other figures frequently published. §

The figures giving the amount of grain consumed {n the manufacture
of liguors are taken from am unsigned article on “Agriculture and the
liguor industry,” appearing in the yearbook of the United States
Brewers' Association for 1914, Imasmuch as the purpose of the
article in gnestion was to show how Important to farmers Is this form
of consumption. the fignres may be assumed to be authentic, while
the source of information can not be questioned. .

Further. it says:

When !ast season’s crop 's compared with the average for the five
years before the war it is found to be fully 200.000.000 bushels short—
an illustration of the fact that variations as high as 25 per cent may
be due to season alone.

* = ST = - . T e

These declines may well cause alarm, for they can nol easily be re-
covered In countries engaged actively in war, with a large proportion
nf the population withdrawn from industry, especially where the usual
supply of fertilizers is unobtainable, either because of lack of trans-
portation or becavse of shortage in materials. The world's wheat sup-
ply. therefore, must be written down as permanently unsatisfactory
during snd for a considerable period after the war, except as America
may he able notably to increase her production.

. B - - » . L] -

The yearbook ecited gives the consumption in the form of dollars,
based vpon the average farm values as determined by the United States
Department of Agriculture, Computing backward from these prices
for the peried In gquestion, the consumption in bushels is as follows:

wine and
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Fermented.| Distilled. Total.
BAIIEY cevaernnnansanssnssanesensassernsennnss] 06,803,882 | 6,057,646 | 102,861, 528
eeesmmssvaseasenesoneeense sl 22" 655,260 | 22,087,756 | 44,743,016
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Wheai. 1,036, 557 287 | 1,049,304

Here are nearly 156.000,000 bushels of grain removed from the food

supply. Prodigious as these figures are. and while they cover 58 per
cent of all the ley raised in the United Btates and over 17 per cent
of all the rye produced. they account for less than 2 per cent of the

corn crop and onl uue{u{hth of 1 per cent of the wheat, Does the
use of this amount of grain for brewing, therefore, mean a consump-
tlrot;i mt_f'lcienu_v serious to attract attention from an economic point
o ew

Measured against the tremendous total of the grain crops of the
United States, this amount seems insignificant. PBut in cases of this
kind it is not totals but margins that must be considered. In the

t of a big business, for example, any s'ngle item seems negligihle
when compared with the total; but that total is made up of many
items, most of which are fixed charges against the business, leaving
but little free money for open use. Just so with food products, The
millions of mouths that must be fed and the millions mere that are
coming on constitute a fixed charge against our food supply that will
leave at any one time only a small free margin that may be devoted
to_other purposes with any degree of safety. Let us, therefore, con-
sider that mnTin.

Mr. Lubin, the American representative in the Internatlonal Institute
of Agriculture already mentioned, estimates that the world i= short
about 130,000,000 bushels of grain, again exclusive of the supply of
the central pewers. Now, it is this small shortage that raises the

rice and makes all the trouble, for it is this that constitutes the

ifference between abundance and scarcity, between comfort and dis-
gess. between safety and danger. This margin, therefore, needs atten-
on,

L ] Ll L] *® L ] L ] L]

Raeference to the table will show that this world shortage af 120.-
000,000 bushels of grain fs more than covered by the amounts consumed
In the manufacture of liouors in the United States alone. Does not this
afford the most ready means of recovering that shortage with both
speed and certainty? Is it wise, Is 1t statesmanlike, to continue to
consume in this way, in the face of a real shortage of feod,
when even slight margins may constitute all the difference between
snccess and faflure In the great struggle that is upon us? The war will
turn not upon the fact that some 39.000.000 men are under arms but
upon some slight sdvsntsfv that one side may gain over the other,
and no advantage i more important than a safe margin of food.

Another reference to the table will serve to show that it is the fer-
mented rather than the distilled liguors that call for the greatest con-
sumption of grain in the liquor business. That is te =ray. about
120 000 000 bushels—or approximately the world shortage—are used for
fermented liquors, against some 35, 000 bushels, practically none of
which is wheat, u tor distillation.

But it is a different matter when we consider fermented liguors. Here
are 120.000.000 bushels of grain, partly wheat, all destroyea so far as
food values go. except for minor by-products for the feed lot. This Is
np?‘mﬂm ¥y the amount of the world’s stmr@-, and in that sense it
is large and exceedingly significant.

There are other paragraphs which I ask leave to put into the
RECORD.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, leave will be
granted. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

To transport the grain now used for fermented liguor in the United
Btates alone would uire the entire fleet of a thousand wooden ships,
such as are now contemplated for the war trade. This 120,000,000
bushels of grain is the equivalent of over half the wheat crop of France
or of Canada, and it is twice that of England. It represents the entire
frain food of over 15.000.000 people, and that iz no negligible amount.

t represents in the form of meat ne less than THO.000,000 pounds, or
the earcasses of more than a millienn ot the heaviest beeves. With people
starving abroad, with large sections of Europe desolate, and with food
riots beginning in this country as a result of high prices, there can be
but one answer to the question whether this wastage shall continue.

Now, it so happens that the same number of the Brewers' Yearbook
contains an grticle on * The economic importanee of the liqguor business,”™
in which it is shown that this business affords direct employment to
somé 500,000 men, and indirectly to as many more. To quote the final
sentence, “ Thus we may reckon on a total of considerably over a mil-
lion who are dependent for wages upon the manufacture and =ale of
liquor. If their dependents are considered, a grand total of about
4,000,000 persous Is Involved."”

Here it 1s frankly =tated. as an economic asset, that practically 1

rson out of every 25 o the United States is devoted to the liguor

usiness and dependent upon it for support. Can we afford at any time,
much tess now, so heavy a diatt from an unprodurtive industry, par-
ticularly one that subsists by the destruction of :wl‘t‘ﬁsﬂl‘{ food ?

Here again the vount is chiefly against the fermented liguors, which
consume the bulk, not only of the grain, but also of the laber involved
both in the manufacture and in trade. Clearly it is the fermented
lignor that economic necessity will first attack.

A prinel point made in the article first cited from the sBrewers'
Yearbook is that the liquor business consumes grain equal in value to
the total erops grown in the States of Maine, Connecticut, Delaware,
Nevada. Arizona, New Mexico, and Wyoming combined. Rhode Island
ml{cht have been added, still leaving a balance of some seven or eight
millions of dollars to be accounted for. Under present conditions this
is surely no sustaining argument. Here is the entire crop output of
eight 8 t&y great and little, consumed in ways other than for food.
More than foar-fifths of this consumption serves no useful purpose in
the arts or sclences, and at the best caters to an appetite that takes
bread fgom children and support from wives and mothers by the
thousands.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, these facts and figures have
been gathered from sources which seem entirely accurate and
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reliable; and they disclose that that which is estimated as be-
ing the world's shortage of food is the amount which we, as a
single Nation, are permitting to be utilized each year in the
manufacture of intoxicating liguors. TIf, Mr. P’resident, these
fermented liquors when manufactured ani put into use served
any good purpose, or were helpful in any way, one could well
reason that we ought not to change the program. Buat when
we take into consideration the fact that the manufacture of
these liquors not only deprives the world of its margin of food
which is necessary for it to have in order to prevent actual
and pecessary want, but it undermines and destroys to a cer-
tain extent the other great source of power in this fight, the
man power of the country, it seems to me that we ought at
this time to consider both these propositions; and when they
are put together and linked together there is no disputing the
assertion that if we are for efficiency, for strength, for su-
preme power, we must close the institutions which consume
both our food and our men. Does anyone dispute these figures?
Does anyone claim that food is not a supreme fissue? Does
anyone claim that when you transform it into intoxicating
drinks it serves humanity in any way? We are told that it
will result in the destruction of property, but that must come
sooner or later; like slavery, it must go. It will not be per-
mitted to forever curse the family of man and the sacrifice must
come,

Mr, President, I believe the liquor traffic of this country is
near its final doom. Powerful influences may procrastinate the
hour, but the hour nevertheless approaches. It is in the hour
of execution, however, that we hear singular and surprising
pleas for commutation. It is then that ingenuity searches the
realm of conjecture for some possible fancy upon which to hang
a claim for mercy. We have an example of this here and now
in this plea for the workingman, who, they say, must have his
beer, otherwise he will strike and break his Government down
even in the face of the enemy. And following hard upon this
plea to favor labor is the plea that the Government must have
more revenue. A great metropolitan paper in an ambitious
editorial, pleading plaintively in one part of the editorial for
the favor of the laboring man, says, in the close of the editorial,
the Government must have $450,000,000 in the way of revenue
from this traffic. Let us look upon this logic in all its hideous
deformity. The average earnings for the laboring mar in this
country are from $700 to $900 a year. Upon that sum in these
times no man can rear a family in decency, no man can educate
his children and fit them for citizenship in a Republic. Under
such wages men live constantly on the ragged edge of want and
in mortal dread of that illness which may leave them at the
merey of charity. Now, in the name of humanity, you will
legve them their drink in order that you may more successfully
take from the wife and children a little more in the way of
' taxes, that you may drive them a little nearer the edge of want.
that you may handicap them a little more in their effort to get
clothes and an edueation. You would pull $450.000.000 out of
labor, out of the scant and meager homes of labor that you may
be more merciful with the excess profits of war. It is not only
a cold and brutal policy but it is a short-sighted and futile policy.
It undermines and impoverishes and finally destroys that force
with which we must ultimately win this war and maintain our
supremacy as a Nation. It undermines and destroys that force
which must win the war in our industrial conflict. which, as I
have said, is to follow this war just so sure as one hour succeeds
another. But more than that, the whole thing is unfounded and
untrue. Labor will not strike for drink, labor and laboring men
are not the trouble in this confliet. It is greed—the cold. con-
scienceless greed that stands in the way, nothing else, nothing
more, nothing less,

Sir, another item : Last year the liguor bill of the United States
amounted to $2.438.037.985. Our liberty loan completed for the
present is $2.000.000,000. Our Red Cross snhseription is $100,-
000.000. So we have at this time represented in the liberty
loan and the Red Cross subscription $2.100,000,000, and we have
in the other column. representing the amount expended for liquor
in a single year, $2.438.037.985. View this question from any
standpoint—from the standpoint of revenue. from the stand-
point of food conservation, from the standpoint of human energy
and human efficiency, from the standpoint of good citizenship,
from the standpoint of success in the war—and the appeal comes
to us here, representing this entire Nation now, at this time in
connection with this question, to put our seal of disapproval upon
the liquor traffic in its entirety.

Sir, our country has at last been drawn into this world con-
flict. We are now a part of it and it is not immaodest in us to
say that we are now the controlling part, the dominating factor.
The final result will be determined by the way in which this
Republie discharges this stupendous task. a task the like of which
uo people in the history of the world ever assumed before,

Consciously and usconseiofisly our people are moving on to duty.
We do not know what is'ahead of us. But we do know that every
ounce of energy, every form of human exertion, every particle of
man power must be conserved for this fearful struggle. We do
know that’ that which will weaken, that which will emburrass,
that which will undermine and destroy citizenship is now the
common enemy of freedom, for it is not too much to say that
our civilization and our conception of government are in the
balance. In such an hour and with su¢h a task and at a time
when the whole Nation is gripped with the spell of sacrifice
and the resolve of duty, let us be bold enough and brave enough
and patriotic enough to eliminate this common evil, an evil con-
demned alike by science, by morality, by religion, and even by
the god of war. Why falter, why compromise, why palter and
dicker and barter with that which spreads poverty and want und
dlse:_:,se in time of peace and disaster and defeat in time of
war

Mr. President, when we think of the fact, the indisputable
fact, that drink weakens and demoralizes everything and every-
body it touches, that it dissipates the energies and shatters the
nerves of workingmes, that it causes indifference and ecareless-
ness and thereby brings on accidents with their thonsands of
widows and orphans; when we think of the wrecks, the disas-
ters, the waste, the insanity, the erime which follow in the wake
of this devilish thing; when we think of the jails, the prisons,
the insane asylums filled by it and then reflect, upon the other
hand, that only by our supreme strength and efliciency, by great
economy of energy and human life, can we win; and when we
think of the glory for all when we shall win, or the shame and
humiliation should we fail, how in the name of our common
country, in the name of all we have, can we withhold this final
fatal blow to the enemy which has vexed and cursed us long
enough. Let us strike now. A few for a time may complain,
but countless millions throughout our land, in their huappier
homes, will bless the act and count it among the compensations
of this great war. )

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr, President, it will no doubt be con-
ceded that I represent the strongest prohibition State in the
Union. We have had longer, better, and more successful expe-
rience with the prohibitory liqguor law than any other State
The benefits to us have been so great and the results so uni.
versally satisfactory that our convictions have hecome so strong
on the subject that it has become a part of our religion. We
believe it is one of the best laws upon our statutes. and it is the
one law we would fight the hardest to retain. After 36 years
of experience with the law, there is not 10 per cent of the people
of the State who would consent to its repeal. On the question
of war-time prohibition I believe that 99 per cent of the people
of Kansas are demanding it. We are therefore practically
unanimous in our opinion on this important subject. When I
was elected to the Senate I pledged the people of Kansas to
work and vote for any and all laws which would tend to bring
about better prohibition conditions in my State as well as in
the Nation, and I have frequently renewed that pledge, and as
Senator have always endeavored to carry it out, and shall con-
tinue to do so as long as I am in the Senate. Therefore, hy
reason of that pledge and my duty and obligation thereunder to
the people of my home State as well as to the people of the
Nation, I shall support the most complete war prohibition meas-
ure that is possible to be enacted during this war,

When the question of the conservation of food products hy
preventing their manufacture into intoxicating liquors first
arose it had my heartiest approval, and I was glad it was in-
dorsed by Mr. Hoover, who has been selected by the President
to administer this fond-control law, and who is believed to be
most able and competent to do so. It also seemed to have the
approval of the Secretary of Agriculture. Every expert on food
regulations and plans for saving who testified before the Agri-
cultural Committee, of which T am a member, sanctioned the
advisability and necessity of saving this great food supply
which unnecessarily goes into the manufacture of intoxicating
liquors every day.

Therefore, in view of this sentiment and the apparent de-
mand and necessity for the legislation. I prepared and, on the
recommendation of those who believe as I do on this question,
introduced Senate bill No. 2327, on May 21, 1917, which not only
embraces the temperance view on this question but also the
strongest conservation ideas, prohibiting absolutely the use of
food products in the manufacture of any kind of intoxieating
liquor for beverage purposes during the war. I wish to insert
this bill as a part of my remarks without reading:

A bill (8. 2321‘) further to provide for the support of the Army by the
grevention of the waste of the food products of the United States

uring the period of war and to prohibit their manufacture into

alcoholie liquors, except, in certain cases, to provide for the distilla-

tion of liquors in bond or heretofore manufactured, and for other
purposes.
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Be it enacted, etc., That in order to provide for the support of the
Army and Navy by the prevention of the waste of all food produets
during the .war with the Imperial German Government, it be un-
lawful during the period of such war for anf person, firm, corporation,

rtnership, or asscclation to use any such food products in the manu-
?:cturo of intoxiecating ligquors for beverage purposes, e tary
of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue a permit to any reputable
and properly qualified person, firm, corporation, partnership, or associa-
tion to manufacture aleohol from any such food products for munitions
or any ofher purpose necessary to carry on the war, or intoxicating
liguors for - industrial, scientific, medicinal, or sacramental p
under i%uch rules and regulations as the Secretary of the may

rescribe,
R Sgc. 2. That for the pur]go&e of conservlné the man power and re-
sources of the Nation, and to increase the efficiency and ut:g of the
Army and Navy, and the people throughout the country -d g such
war, the manufacture, sale, gift, importation, or transportation in inter-
state commerce of any alcohol or alcoholic liquors for beverage pur-
poses is hereby prohlbited.

Spc. 3. That it shall be lawful for any person, firm, corporation
artnership, or association to vse, manufacture, or redistill into alcohol
or the manufacture of explosives, or other military, industrial, and
gelentific purpuses uny and ali intoxicating liguors now in-existence, or
which may be manufactured or distilled IEu-ln:u- to 80 days after the pas-
sage and approval of this act; and when such liguors are so used,
manufactured, or redistilled, the tax thereon for beverage purposes, as
now provided for, shall be waived, refunded, or credited on the amount
of tax due on such liquors from the owner thereof, and such use, manu-
facture, or redistillation, and such waiver, refund, or credit shall be

‘pcmvlrlo(l for under such rules and regulations as the Becretary of the
rmauri shail prescribe, )

Sgc. 4. That the President is hereby authorized to commandeer any
such liguors so manufactured or redistilled for the purpose of supg;lying
the needs of the Government in the prosecution of the war, and pay
such owner a reasonable compensation for the same. If the price so
determined be not satisfactory to the person entitled t ve the same,
such person shail be paid the amount prescribed by the President, and
shall e entitled to sue the United States to recover such further sum

as, added to the amount soeé.mld. will be just compensation for such
liguors in the manner provided by section 24, paragraph 20, and section
145 of the Judicial Code. .

Sgc. 5. That Sy person, firm, corporation, partnership, or associa-
tion who shall violate the provisions of this act shall be punished by
a fine not exceeding ﬁ5 000, or by imprisonment at hard labor not ex-
ceeding one year or by both such fine and imprisonment. It shall be
the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, the United States attorne
United States marshals, their deputies and all other United smf.;';
officers whose duty it is to enforce Federal laws, to carry the provisions
of this act into fuil force and effect,

Bec, 6. That all laws and ts of laws inconsistent with this act
shall be repealed to the extent of such inconsistency only.

Mr. President, I also introduced the bill as an amendment to
the first food-control bill reported to the Senate, which was
afterwards recommitted. The Agricultural Committee finally
adopted the main features of the bill, except that the manufac-
ture of wine was left to the diseretion of the President should
he find it necessary to conserve perishable fruits. This is the
amendment which was originally reported by the committee
and for which. on reconsideration, the Gore amendment was
afterwards substituted by a very close vote in the committee, I
voted against the substitute in the committee and shall vote
against it in the Senate. I am favorable to the House pro-
vision known as the Barkley amendment, because it gives the
greatest measuré of food and man conservation and would
beyond all question result in the greatest saving of all food
products which enter into the manufacture of intoxicating liquor
and fairly covers the ideas embraced in my own bill.

Mr. President, I believe in war-time prohibition on moral,
economie, humanitarian, and patriotic grounds. As a war meas-
ure it has the approval not only of the countries with whom
we are allied but also of the food administrator, the command-
ingz officers of the Army and Navy, and many leading citizens of
the United States,

As Lloyd-George said—

We are fighting Germany, Austria, and drink, and so far as I can
see the greatest of these three deadly foes is drink. I have the greatest
conviction, based on aeccumulating evidence, that nothing but root-and-
branch methods would be of the slightest avail in dealing with the evil,
I believe it is the general feeling tﬁat if we are to settle with German
militarism we must first of all settle with liguor.

Ex-President Roosevelt said:

The world is facing a shortage of food. Therefore let us use all the
grain we have for food and not for intoxicants. Now that the war is
on, let us forbid any grain or corn being used in the manufacture of
. Intoxicating liquors.

Ex-Secretary of State William J. Bryan said:

I am in hearty sympathy with the effort to conserve the food supply
hg not allowing the bread supply tga be shortened in order to le:FEhen
the supply of alcohol. It s not wise to starve the people in order to
make them drunk.

Mr. Frank A, Vanderlip, president of the National City Bank,
of New York, the biggest bank in the country, said:

I strongiy favor complete national prohibition. 1 believe we are
facing a serious test of our national character and efficlency, and am
firmly convinced that a national prohibition measure would be of tran-
scendent Importance in its effect upon the national spirit in conservs
iﬁ:ﬂand increasing our food supply and in raising the efficlency of the

on,

The man power released from the liquor industries could be directed
into Fl’oduc‘tl\'e channels where the need for labor will be acute and
thus be readily absorbed. The needs of the agricultural and industrial

situation will make this a peculiarly opportune time to put through a

i

national prohibition law with minimum shock to our economic machin-
ery dudnﬁe:ha readjustment. The business interests involved should
be fairly It with, but many of the plants can be readily converted
to important industrial uses.

The é:lm that Government revenue will be seriously curtailed should
not influence action, for prohibition will induce a national efficiency
which will open new and far richer sources of revenue.
lle opinion,
ousness of the test that this war will

I believe pub-
articnlarly in the West, b'l:];tt s‘ilg::tly comprehends the seri-
us to.
A national prohibition measure would do much to wake up the people
to a realization of what war means and demands.

Our own Maj. Gen. Wood, in a recent address in Little Rock,
Ark., denominated “ booze” the worst enemy to the Army and
advoeated war prohibition. He also said:

1 am d the twelfth division of the new n?tionn.l army is to be
trained Arkansas, a “ bone—dn{s" State. That will eliminate three-
fourths of our troubles. Whisky is the soldier's worst enemy.

A great deal has been said about the high price of coal, and
the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. PomeReENE] has rendered a
very valuable service to the country by exposing the methods
by which the people of the country have been robbed by the coal
operators, and his investigation before the Interstate Commerce
Committee will no doubt result in the greatest good. But I
have here a practical demonstration which shows the effect that
prohibition alone would have on the production of coal, and con-
sequently on the price, which I desire to read:

WaIiTE OAK Coarn Co.,
MeDonald, W. Va., October 22, 1915,
‘We have made a comparison for three months prior to June 29, 1914
and for three months subsequent thereto, combining the production o
%ese days for all mines, and the result 1s shown in the tabulation
ow :

Two Saturday pay days and Mondays following saloons.

Tons.
ﬂrﬂ 10, 960. 50
¥ . 7,902, 20
June - 16,752 70
Total 35, 615. 40

Two Baturday pay days and Mondays following no saloons.

AR Tons.
July——- 24, 852, 65
August 16. 199. 55
September 26, 761, 45
Total 3 e ———— 67,813.65
33, G15. 40
Increase - 82,198, 25

It will be noted that the increase is 32,198 tons in faver of “ no
saloons " in the period mentioned. It is safe to assume that the same
rate of increase would be carried out on the corresponding four days of
each month throughout the entire year, and if that be the case, the re-
sult would show an increased gmducﬂon per annum, due to the absence
of liguor in the field, of 128,793 tons.

The production of our mines has increased considerably sifee that
time, believe that there are more men in the field than there have
been for a number of years, all of which would go to combat the theory

that it is im ble to secure and keep miners unless they can be regu-
larly su‘?pll with booze.
ours, truly, W.B. R

EED,
Chief Ac ountant,

Considering this question from the standpoint of food conser-
vation alone, I firmly believe that this section is one of the most
important in the bill. It is the one section where you can point
absolutely, definitely, and certainly to an enormous saving.
Practically every pound of foodstuffs that goes into intoxicating
liquor is lost; nearly every dollar that is expended in its manu-
facture is lost, and every dollar that is expended in its purchase
after manufacture is lost, and every hour of labor that is em-
ployed in its production is lost. The object of this bill is to
save foodstufls, save money, save productive energy, and to save
manhood, in order to promote the highest efficiency among the
people at home and the army at the front, to quickly and de-
cisively settle this most horrible of all wars to the best interests
of humanity, the United States, and the world. We need every
pound of food. We need every dollar, and we need every man
preserved in his highest physical and moral condition.

As this conflict rages, and the pinch of want becomes more
and more perceptible, and the pangs of hunger are graduaily
felt more or less by everybody, and we are looking about for
things to eat, and for the necessary force and energy to finally
carry the awful struggle to a successful conclusion, would not
7,000,000,000 pounds of foodstuffs, which unnecessarily go into
intoxicating liquor every year, be a godsend? Would not the
energy requirements for a year of 7,000,000 men, about the
necessary number that will eventually be in the field, which that
great quantity of foodstuffs will supply, be a most welcome and
important asset?

As the vast expense of the war increases and the resources of
the country grow less, would not $146,000.000 expended for
these foodstuffs which go into Intoxicating liquor every year be
most useful in the Treasury? Would not the $2,400,000,000 un-
necessarily expended every year for intoxicating beverages
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saved for the purpose of carrying on the war be a most deter-
mining factor? It is estimated that the total cost of liguor to
the Nation for a year is $5.945,096,500, nearly the amount of our
present appropriations for the prosecution of the war. /I desire
here to insert as a part of my remarks the items which go to
make up this stupendous sum, prepared by ex-President Eliot,
of Harvard University, and Mr. W. G. Calderwood, executive
secretary of War Prohibition Committee of Sixty, without read-
ing:

CONSERVATION OF THE NATION'S MONEY ALSO NECESSARY IN WAR TIMB,

Attention has been too exclusively directed to the need of conserving
food for wvictory. Wurs hmra been determined by financial resources
oftener than by food sup
What Is the direct l.'etn.l ros“t of drink to our le?
/ Ex-President C‘harlen W. Eliot. of Harvard Untrersity. in a table

uoted in the Union al, March 23, 1916, estimates the * annual
liguor bill * of the Unlt States at $2,200,000,000.. This is a conserva-
tive estimate.

What is the indirect cost of drink as a producer of disease, death,
crime, accidents, dependency, and inefficieney ?

This can not in answe exactly, but is estimated in following table
repared by G, Calderwood, exccuuve secretnry of War Prohibition
ommlttee of Sixty. and used In a speech resentative CHanrLEs H.

E.wm:i.lz.x. )which explains the estimates in deml COXGRESSIONAL RECORD,
ppen

Loss on foodstuffs $146, 000, 000
Loss of commercial value of 120,000 lives (destroyed

yearly)— - 9686, 720, 000
Loss tlme of 589,000 farmers and wage earners________ 539, 000, 000
Loss through crime insanity, and poverty—___________ 98. 3717, 500
Loss in production ‘of weal (by lowe efficiency) - 2, 000, 000.

Total indirect cost of drink 3, 745, 097, 60O
Add direct retail cost of liquors te people (Prealdent
2, 200, 000, 000

Ellot's estimate)
Total cost of liguors to the Nation 5, 9405, 096, 500

Should hunger stare us in the face and we were looking for
bread would not 11,000,000 loaves of bread a day—enough to
feed 20,000,000 of people at home, or the entire Army at the
front abroad—he mighty welcome? It has been estimated that
this would be the great saving from war-time prohibition alone.
Mr. President, we do know what even a little saving will ae-
complish. A saving of 20 per cent in our flour consumption
would inerease wheat exports 100,000,000 bushels per annum,
enough to supply the needs of one-fifth of our pepulation, and
an amount equal to our annual export before the war. Seven
billion pounds of foodstuffs drunk up in intoxicating liquor re-
duced to bushels of grain amounts to about 120,000,000 bushels,
which saving alone represents the world’s shortage and might
be the means of turning the scales of war. The saving of only
6 cents per day per capita in consumption or waste amounts to
$2.000,000.000 per annum, the total of the liberty-bond issue.
Prof. 1rving Fisher, of Yale College, says:

I am willing to stake my reputation as an economist on the assertion
that with prohibition we could add at least 10 per cent to the annual
income of the United States, which is forty-five billions of dollars,

An increase of 10 per cent in efficiency among the people at
home as well as with the Army at the front by the nonuse of in-
toxicants might be the means of bringing about the greatest
victory.

The saving of 120,000 lives annually by prohibition might
furnish the army to bring complete victory and everlasting
peace, Mr. Hoover, the food administrator, is calling upon the
women of the country to look to the savings of the crumbs that
usually fall from the table upon the floor. Dees it require any
argument to convince us that we should also look after saving
the big things when we know where and how to put our hands
upon them? Dees not all this saving many times offset the loss
of revenue or the individonal loss to the breweries and dis-
tilleries? In the long run there would not be any loss to either.
Every brewery and distillery could be almost immediately put
to some profitable and legitimate use; and every man employed
by these concerns would scon find better employment in some
more stable and satisfactory business. Every thinking man
knows that sooner or later the breweries and distilleries must
go, and indeed many of them have already made arrangements
to go, and why not let them all begin in earnest right now when
the country needs the foodstuffs they unnecessarily consume and
the men they needlessly employ? No; there is no further use to
argue for booze as against bread, or for profits as against patri-
otism. The handwriting is already upon the wall, and even if
complete war prohibition does not come now, it is admitted by
all that old John Barleycorn has passed in his checks and is
now to be buried so deep that he can never be resurrected when
peace returns. -

This is in itself a mighty big jump, but it is only halfway
across the awful chasm through which the dark and bloody
strenm of waste, destruction, poverty, human suffering, misery,
and death, caused by this iniquitous traffie, has been flowing
in such terrible torrents for so many years. The other jump

will be taken sooner or later, and a failure #o take it now at
the time of the country's greatest need will bring the wrath
of the people down upon the liquor interests of the ecountry so
strongly that the rest of the fight will be easily wen.

Mr. President, liquor stands condemned by the moral senti-
ment of the country, by scientific knowledge, by economic ex-
perience, and by the supreme patriotic test of the Nation's need
in time of war. The Senator from Washington [Mr. Joxgs]
asked why the President did not eall upon the brewers to quit
this fight instead of upon the temperance people to yield tem-
porarily on account of the importance of the early enactment
inte law of the other food provisions in this bill. The reasun
is clear. The President made his appeal to the patriotism of
those he called upon. He knew there is no patriotism amongs
the liguor interests of the country, for they would just as leave
sell liquor under the Government of the Kaiser as Lnder that of
the President, and the ehances are they would prefer to do so.
There is no patriotism or humanity ameng men who destroy
manhood and homes aml who bring tears aml suffering to

| women and little children daily for the almighty dollar. It

is a ecold-blooded, sordid question of dellars and cents with
them. It is high time that * booze™ shomld net he placed

- above bread or profits above patriotism. Let the people once

become acquainted with the munificent benefits of a =aloonless
Nation and they will never return to the evil and iniquitous
system when peace is declared.

Mr. VARDAMAN, Mr. President. the time fer expeditious
action by the Senate on the pending measure is so overwhelm-
ingly apparent to us all that I shall be very brief in what I
have to say this afternoon. I am quite sure that what I may
say will not influence the vote of a single Senater. I am per-
suaded that the Senate has made up its mind on the various
phases of the subjects treated in this bill and is ready for
definite, final actiom. And I would not delay aetion for a
moment. I am somewhat skeptical as to the ges] results that
may flow from this legislation, but I knew the country Iis
expecting something of the kind, ihe Presidemt desires the
power which the bill confers, and I trust that the matter may
be enacted into law at the earliest possible memeat. I was in
hopes when the bill first came from the Housse that the Senate
might adopt the House provision on the liqwer guestion with
a slight amendment. If I could have my way abeut it, I should
amend the House bill by prohibiting the manufseture of wine,
which is left discretionary with the President. 1 think Con-
gress should legislate. However great and geed the Executive
may be, he has enough to engage all his time and talents look-
ing after the executive department of the Gevernment. In
favoring the prohibition legislation proposed in this bill I am
greatly rejoiced over the fact that I am im perfect accord with
the wishes and sentiments of nine-tenths ef the white people
of the State of Mississippi. We have tried. prohibition in
Mississippi and find that it works well in time of peace, and I
am very sure it will work infinitely better in time of war.

Mr. President, if I should say that I am surprised at the
turn things have taken on this question I would net be alto-
gether candid with the Senate. The events that have come or
are about to happen “ecast their shadows befere,” and I am
prepared for this change of front on the part of the Senate on
the liguor question. Feeling so deeply the impertanee of prompt
radical action touching the regulation or absolute prohibition
of the liquor traflic at this juncture of the Nation's history my
heart bade me hope that the right thing, from my standpoint,
might be done by the Senate, while at the same time my intellect
doubted. When the mercenary missiles frem the metropolitan
press, especially the New York World—a sheet famed for the
affluence of its mendacity and the endless variety of its con-
scienceless scurrility in its dishonest criticism of Congressmen
who dare to act independently of the dictations of that saintly
organ of misinformation that would—

Stamp God’s own name on a le jost made

To turn a peony in the way of trade—
I repeat, when these missiles began to fly fast and furious
through the mails and fill the air with forebodings of disaster
which it urged would surely come when America got sober
and the manufacturers of the drunk-making stuff should be
induced by law to pursue an innocuous vocation, I confidently
expected an early capitulation and surrender to the powers
of evil. In that I am sorry to say I have not been disappointed.
May I be permitted at this point, Mr. President, to express my
regret that'the President of the United States did not see fit
to employ his virile, trenchent pen and withering sarcasm in
holding up to the world the “Iittle bunch of willful™ pro-
penents of the liguor traffic to the withering sareasm, scorn, and
obligny of an outraged publie for their threatened efforts
in the interest of vile liguor to prevent a speedy passage
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of -the pending-bill, which is so much desired at this time?
But a different course was pursued by our honored President.
He thought it, if not the best thing to do, the more easily
attained probably to ask the prohibitionists to * blow off the
hounds and quit the chase ” that the bill might be passed even
though it should carry no provision prohibiting this unfor-
tunate and nefarious business.

There are two reasons or motives which move me in my advo-
cacy of prohibifion in this bill. First, for the conservation of
food, and, second, to save the race—the Nation—from the per-
nicious moral effect of the saloon, and the deleterious effect
of drinking intoxicating liguors. I am quite sure that what I
may say will not prevent or hinder in any way the thing deter-
mined upon from being done. The order has gone forth. But
I am going to ask the Senate to indulge me just a moment
while I put into the Recorp a few faets, which I trust the Ameri-
can people may read and, after reading, understand. If the
averige man or woman capable of understanding the facts which
I shall put into the Recorp shall look with any degree of toler-
ance upon the nct of the Senate in surrendering to the liquor
interests at this time, even though they were ordered by the
President of the United States to do it, I shall marvel at the
infinite charity which glorifies the heart of such a person.

I will not presume to sit in judgment upon the acts of other
men, but if I should prove recreant to duty, if I should betray
the cause of temperance when victory for nation-wide prohibi-
tion is within our reach, by voting to lay the question aside as a
mere matter of expediency, I imagine that I would experience
that peculiar sensation which must have filled the heart of poor,
unfortunate Judas Iscariot just before perpetrating his last
earthly act.

There is too much at stake—human souls, the happiness of
homes; in a word, the well-being of soeiety in this life and the
life to come—for me to think of deserting the cause which I
hold so dear to my own heart and of such vital interest to the
people of America.

Prof. Irving Fisher, political economist of Yale University,
states certain facts which ean not be answered. He says:

“In 1916 the Federal Government received less than $2350,-
000,000 as revenue from alecoholic liguors, and only $89,000,000
of this was from fermented liguors. This is less than 10 per cent
of the subsecriptions to the liberty loan, less than 5 per cent of a

. year's war expenditure.

° “These taxes are paid by the consumer, who pays in addition
§2,000,000,000, which the Government does not get and which is
worse than wasted. The Nation loses annually $2,000,000,000
worth of energy in the production of liqguors. Under prohibition
this expenditure would be transferred to channels truly pro-
ductive, the Government could still get its $250,000,000, and the
people would have $2,000,000,000 more in their pockets in addi-
tion food, munitions, clothing, ete.

‘ Besides this, there would be an increase in productive energy
of from 10 per cent to 20 per cent. In Russia textile mills in-
creased their productivity 9 per cent under prohibition ; the Rus-
sian mines increased their productivity 30 per cent, and the
Finnish mines 50 per cent. A Connecticut manufacturer, after
careful reckoning, found that elimination of drunkenness would
increase his factory's output 20 per cent.

“The total income of the people of the United States is about
$45,000,000,000, of which three-fourths consists of wages and
profits. By prohibition we would at least gain $2,200,000,000
through the release of human energy, in addition to the $2,000,-
000,000 saved by diverting drink expenditure fo useful produc-
tion, to say nothing of the saving in the cost of jails, almshouses,
asylums, and the reduction of the death rate.

“ Prohibition would not destroy revenue. My colleague, Prof.
Adams, has suggested a definite scheme for new tax levies.
Other schemes are easy to construct. The net result will not
be additional economic or tax burdens, but quite the contrary.
One might as well argue against a public-health measure to
reduce the death rate on the ground that it would reduce the
receipts from inheritance taxes. To keep alcohol for revenue is
as absurd as to burn a house‘in order to roast a pig. Even with-
out laying new taxes the old ones would yield more revenue auto-
matically. For instance, the income tax would yield 10 per cent
more, Most other tax receipts would increase correspondingly.
We could even, for the present, let the tax bill alone and take a
;mﬂrter or half billion of the oversubscription to the liberty
oan.

“We simply can not afford the drink revenue in war time.
1t costs too much.”

Mpr. President, the arguments advanced by Prof. Fisher are
unanswerable—that is, if words and figures are capable of
making an unanswerable argument.

Without reading, Mr, President, on account of the iimited time
which I have, I am going to ask permission to insert in the
Recorp an article from the pen of Prof. A. Caswell Ellis, of the
University of Texas. I desire to print this article in the ReEcorp
as the better expression of my own views, It covers every phase
of the subject under consideration, and drives fo despair the
man who would undertake to answer the arguments and facts
therein set forth.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, leave will
be granted. The Chair hears none.

The matter referred to is as follows:

ArcoHOoLIC BEVERAGES CosT THE NATIiON MORe THAN THE SPECIAL
WaAR TAX—Us® THE LABOR OF A MILLION MEN AND SEVEN BILLION
Porxps or FOODSTUFF ANNUALLY.

To start out in a fight for life with a keg of beer strapped on
your back is madness, ne matter how much you enjoy a glass
on occasion, 5

FAILURE TO STOF GREAT WASTE NOW 18 TREASOXN,

The United Stafes is face to face with a crisis in her own
history and in the history of the human race. Whether govern-
ment of the people, by the people, and for the people shall

-perish from the earth rests largely in our hands. Opposed to

us is the greatest military and industrial machine the world has
ever seen. For three years it has withstood tke attacks of
20,000,000 brave men armed with all the weapons of science,
adding each year new areas to its conquests, and to-day having
in the field more men and equipment than ever before.

Seven million able-bodied men have already been killed and
over 50,000,000 more are either in the trenches and training
camps or are busy making munitions and army supplies. It is
imperative that those left for the factories and field be brought
to the highest possible efficiency and that every useless expendi-
ture of material and men be stopped at once. Failure to strip
our Nation of its greatest needless handicap to efficiency as we
enter this war would be a colossal mistake; to dodge the issue
from cowardice or from selfish considerations is treason,

THE LIQUOR BUSINESS THE LARGEST SINCGLE WASTE.

The Nation's largest single waste is undoubtedly in the liquor
trafficc. The loss from the use of alcoholic beverages falls
mainly under five heads: (1) The amount of foodstuff used in
their manufacture and the human energy, the houses, and trans-
portation facilities employed in the business; (2) the sickness
and death resulting fromn the use of alcoholic beverages; (3)
the lowered efficiency in work resulting from drinking by mil-
lions; (4) the crime due’'to drink; (5) the waste of publie
aunds due to debauchery in public office because of the liguor

ht.
¥ THE FOOD WASTE. !

The internal-revenue reports for 1916 show that 3.603,911.916
pounds of grain and molasses went that year into distilled
spirits, and the census of 1900 (Vol. V, p. 602) shows that
2,260,266,146 pounds of corn, malt, and barley went that year
into fermented liguors. The 50 per cent inerease from 1900 to
1916 in the amount brewed would make 3,390.399.219 pounds as
the amount used for fermented liguors in 1916.

A group of the most distinguished and reliable physiologists
and economists in Harvard and Yale have shown that, after
taking out one-sixth of this 6,994,311,135 pounds of foodstuff to
produce denatured alcohol, there is left enough wasted food
material each year to supply the energy requirements of 7,000,-
000 men for a year.

Why should we waste this enormous food suppiy and then ask
the women to peel the potatoes a little thinner and force mil-
lions of poor women and children to go on half rations?

Is such saving of drops at the spigot while wasting a stream
at the bunghole a reasonable act?

TIIE MEN AND MATERIAL WASTED.

But the waste ot foodstuff is ouly the beginning. The Other
Side (Apr. 2, 1917), published by the National Wholesale Liquor
Dealers’ Association, gives 1,600,000 as the number of wage
earners employed in the liquor business in the United States.
The recent advertisement by the brewers states that hundreds
of thousands of men are employed by them - alone, I ean not
vouch for the reliability of these figures, but if even half that
many, or 800,000 men, are working in the alcoholic-beverage
business, they are badly needed now in the new places created
by the war and those that will be left vacant by the 2,000.000
men who are going to the trenches. We are short of clerks,
accountants, carpenters, brick masons, building materjal, freight
cars, teams and wagons, autos, industrial alcohol, and glass
jars. Our Nation needs now for more useful service to hu-
manity not merely the 7,000,000,000 pounds of foodstuff worse
than wasted but the hundreds of thousands of men, distilleries,
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breweries, warehouses, stores, freight cars, autos, teams,
wagons, and tons of glass now used up in the manufacture, dis-
tribution, and sale of alcoholic drinks.

$1,750,000,000 PAID OVER THE BAR EACH YEAR.

No one knows exactly how much society pays directly for the
support of all this army of men and billions of pounds of mate-
rial and equipment employed in the liguor business. The lowest
estimate made by a responsible party, and based on accurate
revenue reports, of the amount paid by our Nation over the
bars for aleoholic drinks is §$1,750,000,000, or almost exactly
the value of the average corn crop of the Nation, and nearly
three times the value of an average cotton crop at 10 cents a
pound. It is more than the nmount of the special war taxes
for the year. As it has been shown clearly by disinterested
scientific men that even the little food value of the 2 ounces of
aleohol that the body can use in a day is in nearly every case
1core than made up for by bodily wastes produchd by the pres-
ence in the body of alcohol, this vast sum is- just as completely
wasted by the Nation as if we used all those hundreds of thou-
sands of men and myriads of tons of food and equipment in
shoveling sand on the beach to the right all the morning and
then back to the left again all afternoon for the period of the
war. Is that the act of intelligent beings?

COST OF SICEXNESS AXP DEATH RESULTING FROM ALCOHOL,

But what we are doing is worse than paying two billion a
year for shoveling sand on the beach. We are allowing the
sand to be shoveled into the organs of our bodies and the wheels
of industry. Sixty-eight thousand men and wemen (valued
at $1,700 each, or a total of $116,000,000 worth) die in the
United States each year from diseases produced by alcohol
The records of 43 American insurance companies from 1885 to
1908, covering 2,000,000 policyhollers, show a death rate in
excess of the average for very moderate drinkers of 18 per
cent, for those occasionally drinking to excess of 50 per cent,
and for heavy drinkers of 86 per cent. A number of large
separate companies here and abroad have recently published
results of their experience that are more striking even than
the above. (See Atlantic Monthly, November, 1916.)

Similarly, the reports of the South Australian sick benefit
societies show that societies admitting both drinkers and non-
drinkers have 92 per cent more cases of sickness per member
than do societies admitting only abstainers, and that the mem-
bers remain sick, on the average, T0 per cent longer. The
records of the Leipsic sick benefit s?cletles show that between
25 and 45 years of age habitual “drinkers” were sick 2/%
times as often as the average insured person. American, Eng-
lish, and other records show similar facts. One-fourth of our
insanity (costing $40,000,000 per year) and probably one-fifth
of feeble-mindedness are due to alcohol. Also every commission
that has investigated vice has reported alcohol as respensible
for a large part of moral debauchery and probably over 50 per
cent of venereal disease. Half of the houses of shame in Cin-
cinnati actually had to close for want of support when the sell-
ing of alcoholie drinks was forbidden in all such places. Labo-
ratory experiments have clearly shown that minute guantities
of aleohol in the blood lower the powers of the blood serum
and blood corpuscles to resist the germs of many diseases.
These and numerous other similar facts make it very covserva-
tive to say that 10 per cent of the preventable diseases of the
Nation are due to the use of alcoholic beverages. As our annual
loss from preventable disease is admitted to be $1,500,000,000,
this means that at least $150,000.000 is wasted by us each year
through diseases caused by alephol. ;

MOD,OOOrOﬂO WASTED THEOUGII LOWERED WORKING CAPACITY.

No one knows exactly how much the productive capacity of
the Nation is lowered by reductions of working power in mod-
erate drinkers when not sick, Tests made by unbiased scientists
in Germany and Switzerland showed that even as little as two to
four mugs of beer a day cut down the work done by moderate
drinkers 8 per cent in setting type, reduced the number of hits
made in army rifle practice seven-eighths, and increased the time
required for heavy mountain marches 22 per cent. Memory
power and higher mental activities were reduced 40 pef cent or
more, although in this and in the sample activities the subjects
thought they were doing better when under the influence of the
alcohol. Numerous studies made in school and factory work
have shown that nlcohol usnally reduces working power consid-
ernbly and increases accidents and the destruction of material.
While these may be some exceptions to the rule, it is certainly
a safe estimate to assume that moderate drinkers are, on the
average, 10 per cent less efficient because of alcohol. If one per-
son in five is a moderate drinker, then 2 per cent of our national
efliciency is destroyed by nlecholie beverages. The products of
human efliciency on farms, and in mines, factories, etc., in the

United States are worth about thirty billion per year. Two per

cent of this, or $600,000,000, is therefore the price we pay in

lowered efficieney for using alcoholic beverages very temperately.
$300,000,000 WASTED IN CRIME,

Conservative estimates by well-informed men plaee the cost of
crime in the United States at $600,000.000 per year. The lowest
estimate made of the part of this crime due to alcohol is 30 per
cent and the highest is 70 per cent. Probably about 50 per cent,
or $300,000.000 worth, is the amount of crime due directly or in-
directly to our toleration of alcoholic drinks.

TUNENOWN MILLIONS WASTED THROUGH DEBAUCHERY oF PUBLIC OFFICE.

While we have many worthy officials, both pros and antis, wio
are well for the duties of their oftices, it is painfully
obvious that hundreds of millions of meney and invaluable op-
portunities for development of our resources are wasted by
officials elected not for their fitness for the office but because
either of their friendliness for or hostility to the liguor inter-
ests, This will continue as long as any considerable body of
voters is left who attack the saloons, and it looks as if such a
body will continue at least for the period of this war.

TOTAL PRICE PAID m HAVIXG ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGHES.

For the privilege of using alcoholic beverages indisesiminately,

then, we are paying each year this price:

The labor of about a million wen ; 7,000.000,000 pounds
of foodstuffs; houses, land, transportation, ete., all

to the ntnedo!' TR T 31, ;‘i'bg % 000

. men aad women alcohol » , 000
Sickness produced by alcohel 2k 150, 000, 000
Lowered efficlency in wark due te alcohol _—_____ a00, 000, 000
Crime due to alcohol_ ___ 300, 000, 000
Debauchery in public office ?

Total yearly cost of alcoholic beverages________ 2, %18, 000, 000
This is nearly double ‘the amount of the special taxes asked
for the support of the war for the first year. Can any rational
man justify the waste during this emergency of three billion a
year, including the use of 7,000.000,000 pounds of foedstuffs and
the labor of a million men, merely in order that drunkards may
have better opportunities to get drunk and moderate drinkers
may lower their working efficiency with greater comvemience?

WHAT CAN EE DOXE?

Plainly the manufacture, distribution, and sale of alcoholic
beverages ought to be stopped at once. The property emploved
in the business and the stock of liguors on hand should be taken
over by the Government immediately and paid for at a price
that is fair to the owners as well as the public. Every reason-
able help should also be extended to those now employed in the
business in finding promptly another employment. Such a plan
would really benefit all concerned, as it would give the liquor
men the only chance they are likely ever to have to dispose of
their property before it is confiscated. On the other hand. the
Government can now, with comparative ease, find a use for most
of the distilleries. breweries, and other equipment in making
munitions, industrial alcohol, and other supplies urgently needed.
The supply of liguors on hand eould be converted into munitions
or sold for medical purposes as seemed best, In this way neither
the liguor men nor the public will suffer serieusly. while the
Nation will step up on a plane of vastly higher efliciency in this
war and in the peace that will follow.

A. Caswrrr Ervis,
T'he University of Texas.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, this is about all that I have
to say. If the facts and figures here submitted are true—and no
man will question their accuracy—there is no escape from the
conclusion. Nor can there be any excuse for the Senate’s failure
to put a stop to this evil and, save the Nation from further
humiliation at the hands of the liqguor demon. The only excuse
or justifiention that can be offered for the continuance of the
liquor traflic in this country at this time, or at any other time, is
that a few men may make money out of the business. The
pernicious effect, mentally and morally, physieally and finan-
cially, of the liguor traffic upon the human being is toeo well
known to make it necessary for me to go into details or to ex-
patiate at length upon it. Suffice it to say that its effect univer-
sally is to defeat the promises and frustrate the ambitions of
youth, to blight the hopes of mature manhood, to shadow the
evening of old age with disappointment, and adumbrate the last
hours with sorrow, regret, and shame. It has contributed nore
inmates to the lunatic asylums, filled the jails with criminals,
the poorhouses with paupers—in n word, caused more nunhappi-
ness, broken more hearts—than all other agencies for evil com-
bined. The idea of sacrificing human bodies, damning human
souls, and putting a burden upon children yet unborn in order
that a few financially bloated, avaricious, sordid individuals
might add to their incomes is, to my mind, ineffably monstrous.
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The devoted husband is torn from the bosom of his loving wife;
the loyal and dutiful son is taken from the arms of his loving
mother, a saerifice to the god of war. He gives his life, his
honor, his very soul, that the flag may float triumphantly in the
air. Everybudy is called upon to make a sacrifice, and the
sacrifice is willingly made, except the man who has a thirst for
beer or the brewer and distiller who have an insatiable greed
for gold. '

To borrow a fizure of speech from classical history, the liquor
traffic in America is verily the economic “ Infamy of Crete.” It
is an evil without a mitigating incident—the blight that sears
the heart and gives nothing in refurn except the leer of the
damned. It has no proper place in a civilized country and is an
affront to the Christianity of the age. No man can read the
Sermon on the Mount or the Decalogue, and believe them, and
then vote against this measure which brings Nation-wide pro-
hibition, without an accusing sense of treachery.

Just think of the absurdity of the proposition that it is per-
fectly proper in war times to limit the amount of bread and meat
that a laboring man may eat, or the quantity of milk that feeds
the starving babe, while at the same time the Congress is legal-
izing the liquor traffic, or perhaps I would state the situation
more correctly if 1 should say refusing to prohibit the lignor
traflic; using the foodstuffs needed to sustain and nourish the
body and eonverting them into a beverage that kills the body and
damns the soul. That this nefarious traflic should be permitted
to continue its moral degradations and physical ravages, with
congressional and presidential approval, is in such sharp econtrast
with the spirit of enlightened Christianity that I stand appalled
in the presence of the egregious blunder.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, on January 9, 1915, the
attorney general of the State of Texas, Hon. B. F. Looney,
brought suit in the district eourt of Hopkins County, Tex., at
Sulphur Springs, certain breweries in Texas, to wit:
the San Antonio Brewing Association, San Antonio, Tex.;
the Lone Star Brewing Co., San Antonio, Tex.; the Houston
Ice & Brewing Co., Houston, Tex.; the American Brewing As-
sociation, Houston, Tex. ; the Galveston Brewing Co., Galveston,
Tex.; the Dallas Brewery, Dallas, Tex.; and the Texas Brew-
ing Co., Fort Worth, Tex.

The suit was brought on account of alleged violations by the
defendants of the antitrust laws of the State and the use of
their corporate means and assets in politics and elections, in
}lolation of both the laws and the constitution of the State of

'exas,

When the case came on for trial the defendants, in effect,
pleaded guilty and accepted a fine aggregating $281.000, together
with the expenses incurred by the attorney general and the
court costs, amounting to about $8,000 more. I have here a
summary of the testimony which was developed in the ease. It
is a most interesting exposition of the aetivities of the brew-
ing interests in polities. I ask that it be set out in the REcorp.
I believe it will be of great value in the eampaign against the
liquor traffic.

Thé PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, leave will
be granted. The Chair hears none.

The matter referred to is as follows:

THE BREWERIES AND TEXAS POLITICS.
The cases came to trial at Sulphur Springs January 24, 1916, The

defendants in effect pleaded Ity to the charges brought and aceepted
a fine ag-grogntins 281, plus court expenses of 000, charters
forfeited. The procedure and evidence were published in two velumes

entitled “ The Brewerles In Texas Politics,” and the page references be-
low are to in said velumes:

Page D. statutes provided that no eorporation should use its
roperties directly or indirectly for any other purpese whatever than
o accomplish the legitimate ects of its creation or that tted

by law, ®* * * nor shall it directly or indirectly contribute or pay
any part of its assets, property, or funds to any political party or to
any officlal or campaign manager of any political party or to any person
whatseever for, or on account of, such party mor te an te for
any office before or after nominations are made or te in

the expense of any candidate fur office, ete,

Pngi B.t %t;rpnaatinns !urhlddenmto ﬁ‘-:ke any m:;:ey contributions or
equivalent, direetly or indirectly, for aiding or defeating
B e ol s e« i e

o one shall knowingly give mone a zen to his poll tax.

Page 8. The petitioners stated at the defendants “eoz:in 4
from the very date of its incorporation, deliberately and inten ¥y
misused and ab the powers, right, privileges, and franchises con-
ferred uzim them,"

Page 21.

Houstox, Tex., June 23, 1908.
Texis BREWERS' ASSOCIATION.

Dear Sirs: We have a State-wide prohibition fight on our hands and
it is fast ana furious. It has only one merit, and that is shert dur-
aticn. # * * We need money and are appealing te all merchants,
manufacturers, E;fnm' and corporations from whom each of the brew-
erles in Texas Eht Intheﬁnrlllo‘rtogiwlpermtot
the amount of the bill bought and paid for.

On this basis we assess you the sum of §——. Kindly send us
check at once, making it payable to the writer individually. This de-
nation from you will be bread cast upon the waters,

+~  Yours, very truly,
Texas BREWERY ASSOCIATION,

The letter in acknowledgment of payment says that this cooperation
#“ ghows us the large number of friends and adherents we have Texas
and all other States and have given us renewed vigor to press on the
fight and let loose the dogs of war.”

Page 24. When a firm in Prague, Bohemia, did not pay up this assess.
ment, they wrote: ** We would very murch appreciate the courtesy of a
regg i us why you have so tacitly refused to contribute to-
::u . the funds of our campal Yours, truly, Texas Brewers’ Asso-

on.”™

Page 31. The petitioners asserted “ that such demands were reenforced
by threats and understandings of future boycotts against such persous,
firms, and cerporations,

the brewers with the R:ymmt of poll taxes or the advance-
ent of money for many thousands of persons in Texas, * * * Car-
on active ign to induce persons to secure poll-tax receipts.

2 » I:gld agen :ens out thng:mdn of cards, clggjm}s, and pnmi
phlets issued; payment of eampa. expenses ; keep o rmanen
political headgquarters; the use of money in various ways to prevent
calling of local-option elections; the use of money contestlnge e re-
sults of such elections, the buying of votes, and influence; the use of
money to influence or control city, State, and national elections.

. Page 84. Correspondence of brewers subscribing plans to secure a
court ju t that the poll-tax law is uncomstitutional. A law firm
is to ve $2.500 if they can effect such a decision. Drewers to pay
two-thirds and liquor dealers the other third.

Page 87, Brewers report for the month of April, 1908, speaks of copying
the names of voters in over 80 counties. Keeping a list of 50,000 names
of friends scattered all over the State.

Page 41. From general report of office for January, 1909 (Paget) :
“ The office gent out over a quarter of a milllon handbills, If we had
had 10 days more or 4 more men in the field, there would have been
T00.000 £lﬂ 1 taxes pald.”

Page 44. Report “ the bitterest fight, which is not yet concluded, was
in Har‘r.]in County. We met the sawmill interest, who spent much
money.

Page 48. From report: * Every colored paper in Texas is carryin
our advertisement and is working in the interest of pell-tax paymen
and from now on meetings will held in all communities where the
colored people are numerous urging the payment of poll taxes.”

: Plge G2, A letter from Wahrmund to Adoue objects to a phrase in

Paget's report, viz: ‘' Will say in passing that I do not believe the

5’ -tax matter will cost us one-half this year.'! As previously stated,
ut such thh?olenh black and white is a very flangerous proceeding.”

B:s! 64, O. ler says: “1 was simpg thunderstruck when I
learned of the iarge remi ces made to Mr,
ﬁah:led that this represented ** items to take care of on account of meet-

g friends to make the race for the Senate and the Honse.”

Page 56. Adoue (brewer) speaks of Dr. Helt: “ Immediately after
reading his article I went after the doctor and succeeded in locating
him. in Evansville, Ind., where they have started the Natlonal Reform
Lelgue. and I expect to have the doctor in Texas at an early date. The
head of the league was here last week to arrange prelimiparies. * * ¢
Adoue in uces F. to a Prohibitionist who is to bring him out in

# & * ] pelleve the doetor coming to Texas under the
auspices of some &;ﬂwmmt Prohibitionist will have a vast influence on
the mext July p His ses will be paid by the National
Reform League. He will have no connection with the brewers or liquor
g.%aleﬂ;' o0 supports the league is another question. Yours, B.

oue,

Page 57. Letter fram O. Eoehler to Adoue on the need of sending
speakers into northern Texas to Influence the primaries to stop agitation
for submission of prohibition amendment. * Of course it will cost a

eat deal of money. * * * We them of gur support to

extent of $10,000.”

Page 64. Otto Koehler writes Adoue that * those interested in the sale
gxbefr have stopped at nothing to induce such payments”™ (of poll

es).

“ Qur efforts have not been confined to any one section of the State, but
hsvea;“'tmdsdtrmthaPuhmdlewtheGultmﬂfrmElMtn

Psgdeﬂ. Koehler makes mentlon of a McDermott-Gardner fund con-
tribu by all the la breweries of the United States to the 1911
campaign. was $3,000 a month,
Page 68, J. B. Rayner. “I eame here last Friday evening and went
tely to the house of the pastor of the Colored Baptist Church
and found out he was carrying on a protraeted mee and was drawing
all the ecolored voters to his meeting. ¥Friday night we had a secret
eaucus with the best of the leaders, 1 told them how to mark their
tiekets and whe could veote and set in motion some subtle forces which
wukigtthemlnradvuurnmthe " To W : “I have
placed the iron hand of Machiavelllan diplomacy upon the religious. edu-
cational, and business gatherings of my people, have wet a score of
counties in Texas or kept ﬁan!romdryinz. s & & Tam now
d :’l.limtomethsmlaredpamsofymdtymarponucal
Page T70. Letter to Wahrmund : “1 new belleve that we will 9
g:u.- cent of the negro vote. It mzulr-ed moere money than it '-’52“13
ve taken had it not been for the Luedde play with the n saloon-
;.:eﬁa.” The indications are that we will be able to bandle it on about

Page T4. Adoue writes: “Mesars. * * * and Hawes
m the brewers write to them they weuld use plain env :;.ég ts!.j:c‘l:

Pgﬁ T4, “Prior to 1910, one J, L. Grifiin, a negro
as killer Grifin, and other negroes formed an organization under
the name of * Rescue Assoclation of the United States of Ameriea and
Afriea,” and incerporated the same under the laws of the State, the

granted autherizing it to engage in the work of rescuing fahien

m
T,
-

charter

women. Such charter was secured in frand upon the State and the

publie, and M&m of such organization bhas never been such as
but to politica: work p Hy among negroes for the

Texas Assoelatlon.” The association has finaneed it.

P 79. The Rev, J. L. Griffin 15 supreme president of the Rescue
tion of the United States and Africa.

Page B80. Luedde: Busch's agent organizes the Citizens' Forward
Movement to stimulate payment of poll taxes.

Page 89. The United States Brewers' Assoclation membership dues
is 1 cent a barrel. This gives an annual fund of $600,000; but there
are comstantly extra assessments of the same amount. Fehruary, 1912,
in Chieago, the brewers agreed to pa{l extra assessment of 2 cents for
five yean;,hmls-lms. This makes the annual income of the associa-
tion for those years from dues and this extra assessment $1,200,000,
In five years this would be seven millions.

Wahrmund.” W. ex- .

preacher, known -
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Page 92, Letter from Adolphus Busch, October 19, 1905 : Describes
an ucational bureau crea by me and some of my friends for the
benefit of the brewing bus‘ness of the United Btates.

** Most of our people have no idea of the true merits of beer; they
know nothing of its wholesomeness and its superior nutritious prop-
erties and rather belleve all the false t.h!ngs said about this article,
No volce has ever been to correct this wrong impression people
have got about beer. It is my alm to win the American people over
to our side to make them all lovers of beer and teach them to have
respect for the brewing industry and the brewer. This work has wot
to be done systematically, and the best writers of the country will
have to lend their assistance. It may cost us a million of-dollars, and
even more, but what of 1t if thereby we elevate our position? I s
ready to sacrifice my annual profits for years to come if I can
point and make people look upon beer in the right light.

“ We must pay over to the United SBtates Brewers' Assoclajion what-
ever it may require to represent us pm&erly before Congress, where
we have most imlportant bills to defend. e must defeat that Hepburn-
Dolliver bill, which is most dangerous and antagonistic to our industry
and which makes prohibition possible, Then we want to defeat any
bill which may be brought up to increase the revenue tax on beer,
with which we are now threatened. We want to reestablish the
military canteen at all Army posts and on our men of war, * * ¢
All this will cost lots of money; we do not want to spend one cent
bribing the good people, but we will have to be liberal with the press
of many States and with friends to gain the ear of Senators or
Members of Congress and enlist their good will.” October 19, 1805.,

Pm-i:; 93. Hugh Fox writes to the Lone Star Drewing Co.:

“The defeat of the T9 bills of Congress during the past session is
in ﬁrcat measure due to our efforts.”

age 04

my

NEW YorEg, Seplember 27, 1911,
Col. M, M. MULHALL,

Washington, D. C. :

My DEsr CorLoNEL: In the campaign just closed in the State of
Maine in which our people were s0 much interested your assistance
and advice was of great help and benefit and is thoroughly appre-
clated by us * * 9,

JoHN A. MCDERMOTT,

Paga 99, A letter from Fox, March 19, 1913, marked * Confidential,”
in which he treats of contracts of the brewers with the unlons of
their e?;) loyees ; evidently is working to get as low a scale of wages
as possible : y

“1f the local agent of an outside brewer takes the Initiative by

- making an independent contract, he can easily jeopardize the whole

.8 great v

negotintions between the local brewers and the unions and thus cnable
the latter to execute a flank movement.”
Page 102, The Nsational Association of Commerce and Labor issues
discount stamps to put on bills assessed the customary 1 per cent.
They describe this money as * their voluntary contribution toward
the antiprohibition fund.”
Pa:lge 03. One per cent collections. A
*“ These remarks would also apply to the Whitlock Plpe Co. in case
where they refuse to acce.pt stamps we will see them as soon as it is
possible to do so * * ¥,
“ NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF COMMERCE AND LABOE,
*E. T, Busa.”

Page 104. The national association asserts that there are over 50,000
firmg supplylng the brewing trade (l. e., in the United Btates). * 6n1y
in one or two Isolated instances was there any objections ralsed to the
deduction.. The inference is permissible that the discount plan has
been very generally accepted.”

Page 109. The Sons of Hermann protesting against the Hobson bill.

Page 117, The Texas Brewers Association alone, from 1902 to June,
1907, raiséd on a 20-cent levy per barrel approximately $900,000. For
1905-9, $400,000 In two years. For 1910, at 30 cents per barrel,
$300,000; 1911, $370,000,

These sums represent only what the State is able to prove, the Indi-
cations and the presumptions to be drawn from the evidence Bclng that
the sums proved constitute but a part—probably a small part—of the
grand total spent. Besides this are large sums spent by the whole-
sale liquor dealers, retailers, and saloon kee?ers.

Page 124, Letter of Texas Brewers Assoclation (B. Adoue, presi-
dent) to the Kansas City Machine Works:

“Desr 8ims: Wea have a Btate-wide prohibition fight on our hands,
and it is fast and furious, * * = e need money and are np})eal-
lng to all merchants, manufacturers, persons, and corporations from
whom each of the breweries In Texas bought oods in the year 1907 to

Ive us 1 per cent of the amount of the bill bought and paid for. On
ghiu basis we assess you the sum of $500. Kindly send us your check
at once, making it payable to the writer individually, This donation
from you will be bread cast upon the waters.”

Page 128, Lists are kept of those not responding to the call.

Page 145, April, 1010, election in Grayson County, $5,000 spent by
the brewers' agent Autrey.

Pnﬁe . 0. Koebler, of the San Antonlo Brewing Co., to Ang.
Busch. In 1011 Texas brewers raised $360,000 on barrelage ; Busc
sent $100,000; Lemp Pabst and Schlitz sent $45,000. In all, $505,000
from these sources.

Adolphus Busch writes from Ivy Wall, Pasadena :

- % Everybody must do his full duty and be forced to do it. T will
not mind to give $100,000 extra, if necessary * * *, Mr, Cettis
is of the o[)lu on that it peeds a great deal of money in order to gain

ctory. * * * Missouri recently went through a most
strenuous campalgn, winniag out by an enormous majority. Well, you
can barely imagine the cost of that campaign. * * * Now, my
dear Adoue, we sacrifice one-half o our entire earnings in

1911 in order to make up this campaign fund, it is not so very seri-
ous, * All ycur home banks should write letters to their
o ndents in Texas to -use all their influence against State-wide
prohibition. All your wholesale grocers in the warious cities should
write to all costomers in the countrﬁ imploring them to down State-
wida prohbibition. That is what we id in Missouri.”

Page 154. The vice president of my bank is one of the best friends
among the bankers we have, but his associates are strong prohibitionists,
He assures me that he has used the desirable balance which I have
carrled with him for many years successfully as an argument agalnst the
Philistines, and that thus we have succeeded, so to speak, in splitting the
bank on the guestion, (Weeden, of the Texas Brewing Co., to Althans,
of Anheuser-Busch.)

strenuous brewer opposition,

| he will go if pal

Page 1358. Five hundred dollars from the York Manufacturing Co.
York, Pa., for the 1911 campalgn fund; $500 from the Bonthwgsteni
Englneerl%i& Supply Co.

age 1 Koehler writes to Adoue that he expects to secure six
figures from the Cincinnati interest. Koehler writes: “ We must get
Ehe b\::isinessdelvnlzen: lnterest«%hml our icn'fme sn((il ishol‘: them that ge
reweries and saloon men are the least interested in the
of Deraotat BEatte s great question

Pafe 191. Bight entries In Autrey’s special account, Cash, Negro
Bsgt st convention.
age 214, The Texas poll-tax law was adopted in 1902 against

In 1902 Riggs, manager of the Te
Br‘e;win;; Assoclation, writes Wahrmund : . v
I would suggest that it would be well for us to arrange for the San
Antonio Express and nthertgmpers that you were to handle to oppose the
poll-tax amendment upon the position that it does not give the laborin
man or the poor man rifht io vote, You know how to handle them ans
get this before the publle, * = It is very important that we ad-
vise the laboring element—the poor people—of our State, without thereby
making ourselves conspicuous, that this s a kind of class movement,
done for the purpose of destroying the rights of the poor man, centraliz-
ing governmental power in the hands of a few.”
Page 229. Paget writes, December, 1904 :
papelrslfac:er every d:ﬂ;r hjolurnn] ldn thttla Si;ateE ”dwetli as ot;fclor two :ilaily
rzin ch issue advertisement and other article as wr
or Inspired by fhls office.” Soc

igge 232, Describes campaign for urging payment of poll taxes,

Pa‘ writes, February 1,' 1905
There was sent to every town, village, or hamlet in the State large
cards urging payment of poll taxes. Men were emxloyed in the various
bout 12 newspapers

counties to put them up in conspicuous places.
nding advertisements and editorials

were contracted with to carry s
bearinfs on poll taxes. * ®° & The writer, through labor organiza-

tions, Is working to that end (repeal of Eoll tax), but the members of the
i o R B A B ttes August 2, 1905
P . American Bre g Assoclation writes August 2, 3

Lfe. L. M. McDaniel called on me several days ago and said that if

we would guarantee $50 for e:;.tenses he would bring the negro con-

vention to Houston. The principal advantage to be attained by the

convention being held here is that it would give the antl speakers an

;gﬂm;:?-'.t’ to impress on the negroes the necessity of paying the

.lfa e 234. Paget, November 9, 1605 :
can perfect arranfements to have the labor organizations of the
E’:lt:ttt% l_i:’x’;lm up the fight for us. They did last year in this poll-tax
E‘a e, 235. B. A. Brewing Co., November 12, 1005 :
nder the law we can not pay the poll tax of others without laying
ourselves criminally liable, but you may say to Mr. Martin and other
ltlr;gﬁ;iﬁ that the Brewers’ Association’ of the State of Texas is not

Page 236. Paget, December 13, 1905

“1 believe that if the election is ealled between now and the 1st
g:‘.) Illi‘tatl:n-\:lm'y the prohibitionists will win, as very few Mexicans pay thelr

axes."”

Page 245. Paget, January 17, 1906 :

“1 am going, Mr. Hausman, to speak very frankly. I belleve these
men sho have assistance in paying their poll taxes if you want the
county to go wet. Ten dollars spent in this way would save one hundred
in making a contest.”

Page 247. Luedde, Busch's correspondent at Waco :

* 1 have pald out $500 to the parties at Temple * * * and pro-
vided they need more for the -tax campnﬁ: I will pay It to them.
Postscript: Tear this up.” e asks remittance of exchange, 1. e.,
not a check.)

Page 255. Paget, February 4, 1907 : )

* In several counties we have had men at work urging the payment of
poll taxes * * * We have also had our friends before a couple of
relglous conventions and hﬁmdunlly the colored man is mmlng to have a
proper understanding of his position relative to local option.” ;

Page 255. Luedde writes, bmm‘? 7, 1907 :

“We feel if this poll-tax law could be knocked out for the small sum
of $2,600 that it would be the best investment that we have made in a
long while.”

P%e 257. Luedde writes: .

* With the poll tax knocked out we wounld have no trouble in winning
a great many counties that we now can not touch at all, because as a
general thing our kind of Mlo are very poor hands to pay their
poll taxes, whereas the prohibitionists always pay theirs.”

. San Antonio Brewing Association to Adoue:

“T wrote you several times in regard to letter writing, and again only
recently directed your attention to the great danger of certain corre-
spondence on part of Mr. Paget; but I note that he again comes out in
an open letter to Mr. Autrey, in which he asks if it is not time that
something was being done in matter of payment of poll taxes. I deem
that is very dan%erous proceeding, and it should by all means be
stoli)ped fmmediately.”
lsonga 258. Kitchner, of Bam Antonlo Brewery, writes, January 9,
to get Judge Dean to run as senator, and I believe
for his time while away from his business. 1 feel
quite sure it will take at least $3,000 to pay him while away from his

ractice here, but he would be a valuable man in the legislature at this
me., I think we can get Judge Burns, who Is also a good one, without
aylng him anything. Burns has been speaker of the house in New
exico and knows how to do things.”

Page 261. Weeden, of the Texas Brewing Co., writes, February 1,
1908, of poll taxes in Fort Worth :

“1. matched dollar for dollar with another representative of the
liguor interests. On this basis we pald out $1,500 and succeeded in

tting a little over 1,000 first-class, picked men sorted out by Mr,
ﬁeuﬂ PBrown from his e fence in precec ln{z years."

Page 263. Rayner tes, November 14, 1008 :

“1 am doing my best to make the indiferent, the purposeless, and
homeless negro pay his poll tax inside the time limit while he has
monef. I have 4,000 cards like the inclosed, and I will place one prom-
inently in eve negro barber shop, eating house, saloon, and every
other negro buslness in Texas, and will supplement this advertisement
with help of every mnegro official In secret-society lodges, every negro
Fmachcr. and the negro newsPegFrs in Texas, 1 am satisfi 1 wiil
nduce at least 50,000 negroes in Texas to pay their poll taxes in time.”

“We are trying

,
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Paget writes Autrey, of! the Houston Brewing Co.: -
- hg:w is the time for working among the negroes; after Christmas
th?; will not have a dollar.”
ge 265. Liquor interests asked advice of lawyers as to methods of
getting around the poll-tax law :
“ (Can a corporation be formed under the laws of Texas for ‘the pur-
pose of aecumulation and loan of money to Its members for the pur-

pose of ?nginf thelr poll taxes?™

Page 272, Paget, 08, pro to publish in the papers a lst of
ghysters who refuse to pay poll taxes and to threaten to do so elsewhere.

Page 274, Otto Koehler, of the San Antonio Brewery Association :

“The brewery, being corporation, can not subscribe to the funds in
question. as It would against the law and wonld constitute a erimi-
nal offense, but the writer and our Mr. Wahrmund as individuals can
do g0, and we band you herewith our check.”

Page 274, Morgan, of the Dallas Brewery, writes to P 09 :

“As to this county. -will statvi that through the cham of com-
merce we have a good organization, consisting of the able support of
both the Dallas Morning News and Times-Herald, which papers in
every issue are urging the people to pay their poll taxes,”

Page 277. Brewers' Report, January, 1909, speaks of the host of
colou;ed .grouchel;s w:hotln the i:lghways and byways of the State roused
up the Negro s

Page 278. Paget says: “If we had had 10 days mere or four more
men {n the field there would have been 700,000 poll taxes pald.” This

is in the brewers' report. .

Page 286: Paget: * Every meeting of colored educational bedies has
been anttended by our friends, who have kept down with considerable
trouble all resolutions opposed to your Interests * * %,
colored paper in Texas is carrying our advertisement and 18 working in
the interest of poll-tax payment "’ -

Page 287. Letter to Paget from Littlefield :

“The Mexican voter should be u to take out his {Joll tax, for he
m;:t sol to the poils in primaries, while the Negro can't participate in
primarfes.”

Page 288, Paﬁet writes :

“ Inclosed find copy of a Lincoln cirenlar, of which 100,000 have
been distributed in Texas. Forty-five Negro churches read it from
the pulpit gesterday in Dallas and four in Beaumont.”

Page 288. A beer seller in Gainesville says that he had to pay $100
to our assoclation for poll taxes, This I8 a single dealer, * .

& Pnfe 294, Poll taxes for State and county, $1.75;-for elty, $1 addl-
onal.

Page 295. Paget, campaign manager, writes, December 7, 1910:

“ FHere is a letter signed by the president of the Federation of Labor,
and over his own signature a_request that the address be placed in the
bands of every labor man, He is also in the field In an endeavor to
awaken an Interest In the payment of poll taxes,” =

Page 208, Paget speaking of equipment of his agents says:

*They carry a power of attorney by which any man ean appolint
anoiher his aﬁnt to pay his poll tax. "

Fage 300. bayers, beer dealer at Hondo, writes :

“ Now, in regard to State-wide election in 1911, there are some 350
Mexicans in this county and I belleve by giving a dinner here and bhav-
ing speeches made | ean secure 200 voters to pay thelr poll tax,”

Page 302, Acknowlodjfment of paying poll taxes and page 803

Pnge- 322, Letter gquoted:

* lispecial attention should be given to the election of the member-
ghip to our mext legislature. In this body we should have a certain
peicentage subjeet. to our command * ¥ €

ﬂ" Government of the breweries, for the brewerles, and by the brew-
eries.”

Page 323, * 1 belleve we have elected a small majority of our friends
to the le%glnturw."

Page 325. Autrey of the Houston Brewery:

* We offer to support the anti regardless of who he is. We den't care
wm}tmlilt[? name is or what he be. It's just a question of his views on
proh on,"

Page 326. Option Bght. in Upshur County. Morgan s of two
workers who are to be hired. ggbatr fees are §$2,000 mﬁd $2,000
more if they win the fight * * ¢

Page 328, The brewers help the rallroads:

e \52 have also recelved the respective notice from our railrbads
here and have immediately put ourselves in communication with the
different members of our association and notified all our customers
aleng the Hne to immedintely enter a protest against such a bill to
their representatives at Austin.”

“ We have all the good help on the part of the rallroads.”

Page 828, “ We will also endeavor to raise a fund to the extent of
£1.000 or more for the ur&ol:e of defraying the expense of securing a
change by the present legislature of the Sunday law to the closing
hours between 9 a. m. and 4 ? m.”

Page 328, * It is just one of those bills where we have to muster all
our forces very quietly and call her up on a certain day and pass it
without even letting it come to debate and therefore it is preferable
not to make any amendments,”

Page 331. “The enormons expense that we have beem put to in
fighting adverse legislation.”

“ We defeated the beer-inspection bill, also the bill to make viclation
of the local-option law a felony.'

Page 331. Busch advises, in ease certain legislation failed, * to
all the water mains leading into your beautiful Capitol and drown the
rascals out like n lot of rats, The only available solution of the ques-
tion in our favor seems to lle in the prevention of the election to the
Texas Legislature of such men that incline tc‘;u?rnhlhlrlun and in the
forcible election of liberal members. It should be the watchword
throughout the entire State.”

Page 332. Arnold, of the Lone Star Brewing Co.:

“ Yesterday's circular letter will inform yoo how neatly we have met
the railroad bill.” (House bill 272.)

Page 338, Frank Arnold, of the Lone Star Brewing Co., to the
American Brewers' Association :

“The writer desires to call your attentlon to the fact that to
date we have not received your first assessment to our vigilance fund
to defray any expenses in fighting detrimental measures to our interest
at the present legislature.”

Page 346. Adolphus Busch: *“When Mr., Koehler was heré a few
days ago [ agreed that we all pay 3 cents per barrel on our sales in
Texas to defray expenses during this sesslon of the legislature. It is
the intention to change the local-option law.”

Page 346. 1-23-03, Telegram from Adolphus Busch:

“ Do not underestimate prohibition movement and danger of the
pell-tax law. Have a vigilant eye and do the necessary, regardless of
expenses, We wlil pay our full pro rata.”

same,

Pl‘gu 347. Eppstein writes to Wahrmund :

“You can handle the press as you see fit, It might not be best to
use the columns of the papers with our pald matter, but to so handle
that ‘department of the work from Austin that all matters will Himlfl

Ev in a8 news items * * *, The corr ndents of the s wit!
whom we have contracts would no doubt, if properly han ., Elve us
all the epace we want.” * ©

Endless chain of elections.
Page 355. William J. Lemp, of 8t. Louis, Interfering in Texas politics,
Page 858, Judge Sherrell and Mr. Gresham hired to do political

work for the brewers. Balaries arranged. Dallas brewery writes: “ 1
will send exchange to you for the above amounts on the dates men-
tioned, and this will do nw&ﬁ with the handling of private checks.”

36C. * Inclosed find New York axchnnge for $475.95, covering ex-
pense account of yourself and the judge for the mo th of Jnnusr}.

861. Dallas Brewery: * 1 note the article in the Labor Journal
Heve the mediom will prove a one for general distribution
amonf the laboring people. r. Paget intimated that he thought it a
good idea to have same thing appear in the labor journals of Dallas
and Fort Worth.”

Page 861. Dallas Brewery: * Inclosed find New York exchange for
$429, -mndn%:xpe.nm account for yoursell and Judge Sherrell.”
ge 374, Ban Antomio Brewing Assoclation, January, 1905: “ No
donbt Cel. Greshem ‘s keeplng you well informed as to what is tran-
spiring as well as sending you coples of all bills introduced which are

ely to affect our Interests.”

Page 875. Adolph Busch writes, Cettl writes: “ 1 have to listen to
the wrongdoing of every State legislature in the country. * * *
Thl:t’wllu givta you some idea of my troubles and the restless days and

ge 378, American Brewing Assoclation writes to Brunswick-Balke-
Collender Co., Chicago: * We have already a delegation in Austin lobby-
ing agalnst the passage of such bills that are detrimental te our busi-
negs, * * ® Our expenses in these matters are considerable, apnd If
youa feel Inellned to contribute toward the educational fund it would be
most thankfully accepted.”

Page 879. Ban Antonio Brewing Association to Adoue of one Linthi-
com, a lobbyist at Austin: “ My instructions to him are never to men-
tion breweries, He Is at Austin to represent labor exclusively.

Page 880, Arrangements made by Morgan, of the Dallas Brewery, with
rallroads: “As the express and raliroad companies will be affected by
the bill, I wrote Col, Gresham asking him to see the general attorneys
of the express and railroad es and get their opinion, and, if
deemed advisable, to act together.”

Page 386, C. V. Woodman, editor of the Union Banner, writes to
the Texas Brewing Co. proposing to emact laws to better protect the
liguor interests and to re.peal laws inimical to organized labor and the
Hlnor interests. * * To make contracts for the publieation of

or news on these lines; to furnish all weekly papers with a colnmn
ertain to the local option question,

up in such a manner as to make

of such labor news as
All bilis will be fram

them labor bilis,

Page 409, Autrey writes to the Ban Antonio Brewing Association,
1906, in behalf of Mr. C. K. Walters, “a fair-minded man but his
financial strength I8 weak. Perhaps you would like to render him some
asslstance ; If 8o, just mail check for whatever you donate to me and
I will see that it is turned over to him.”

Page 413, The breweries kept a record of all the candidates for the
legislature and numbered and classed them as one might classify sheep
and cattle,

Lists given on pages 413-—416. L

Page 418, Adoue writes: *“ When the Fort Worth Record started
I subscribed $7.500 stock, which 1 divided among my friends as an
investment.”

Page 428, R. F. Cook to Cetfl, of the Texas Brewing Co.. writes:
* Just before the ballot was taken on the original Love amendment,
the Ban Antonlo man and I, fearing that the vote would be close, in-
duced two of the members who were hopelessly agsinst us fo engage
in"a domino game where we suceerded in holding them until it was
too late for them to do us any harm.”

Page 485. Adoue writes of proposed contesting of a law : “ It Is bad
poliey for breweries to fight any 'aw ; their reputation is bad enough
without it. Avoid ostentations litigation.™

Page 440. A telegram from Adolph Busch from) Pasadena to Texas
Brewers' Conventlon: * 1 most earnestly hope that all will make the
strongest effort to weed out the strong objectionable saloons and not
to permit them to exist. By doing this we * * * prevent greater
trouble and danger IO!". ts%e beer industry.” 8. T. Morgan, of the Dallas

or more
- L4 -

Brewery, comments : you see that the main offenders in she past
have realized t.h.s'tt to save the brewing business they must change their
ways \

Page 441. Weeden, of Texas Brewing Co. writes: " It was unani-
mously a that a determined effort * * * must be made to
intiurnce the selection of the next legislature. This, of course, will cost
a good deal of money, and it s plainly evident that the donation of

b cents 2" barrel would not be sufficlent.”

Page 447. Arthur Koenig writes from Pasadena, Cal., February 15,

908: “Mr. B wishes me to thank yom for gonr kind communica-

tion, ete. * The Catholi¢ elergy shopld be approached and re-
quested to el'sorﬁm its opinion om the present prohibition movement
same 48 WAs e by Arcabishop Gibbons, Baltimore. and Archbisho
Glenny, 8t. Louis, If there is a bishop anywhere in Texas he shoul
be carefully interviewed through channels friendly to our cause, and the
substance of such interview nmde public afterwards, * ® * Algo
the rabbis of the Jewlsh congregation who always are friendly to us
and our industry. * * ¢ [ am working with my dear chief day and
night on the question, ' To be or not to be,™

Page 488. Wahrmund is member of the house in Texas In 1909,

453, Notice of a check in payment of T. H. McGregor's salary.
MeGregor is in the Texas Legislature,

Page 4556. Adoue mentions Judge Bellew as writing * If T were abla
financially to make the race and give time to serve in the legisiature
1 would make the race. bnt 1 ean not afford it.”

ge 488. Morgan, of the Dallas Brewery, writing to San Antonio
Bmer{. ngom an investigation of prohibition States by members
of the leziglature who are broad-ganged and liberal,

“The funds necessary to -make the Investigation should come from
the business interests and anpm’t owners, and no one directly or in-
dlreelt‘? interested in the liquor business should contribute one cent
toward such expenses, in order that the men making the investigation
could - up on the floor of either House and say that they made the
investigation at the request and expense of the business men and prop-
erty owners of this State.”

usch
. .
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writes to the 8. H. Brewery: “I turned the article
inclosed * * over to Mr. Wortham, and we will both make every
effort to have the same ﬂ;hl[ahed in to-morrow evening's News, but we
are very much in doubt we will be able to get the News to copy the
article without having same appear as paid matter ; and if is done,
we dor't think it would be worth the price, as everyone-would know
that the brewers had the article reproduced, and, of course, it would
not have the desired effect.” i

Page 481, Texas makes the license fee for selling near beer {2.000.

Page 483. The Texas Btate Federation of Labor induced to pass a
resoluticn against legisiation hoztile to any labor men, i, e., brewery
trades-unions. !

484, “ Mr. Lilienthal admitted that the American Brewing
Association paid the advertisement in the Texas Deutsche Zeitung regu-
larly every month, and a E:ud price at that, but that was ong done
because the publisher of that paper was a member of the legislature,
just as the American Brewlng Association pays for an advertisement in
the Cuero Star because Mr, Crisp is a member of the legislature.” Letter
in which the editor of the Bouth Texas Star speaks of soliciting adver-

tising from the brewers.

Page 495. Mr. A, 8, Cri of the Cuero Star, writes to Morgan askin,
the renewal of the advertisement contract of $100. *“As a member o
the liquor committee I accomplished the defeat of a bill designed to
teach prohibition in the public schools of the State * *

Later Mor%nn writes that Crisp has appealed several times for ad-
vertising, and advises turning him down on the ground that we should
not ** do so much advertising, especially for people who are holding the
same bellef as ourselves.” .

A, B, Crisp writes to H. Prince:

*“DEan Bin AXp Friexp: Piease accept my sincere thanks for your
courtesy in honoring bill for last half of annual contract at this time.
In a little over a month the solons will be again gathering at Austin,
and If there is anything there you want attended to it will give me
great pleasure to serve gou at any time.”

Page 0512, For a half century it has been the law of Texas that a
corporation shall not use its powers, means, or assets for any purpose
cxcei)t to accomplish the legitimate objects of its creativn., These
particular corporations were chartered to manufacture and sell beer
and ice, and were not created for * education,” * suffrage,” or * elec-
tions,” Again, since 1907 it has been a criminal offense for any officer
or agent of corporations to use the corporations’ money direcily er indl-
rectly to affect the result of any sort of an election.

Page 513. Hordes of field men, white and negro, employed to carry
locai-option contests and to get poll taxes pald.

Page b14. MorFan. secretary of the Brewers' Association, cautions
utmost secrecy: * We believe that success depends largely upon every
member being extremely guarded even in talking to the best of friends,
dand that our business is ours and does not concern anyone else. Un-
less this is done and strict secrecy maintalned, we will have to make
an open fight. * * * Special organizations of saloon men * * *
are calculated to create prejudice. * * * We would thardfore most
carnestly request that you advise all of your customers to let their
orﬁanimtlon, if they have one at all, be secret.”

Page 530. San Antonio Brewing Co. say that their expenses for these
fights “ almosi ﬂ]unl, if they do not exceed, our profits.

Page 565. Adoiphus Busch writes Cettl December 5. 1908 ** The pro-
hibition agitation has cost me more than a million dollars already, be-
cause Anheuser-Busch must always bear the burdeéen of everything, We
have been spending $30,000 every month in defense of the beer industry.
We have done more than all the breweries together, and | sm bound to
make a part of this by looking for profits on outside investments, and
esgednl? in the real estate line.”

age 562. Busch writes from Pasadena to Cetti: ' No money or labor
should be spared to recapture Grayson County out of the clutches of
the pros.” y

Koehler complains of Paget's ask!n% for $3,000 for Caldweil County :
“It certainly can not be a question of buying the negro votes, for as I
understand it there are none to be bought in that county. 1

Page 507. Adoue writes that for antiprohibition election wnrk._ we
are golng to spend enough money sufficient to build a fine hrewery.

In 1911 Busch read a communiecation to the citizens of Dallas threat-
ening to stop work on the Adolphus Hotel if Dallas went dry. This
was a million and a_half hotel.

Page 570. Issie Friedlander is described as “one of the best men
in the State of Texas to hunt up and haul niggers to the polls.

. VOLUME 2.

Page 578, Kaufman writes to Wahrmund : * The negroes, about 1,500
votes, are well taken care of. Mr. Maler foresecing this election has
pafhl out about $1,000 paying poll taxes for megroes, which are in his
safe.”

Page 581, Some officials of the International & Great Northern
Railroad baving taken part in Anderson County srohibltmn elections, the
American Brewing Co. writes, * that each and every brewery should
withhold all the patronage that they possibly can from that road. We
request that you have no shipments made to us over the International
& Great Northern Railroad.”

Page 598. Paget writes as to Adoue that $3,000 is necessary for a
county election. * With this amount of money and an_ extra sub-
scription which we may be able to squeeze out of the saloon men we
have a chance to win the fight; without it not any.”

Page 606. San Antonio Brewing Co. writes to Dlum of an attempt
to contest a dry vote: * Our ex-Judge Felps is the one who undertakes
declaring the past proelection void. IHe was county judze at the time
and refuses to give information as to bis form of work for fear other
attorneys detect his plan. The amount required is $1.600 if he is
successful. Otherwise it costs nothing, but he is sure that he can do
this. Among whisky dealers and breweries the amount is $1,000 and
Jocal dealers agreed on $500, which is ready, and Judge Felps instructed
to proceed with his work

rewery Co. answers Bluom: “* * * This is a matter about which
it will be necesrary to be very eareful, and it will have to be handled
in the strictest of confidence.”
. ane 660. Koehler writes 1010: ** Will abide by your judgment.
Handle in ]v?_ur name. We must not be known in transaction. Strictly

Page 471, MurEan

confidentia

Page 650. Letter tc Houston Brewery: " All our voters are Mexicans,
but we need money to work it."”

Page (%), Miller from San Antonio Brewing Association. After a de-
feat a contest. In order to facilitate this he proposes: * How would it
do to see them and su t to them in the event we won that a nice
galoon would be started for the sale of beer only. We understand their
principal objection to the sale of whisky is on account of the tromble it
creates with certain of the boys who go there to trade. Beer would

not set anyone wild, ‘and if yon and other good friends there and in
‘tlhe vicinity wanted a little whisky you can always get it just as you
0_now.” .

Pnfu 660. American Brewlnﬁ Association to Causey :

*“If an electlon is ordered (in Colorado Ceunty), we advise that the
saloon men use every effort to get the Prolnent men of the county to
assist 1n making the ﬂ§ht, as our experience has shown that if the fight
is made only by the saloon men it has not proved successful.” .

P%Ee 691, Paget to Levy:

“ When a county has become dry
back to the wet column without a’ |
e fally the former."”

aﬁ: 8. Horlock to Houston Brewery : ]
" Plan to run a wagon to Somerville r{evidently a dry place). Don't
bhave any leitering on it at all. They promise to start at once on some
sm}}hert}r 2-s,nivelec-bta beir': S .

age : San Antonio Brewing Association writes congratulating on
a wet vietory: * We are told that the immigration agemgﬁr the So%th-
ern Pacific Co. were awaiting the result before turning the tide of
immigration to your section.” A

Page 732. Adoune offers to contribute to an election fund $1,000. I
believe that this offer should be strictly private; not even the members
of your committee should know it.

Page 787. M. B. Davls, jr., a beer litterateur writes:

“1 have written an article, if used, which showld be ecalculated to
arouse the Jews, the Catholies, and the laboring element, including the
farmer, against the Anti-Saloon League and Rockefeller. For the Jews
I quote from the St. Louls rabbl and for the Catholics the St. Louis
priest. I see Bamuel Gompers, the great labor leader, has come out
against ?rohlhli!nn."

Page 740 Davis writes:

*“I went to the court dockets to see about statistics as to drunkenness,
but, as they are against us in comparison, I quickly withdrew.

Le:‘age T42. Davis suggests the organization of the Texas Progressive
&3

" Speakers could be sent out under the auspices of this league, and
thus with one fell blow rob the pro orators of their stock saying that
the breweriesand distillers are fighting for their existence and are the ones
that are cnrrylnq on the fight. * * % [ algo think we ought to throw
out some interviews to the publie through the leading State papers of
the direful effects of {pmb! itlon seen by traveling men, covering a
range of subjects, for instance, when men are denied beer they go to
waisky ; and if moderate users of whisky they are driven to the whole
bottle and jug; that men are falling away from church.”

Page T44. Davis sPeaks of the fatal stabbing of a popular deputy
constable in the red-light district by a drunken Mexican as causing pro-
hibition sentiment. Dut we are trying to keep the pro minds diverted
by the cotton Palace project,

Page 774. Paget: " Elections were held in three precincts in Jeffer-
gon County, and were carried because Mr. Gary and I * * * (ixed
matters so that the election would be declared fn our favor. If we had
not done so, the elections would have gone pro, * * * 1t was the
cheapest election where so much was involved I was ever in. - Mr. Gary
asked me 1o notify you * that the goods were delivered, the
three boxes were declared anti by a decent majority.”

Page 823, Letter of Hall to Wahrmund : ** Mr. D). Kelley, representing

the Lone Star and American, has put up $200 (to carry an election),
He is the man who has been supplying the bootleggers in that com-
munity, and before the law went into effect * * * T was sending
from 3 to 10 easks dally into that territors."
Paget tells how Lampasas County went dry: “ The shooting took place
on Friday night., The man dled Saturday. The election was held
Monday and the funeral procession went past the voting place. Every
church in the county was pressed into the crusade Sunday ; nothing was
{Jreauhled,hut the blighting influence of the saloon, There was no time
o reply.’

Colored antls. .

Page 839. Lindsay writes to 8. A. llrewh:g Association : “After
winning the election the boys wanted to give a dance to the Mexicans
who stayed with us so loyally in the fight, and as the Lone Star had
iﬁ;nt[ﬂve kggs for the barbecue, thought you would willingly donate for

e dance.’

Phge 888, Hedeman writes to Wahrmund affirming that he had bought
34 votes but was surprised to Hod out that some of the antls voted

pro secretly. '

Page 900. We have assisted our ‘friends in taking out about 2,000
poll taxes and we now feel that we are safe, as far as McLennan
Chour.;_t)‘ is concerned. In c¢hecking up to-day we find we are about $550
short.

Page 913. Paget describes the neig'mes as half child and wholly
grafter. You must know how to handle them.

Page 017. Moore to Luedde: "Already many evidences exlst showin
that the colored brother has héen xi\:retty well greased, * * *
had hoped that we conld make this fight on $3,000, but I confess that it
looks to me as if that is not golng to be enou*h."

Page 925. Rayner says he Is * golng to Washington, D, C., to meet
the National Baptist Convention, which meets there the middle of this
month, For the Iast three years I have been holding this question in
line on the prohibition question.” 3

Page 927, Moore to Wahrmund says that during the campaign I made
it one of my duties to see that not a drop of intoxicants was dronk in
the building occupled as headouarters, and I feel sure that manner of
campalgning made.us votes.

Page 959. 8. A, Brewing Association to Andrews: “ The law pre-
vents you from paying the poll tax of nnyone, but there is no law to

revent your loaning a friend the stipulated amount, so get your friends
ogether and take some concerted action in this respect and we will
direct the attention of our State organization to the situation.

Pa%e 970. Mr. Leeds, an agent of the 8. A, and A. I". I&. R., was
assisting in prohibition work. Holmgren writes to Paget: * Wouliln'
it be a good plan to ship around by Laredo; and if you would instruc
all dealers at Alice to ship via Tex. Mex. R. R., 1 will do so, aml four
or five cars per month to meet (%) might cause inquiry, and Mr, L,
will have to come across and let others do the fighting. -

Paget sends this on to the 8. A, Brewling Assoclation, and adds: ** The
railroad management will not stand for A moment for any such conduet,
and if a notification comes from such a hlgh source as the Clt]\; Brewery
or tb‘? Lone Btar Brewery Mr. Leeds will be brought up with a round

it is nearly impossible to bring it
arge expense of money and energy,

urm,
Page 972. Paget, asking for a campaign manager, says: “ Ile must
be absolutely =ober.” -
Pasge 973. Autrey telegraphs to Koehler: ** My, Fads, local »oent of
the San Antoniv & Pacific Railroad at Allce, s viee poeslilent ol nti-
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Saloon League and strong prohibition worker. I think this 9ﬂenuive

conduct should be brought to the notice of his superior officers.
" Tage 980. Holmgren writes: It is my aim to now see that antis—
Germans—are induced to buy land, and wherever it is possible sell out
a pro and replace with an antl."”
%‘a 003. American Brewers' Association proposes some darkles
od speakers and *‘ can pass off for preachers.” - .

Page 1002. Mitchell writes to Texas Brewing Co. for funds. A g:ﬂt
number of railroad employees ** will have to be pald in or’der to get m
to vote, otherwise they would go ahead with their work."”

Page 1033. Paget to Adoue: * If Smith County could be won by an
e:qw_wu:liturel of $20,000, it would be cheap, as it would be a setback to

rohibition." .
¥ Page 1076. Paget describes raising of large fund to secure the services
of Justice Briggs, Judge Mayberry, and others for antiprohibition work.

Page 1122, %?right to Page: * We will need some election booze, but
will wrlte you in regard to that matter later on.” =

Page 1162. Riggins to C. C. Turner, 27 Williams Street, New York:
“ We do not understand why you have not received the poiltni llst of
Nolan County. I suppose you have received it by this time.” ol A W
Describes a proposed weckly, the Texas Talker: “ To talk Texas from
a rallroad, agricultural, industrial, and investor's standpoint. * * *
The plan would be to publish a paper and immedhtelfh gut out 10 or
more canvassers in the counties threatened with prohibition elections.
® @ & If the subscribers did not bave the ready cash, we would
the paper to them on credit. * * * 1 belleve {n less than a year the

uestion of liternture would be upon a self-sustaining basis in the State.

he paper need not be offensively antiprohibition. It eould be Demo-
cratic in politics and discuss Texas development, resources, ete. Pro-
hibition could be handled as a ‘S killer,’ as a tax ralser, and as a
crime producer, and in such a way as it would aﬂmzr only incidental,
yet conspicuous enough so that the information which we desired in the
minds of the public wonld be seen and read by the people.”

Page 1170, It is very important that this poil-tax amendment be de-
feated, but our work must be done in such a way as not to allow the
public to know that we are fighting this matter.

Page 1173. Morgan to Wahrmund says Pafet secures polling lists for
C. C. Turner, and Turner mails from New York good, wholesome antl-
prohibition literature direct to the voters

Page 11588, Morgan writes Luedde that Hon, Duncan B. Harrison,
who Is looking after the interests of the brewers in Washington, speaks
in the highest terms of the Hon. Robert Lee Henry * * * and ex-
presses the hope that our interest will give Mr, Henry every assistance
in his approaching renomination.

Pafe 95. Morgan writes Adone acknowledeglng roof of the article
by Bishop Potter, which he describes as good educational matter. This
much grieved to note

in 1904
ave received physieal
febecting.

that are

04,
l'%e 1207. Antrgf writes Koehler: I am ver
ragraph of Mr
our members,’

the . Adoue's letter saying, ‘I
demonstration of the insincerity of most o
I know that the charge is true. I well remember the time when the
Brewers' Association was first formed and the resolution mmm!tt]nf the
brewers to the purification of the business and to the aiding of the
officers in suppressing and prosecuting crime was submitted by Mr.
doue. The resolution was sent to Mr. Hamilton for his consideration,
with an injunction from Mr. Adoue that he must reflect on it thoroughly
and be prepared to attend a meeting at an eal;l‘y date, when the proposed
resolntion would be considered. * * » e spoke of the sad fact
that the hobo =aloon and the disrelputable places are the best customers
of the Texas brewers, * * * compared the signing of the resolu-
tion to the surgeon’s knife severing a limb to save the very existence
of the individual.” L

Page 1209. Busch holds $112,500 in Texas Brewing Co.

Page 1211. Anheuser-Busch writes to Cettl: * We have had a
deal of experience with medical journals and found as adv ng
mediums there are but few of any value whatever.”

Page 1219. Adoue writes to Cetti: * * * “The guestion you ask
is loaded with dynamite. Labor leaders are diplomats of the first
order, and all dealings with them must be handled diplomatically.”

Pages 1222-1225. Wahrmund, Morgan, etc., discuss dolph
Churchill ; advise giving him $100 to get to Washington to confer wlg_h
W. W. Price, of the brewers’ educational work.

Page 1252. Adoue writes to Wahrmund : ** T believe you ean suggest
a plan by which the breweries can make contributions withont coming
under the erime indicated in section 5, page 312, and at our next meeting
ghall submit it to you.”

Page 1259. Morian writes Adoue explaining Oklahoma's voting pro as
* due largely to the manner in which the breweries have in the st
aided the saloon men to conduct their business in the Territory of 0?!:1-
homa ; that is to say, the breweries in their Fmed for trade put every
Tom, Dick, and Harry, as well as many a jailbird, in the business by not
only furnishing them fixtures, loaning them money for licenses, but even
goinF to the extent of buylng lots and building houses.” Result, exceas
of places * * * resull, eucouragement ' in every way possible of the
many evils that have brought the saloon business in the bad repute it is
in tn-dai * * * law openly and almost deflantly vielated by the
saloons by conneeting up with gambling, bad women, and many other
abuses.” This he attributes ** to the large concerns who, I regret to say
seem to be willing to go ung length to sell a few more kegs of beer.”
Mentions R'?edﬂrully the Anheuser-Busch Co.

Page 1270. Bn ts that the Antisaloon Lengue in Washington is
financially assist the Whisky Trust.

xpressed satis-

eat

b,

Page 1270. When it is reported that Roosevelt had e
faction in Oklahoma's going dry Wahrmund suggest that a denial of
the report be secured from him, “ Report has it Sxat he and our mutual
friend, Mr. Adolphus Busch, are close friends. Perhaps we could get at
him through that mediom.”

Page 1308, The Galveston system. No beer to the lawless saloons.

Page 1315. Letter from Busch at Ivy Wall . * * *  Tf yon look
the whole matter straight in the face, ﬁun will have to admit that there
is no such thing as drunkenness in this country. od, healthy beer
has long &rfo weaned off those who heretofore imbibed too much in stron,
aleoholie drinks. Our peolple are as sober as the people in any clvilixeﬁ
fﬁ‘ougtr,\' in the"world. With the bero of Appomattox we exclalm, “ Let

s_have peace, 5

Page 1320. It is stated that for some time past the business of the
Anheuser-Busch Brewing Association was belng condueted by the clerks ;
that the entire time and attention of the officlals was being devoted in
effort to offset the inroads of prohibition.

Page 1331. " The Anheuser-Busch methods and people in the past
haye done more than all the rest put together to cause the trouble in this
Weeden to Cetti, 1908,

LY 301

Page 1377. “We have some good campaign matter coming directl
from m that we will use for all it is worth. It is to the eslfect tha!t
if a prohibition plank is put in the platform he would not accept the
nomination, and should the Democratic Party adopt a pro plank he was
of the opinion the party would in 12 months be no larger than the
Prohibition Party is now. BStrong declarations of this nature from
Bryan, who is the idol of the Texas democracy, should make us votes.”
Morgan Dallas Brewery, 1908, :

Page 1400. Adoue ( afet) writes to Fox: * Yours of the 224 instant
received requesting that I send you facts and figures relative to the work
of the Texas Brewers' Association in our State, which I will gladiy do
subject to the approval of the chalrman. This, however, I must say : 14
I write the history of the assoelation, it will make a strong antishloon
document.” :

The association issmed May 20 and 22, 1904, two circulars which were
published in nearly all the newspapers in the State (see coples inclosed),
and had the members of the association been sincere the Antisaloon
League would never have made any progress in Texas, but unfortu-
nately only the chairman of the assoclation undertook to execute the
pmm{ses made to the public. * * * No one ever did .anything to
assist him. All their energies appear to be expended in an effort to
gcll one more keg of beer,

Page 1402. Prince, secretary of the American Brewery Assoclation,
writes, Mr, Pn%et‘s letter to Mr. Hugh F. Fox covers the grgimd ex-
actlg and what has been done by the breweries regarding th® sale of
that keg of beer in Texas years ago is now pursued In the city of New
York,hso you see the only chance for brewers to become real good will
ﬁdr en they are in the same condition as what they say of a good
an,

Pages 1425 and 1430, Flattering references to Bishop Johnson's ser-
mon. Pagg saﬁ he has a large supply on hand for circulation.

Page 1453. e Texas Farmer working with the brewers.

Page 1470. Wahrmund gives Rayner (negro antiprohibition speaker)
letter to Gov. Colquit recommending him for the position of scperin-
tendent of the colored blind asylum.

Page 1491, Prince writes to A. A. Busch complaining of an attack

which Th. A. Ball‘, head of Prohibitionist Party in Texas, made on
Adolphus Busch: **1 understand that Mr. Ball’s firm are attorneys
for the Frisco Railroad, in which your father is a wvery large stock-
holder, and as there are many better lawyers in this State than Mr,
Ball, If his pocket could be reached by making a change of attorneys
it mighl: have a quieting effect on his bombastic style of warfare.”
Page 1504. J. F. Wolters writes: “The members of the barbers’
union come in daily contact with more voters than any other class of
labor. While they wait upon their customers they usually engage them
in conversation. * * * While they may not in all instances be able
to exercise influence over their customers, they can at least give us
valuable information, and in instances where they find them against
vs If they will advise Mr. Louls Crelling, the local secretary of the
local anti-State-wide prohibition organization, it is more than possible
that we can E.nd JSome influential citizens who can bring some influence
to bear y

Page 105625. Govg Harmon approved of as candidate for the Demo-
iléﬂiﬂ.?c organization. Mr. Woodrow Wilson should be opposed.—May 1,

Page 1542, Hugh F. Fox, August 1, 1913: "Theeglan of securing
agreements from individual brewing corporations pledging themselves
to the payment of 3 cents per barrel annually for five years, which is
conditioned on a total of 25,000,000 barrels being subscribed, has
already met with such generous-response as to make us feel assured of
the success of the undertaking.”

Page 1552. Lotto, writing to Wahrmund, opposes Ball, because: *If
he is elected he will be in a position to take all the preliminary steg
as passing an illiteracy bill, etc, to make the next fight a certa
success for prohibition.”

Page 1506. Prior to 1907, the date of the.aw Proh!hiting corpora-
tions from making political contributions, the defendants made such
conn-lhu‘l:lgim. BA“ seq;letlt:tly these contributlons went to the Texas
Business Men's Association.

The Allled Brewery Traders’ Association, established in 1907,
Objects : The alliance of all traders doing business with and to some
extent dependent upon brewers in defense of their interests against
legislative attacks. Chairman, Arthur Valentine; ‘secretary, John W,

ilson ; office, 46 Cannon Street, London, E. C.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr, President, some time ago Hon. Lowry
Humes, a Federal district attorney, brought suits in the Fed-
eral court at Pittsburgh, Pa., against the United States Brew-
ers' Association, the Altoona Brewing Co., and others. The
charge in these cases was the violation of the Federal corrupt-
practices act and certain other laws. When the case came to
trial the defendants filed what is known as a plea of nolle con-
tendere, which is practically a plea of guilty, and paid fines
totaling some $70,000. Mr. Humes submitted a memorandum
to assist the court in arriving at the amount of the fine. This
memorandum contains a summary of the evidence, showing the
activities of the United States Brewing Assoclation and its
associates in the politics of the country, involving nearly every
State in the Union. I have that memorandum here, and I ask
that it may be inserted in the Recorp. i

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, leave will
be granted. The Chair hears none.

The matter referred to is as follows:

MEMORAXDUM FOR THE COURT IN THE CASES OF THE UNITED STATES V.

UNITED STATES BREWERS' ASSOCIATION ET AL. AND UNITED STATES

v. ALT0OONA BREWING CO. ET AL,

In the case of the United States v. United Btates Brewers' Associa-
tion et al., the indictment includes as defendants the United States
Brewers' Assoclation, a corporation organized under the laws of the
State of New York, and all of the brewing companies of the State of
Pennsylvania that are members of the United States Brewers' Asso-
clation,

In the case of the United States v. the Altoona Brewing Co. et al.
the defendants include those brewing com les that in 1914 were
members of the Pennsylvania State Brewers' Association, itself not be-
ing a corporation but only a voluntary association.
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dants have been divided into

In each of these *ndict ts the def:
four classes, as follows :

First. Those brewing eorporations one or more of whose officers was
a.nl oﬂigxsgteﬂg;r the tglltecclin séatﬂ Bﬁwt:wrs' A-ndl:‘tiun or thet Il‘tann-

van e wers' Asso: on., representation: brought home
g those brewing companies notice as to thatrmnm and the activities
of the respective associations as well' as notice as to the real purpese
for wiliinh “tge funds which they contributed to those assoclations were
actumlly nsed.

Second. Those defendant brewing companies whose contrihutions to
the United States Brewers' Association and the Pennsylvania Mtate
Brewing Assoviation were suﬂ‘.’lclenﬂ{ﬂme to in itself put the defendant
on notice that the funds thus contributed to those associations were
not intended solely for the ordinary trade purposes of a trade associa-

.
It Is alleged by the Government that the amount of those contribu-
tions was sufficlently large to cha those defendants with the obliga-
tion of ascertaining the purpose for which those contributions were
by the respective brewing associations, and that on this fact in
itself, aside from all other evidence, rests the presumption that they
had knowledge of the purposes- of the association and the manner in
which the funds which they contributed to them were used.

Third. Those defeadant brewing companles who alleged that they
ﬁlned -d id dues or assessments to the respective associatioms on

e theory that they were trade organizations whose contributions, in
go far as the Government has been able to ascertain and prove, were
not sufficiently iarge to in itself put them on notice that the organiza-
tlons to which they contributed said sums were not ordinary trade
assoclations.

As to those, it {s not the e of the Government to admit a
want of guilt on their part, nor to vindicate their course of action In
‘connection with their membership in these respective associations, but
the Government does admlit t at this time it is not able to satis-
‘factorily prove by competent evidence that the contention of the
defendants Is untrue. he Government, therefore, recognizing the
character and extent of proof necessary in the trial of a case, purposes
to enter nolle prosses, as to this class of defendants, with the distinet
understanding on th: part of the defendants that any of these molle
prosses may be taken off at any time by the United States attorney if
?athsraxt‘:ory evidenre is secured to establish the guilt of said de-

enaants,

Fourth. This class consists of seven defendants, namely, the Thl
Brewing Co., Emmerling Brewing Co., New Lebanon Brewing Co., Clear-
E_:gll Brewing Co., and the Altoona Brewing Co., which have already

nolle prossed by reason of the fact that slnce the indictment has

been returned it has been discovered that they are not co tions
and consequently do not come within the prohibition of on 83 of
the Criminal Code, and the Meadville Brewing Co. and the Mercer

Counnty Brewing (o.; which have gone out of business and which have
been nolle prossed: for that reason.

It is interesting to note in connection with the consideration of the
facts which the court seeks in order that sentence y be intelligently

posed that the United States Brewers' Associstion, realizing the
method by which their funds were raised and expended, songht to se-
cure legal advice as to the rights ¢f corporations to make contributions
for political purposes. They caused their general counsel to prepare a
;ﬂ.;est of the laws of the various States of the Union which might

ect such corporation ncﬁvltt\;. and when this digest was i) it
was mailed to Mr. Hugh F. Fox, the secretary of the Un States
Brewers" Association, with the following letter of transmittal:

“My Dear Mp. Fox: I hand you herewith prepared booklet showing
by States where it is and is not permissible for corporations to make
contributions for any political campaign.
tm“Appnﬁntly the State of Illinois is the only one that is Immune on

8 questlon.

"'lghe original of this® was handed to me by Oscar Schmidt, of the
Schlitz Brewing Co.

*“No doubt the contents of this will be valuable information to you."

It is interesting to note that in the preparation of this booklet o

t, section B3 of the Criminal Code, the section out of which this

ctment s, was not mentioned but was apparently entirely over-
looked. It is therefore likely that the defendants were orant of the
existence of this statute, as they now allege. It is needless, however,
to sagrthe ignorance of ‘the law is no excuse.

A brief snmm.nr{ of the facts out of which the indictment in these
cases grew Is as follows:

The United States Brewers' Association was Incorporated under the
Jaws of the State of New York in 1877, and amended its charter in
1963, Its membership consists of between elght and nine hundred
brewing companies in the United States, most of them corporations.
mef rl\]!('ords of this association explain a portion of their organization
as follows : i

“ We have our national association, the United States Brewers® Asso-
clation ;: we have In every State our local State assoclation, Then we
have in the States local associntions, and in some cases there are indi-
viduals who do not belong to the State assoclation but they will to the
national ; then there are some who will not belong to the national but
they will to the State association.”

Among the Pennsylvania officers of the United States Brewers' Asso-
clation we find the following:

John iner, vonnected with the Continental Brewing Co. of Phila-
delphia, one of the defendants, was a trustee and was also the head of
the organization burean of the association.

Edward A. Schmidt, of the Schmidt & Sons Brewing Co., was an exe-
&uﬂve officer and also a trustee of the United States Brewers' Associa-

on.

G W. Bergner, of the Bergner & Engel Brewing Co., was a trustee of
the United States Brewers' Association.

Prior to the spring of 1913 the United States Brewers' Association

owed great activity in political affairs in many States, To illus-
trate, in reporting the activities of the association to the members of
the assoclation. llugh F. Eox, secretary, claims a membership of 523,
representing 80 per cent of the entire brewing business of the country,
and that in organuization work in 1908 the United States Brewers' Asso-
clation had taken an active part in * educating the voters ™ in 25 States,
ineluding Pennsylvania ; that preliminary organization work had been
gtarted in 9 States, and that the association had * won nearly every
contest in which we were engaged.”

The records of the association cleariy iodicates, as early as 1908,
that the politicnl work of the association was in the hands of a

burean known as the organization burean of the United States Brewers'
At the Fead of this burean was Mr: John Gardiper, of the
This bureau submitted regu-

Assoclation.
Continental Brewlng Co., of Philadelphia.

‘monthly reports to the association showing the nature and extent
of their activities in the varioms States of the Union, and in reportin
the situation in Pénnsylvania in the report of May 1, 1008, the organi-
zation bureaw says: * Our people are well erganized in thnt State.

Some of the methods of the organization bureau are dsclosed In =
report to the president of the United States Brewets’ Association dated
June 1, 1908, which says:

“8ince the organization of the bureau 36 of the 46 States of the
Tnion Have been visited representatives of our burean; * = =
Manufacturers’ and dealers’ elubs of the allied industries are in active
worklnﬁ order in 19 States; and also M. and E. clubs in Indians, New
York., New J » and Pennsylvania. which are State associations,
Traveling men, liberty lea and personal-liberty leagues have been
m'?n'ln and are in wor order in § States.,”

he same report, in refi g to Illinois, says:

“ This committee will take up active work for the legislature and
also in looklngp:'flter nominations for Congress.”

Relative to msylvania, the report says:

“The manufacturers’ and dealers’ club for the Btate of Pemn-
sylvania, with Headquarters at Philadelphia, has been organized, with
branches at various cities in the State, and has done effective work.”

The November, 1908, report of the organization bureau says with
reference to Pennsylvania :

“We agsisted in the formation of the Manufacturers and Dealers
Association in FPhiladelphia for the State of Pennsylvania, which has
done very effective work under the guidance of the nsylvania State
Brewers' Association, and their able ?xuddrnt.’ Mr. John Gardiner. Out-
ﬁ(}_lo egfogh?t.r :;3 have done no werk in Pennsylvania. nor have we been

o .

The annual report of the bureau for the year 1908 nlg:u:

“Among other things that the bureau has accomplished In the past
year is the solidifying of union labor In the United States In our canse.”

The records. of the. association In 1908 show the outline of the plan
to include, among other things, political organization. to include State
and congressional campaign organization bureau, and Washington bu-
:imu. and points out the value of the labor vote to a political organiza-

on.

Under date of May 11, 1908, the United States Brewers' Association
d;;ecbe;ih Ia letter to all delinquent members, in which they stated, among
other ngs:

* The organization buresu, which {8 a new and expensive departn
gg tg:.l}e and continues to do most effective work in some 20 tﬁ‘ﬂ‘emn

In 1909 an organization was formed within the membership of the
United States Brewers' Assoriation known as the Interstate Executive
Associntion, and the committee which had the matter in charge made
the following recommendations :

“We recommend that a permanent organization be and Is hereby per-
fected of the executive officers, attorneys, and secretaries of the various
State and loeal organizations, and such other officers as may be desig-
nated by said various State and local assoclations, to be known as the
Interstate Executive Association; that the officers of such assoclatiom
shall be president, vice president, and secretary ; that such officers shall
hold their respective offices for the term of one year and until their
successors are elected and qualified, and we recommend that Johna
Gardiner, of Philadelphiqa. be elected as president.'”

This assoclation was to bave and did have quarterly meetings. The
report of the committes further sets forth:

**The general purpose and ohjeet of this association shall be to inter-
change ideas, information, and literature bearing upon educational and
publicity methods, trade problems, campaign management, ete.”

The report further sets forth:

D L‘amps&iﬁa managrment and legislation is largely a matter for
each State individually, but we believe in a general outline under the
auspices of the Natiomal
bureau, to be organized a.lmg

In 1910, in a rt to

tion. entitl
tion,” we fin

* The o
foree, is
during the

rewers' Association and
national lines.™ i
e trustees of the United States Brewers'
“*Activities of the United States Brewers'
among other th&:ﬁa, the fullowlni:

tion bureau: department, which is our fighting field
nanced by a veluntary fund. It has taken an active part

ast two years in State and local camﬂalgm throughout the
country. o less than 40 States and Territories have had the personal
service of the bureau. bhe statement with regard to the elections of
November 8, 18010, which has gone out to our members, Indlcates the
extent of the recent work. There were 27 State campalgns In which
we were Interested, and we won substantial victories in all exeept 1 of
them. Sorely this speaks for ltself.”

And further this report says 3
* Our t of all of the national socletles which

is a ber
have anything trcf do with public health, political science, social science
school byg:eq.s. The alllance

in a speakers’

and economics, criminology, charities, an
thus gained with public mep has proved most valuable.

And again, under the heading of “ Federal Relations,” the?:?oﬂ BAyB:

“ Our counsel has gunarded our interest in the matter of eral legis-
Iation with most remarkable success. During the last two sessions in
Congress over 200 bills adverse to our Interest have been Introduced,
many of which have had the backing of the entire prohibition and tem-

rance organization= in th's country. Only one measure affecting our
nterest has passed Congress in this period, and that went throngh with
our assent. Yon can readily imagine what this has meant in winning
and keeping friends in congressional districts. It is also literally troe
that Congress has been kept from doubling the tax on beer by our
unalded efforts. .

“ These, of course, are confldential matters.”

About the same time there was submitted the followlng under the
title, * Skeleton of Reorganization Plan.”

“rTll?e various activities of this association naturally group themselves
as Tollows 2

“(1) Politieal organization. This includes State campalgns, congres-
sional campaigns, the Washington bureau, and the organization of
voters.

“ T shall not attempt to deal with this department except to say that
it must be organized with a view of ﬁettlng as much work as ble
out of other people. The problem will be how to keep up the interest
nndt.l‘l'cﬂviry of affillated bodies, upon which we must rely, at a minimum
COo8

And, further, this plan sets forth, among other things, the following:

* Recognizing our natural llmitations, we must, first of all, preach
and teach the teachers. This includes the colleges, libraries, news-
papers, magazine instrodtors in economics and physiology, and tbe men
who are leaders of thought in their community. WIith the coming of
woman suffrage this is' more than ever necessary. We must supply
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campalgn material on demand and assist our members and leaders in
all matters relating to publicity and newspaper work.

“ The scope I8 enormous, and the value of this department is limited
only by the amount of money that the asscciation can spend upon it.”

And under the head of * Labor " the plan, among other things, says:

“ In addition to this the labor bureau might be of very great value ln
our political organization by establishing a permanent working connec-
tion with the other labor bodies who make up the American Federation
of Labor.”

The plan contemplates a complete separation between the executive
and political departments in the followlng words: ]

* “The executive department should have the general oversight and
direction of the work of all the other departments except the political
department.”

]And as to the necessities of the executlve department the plan de-
clares : i

“ This would require a force of about 15 emEloyees in addition to the
‘heaids c;fddrvpa{tmertn'g. the fleld staff, and the men employed in the
olitica artment.

2 Ina ml.lﬂ;‘ur a meeting of the Interstate Executive Association, under
date of December 6, 1916, Hugh F. Fox, the secretary, says:

“The ‘deliberations’ will take the character of an experience meet-
ing in connection with the recent campaign, and a survey of the fleld
of action with a view to the work that is to be done in the near future,

At ahbout this time Mr. Percy Andrews became president of this Inter-
state Executive Association. One of the representatives of the organi-
zaton bureau of the United States Brewers’ Association said In his
report to the head of that bureau in referring to a particular State:

“1 went over the State more with a view of meeting with the most
influential labor men and in securing their support now and in the
fight that may come; and I am sure that, if it is n , We_can
muster to our support all the labor men in the State, with one or, two
exceptions, and they believe they can dellver the union-labor vote.

I call this to the court’s attention in order that the court m.:iy‘ in
some degree appreciate the effort those defendants and their associates
have made to control every activity that can be of political value to
them.

One of the fleld men, who was using this connection with the Ger-
man-American Alliance for the pm:lpose of promoting the political
E’ork of these brewing companies, said in his report to the organization

ureau :

“ Financial support necessary, Any attempt to bring about a German
State organization must have financlal support. feve that such
should come from the State Brewers' Association, and, as 1 have

already indiecated, should not be given direct but might pass through
the hands of a middleman—perhaps Mr. Wolters, of Houston, or
Dr. Horner, of Philadelphia.”

*In the late winter or early tgjprlng of 1913 a meeting of all the
brewing companies in the Uni Btates was called at cago, and

as a result of that meeting it was agreed that contracts should be
secured from the various brewing companies providing for the ent
into the treasury of the United States Brewers' Assoclation of a s&e—
clal assessment of 3 cents a barrel on the annual production of the
brewery. These contracts were not to become effective until tures
were secured covering an aggregate barrelage of 25,000,000  barrels,
or $750,000. These contracts were for a period of five years. The
25,000,000 minimum was greatly exceeded. .

In Oectober of that year an executive session of the United States
Brewers' Association was held at Atlantic City, and there was organ-
ized at that time an association known as the Natlonal Association of
Commerce and Labor. At that time a contract was entered’ into
between the United States Brewers' Assoclation and Mr. Pe Andreae,
b;' which he was to receive an annual salary of §40,000 for the Eurpnse
of taking charge of and organizing and conducting the National Associa-
tion of Commerce and Labor. %he records show the name was
selected because of its slmilarity with that of one of the departments
of the Federal Government.

In a speech at the time of the organization of this association,
Mr. Andreae, who had been engaged in similar work In the State of

* Ohio, held Ohio up a5 an example to be emulated, and stated his
purpose to extend the rlncllio]es nf the Ohio organization throughout
the country. Among other things he said: .

“The valoe of this work to the industry in each State whereln it
is accomplished will be very appreciable, for it is impossible to obtain
and use, as I"have deseribed, the political knowledge con £ con-
gressional distriets in any State without at the same time aecquirin
the same data concerning the counties and senatorial districts of tha
Btate, for the simple reason that a congressional district is made up
of Representative and senatorial districts, and you can not know
the conditions of the larger unit withount ascertaining those of the
smaller units of which it is composed. It will therefore rest with
the interest in each particular State to put to use the
knowledee obtained concerning these smaller units in order to accom-
plish within that State what we have accomplished in Ohio.
will find that nearly half the expense of orﬁsnipntion within the State
for that t_Purpose has thus been taken off thelr hands by the natiomnal
organization.”

The financial activities of the National Association of Commerce
and Labor, in carrying out this comprehensive plan of Mr. Andreae, are
most interesting. During the year 1014 the United States Brewers’
Association turned over to Mr. Andreae the sum of $330,188. The
Wholrsale Liguor Dealers’ Association id him $90,000. These items
and miscellancous contributions which he received aggregated in that
year §525,116.28. The only activities of Mr. Andreae and his asso-
ciates were political in nature. They participated extensively in
numerous $State campaigns concerning themselves and using their
funds to Influence the election of governors, lieutenant governors,
United States Senators, Members of Congress, and members of State
legislative bodles. SBome of the money was spent directly on conductin
Biate campaigns for State and Federal officers in various States, nng

rhaps ooe of the best illustrations is to be found in the State of

owa, where a three-cornered agreement was entered into with the
local pelitical organization in the State of Iowa by Messrs. Andreae,
John Gardiner, A. Sunstein, the treasurer of the Wholesale Liquor
Dealers’ Assoclation, by the terms of which they were to Ply into the
Towa campaign fund the sum of $37,600, and the local political o
#zation was to ralse within the State of Iowa an equal sum. his
$37.500 was to be paid in three equnl payments. A third of this
-amount, $12,600, was to be pald by Andreae; a third, .$12,500, was to
be paid by John Gardiner, of the organization bureau of. the.United
States Brewers’ Association; and a third thereof, or 812&22. by A.
Su.stein, the treasurer of the Wholesale Liguor Dealers’ dnﬁon;
and this money was in fact pald to the political organization of the
State of Iowa for political purposes. As each of these payments fell

due Mr. Sunstein turned over $4,186.67 to Mr. Gardiner; Mr. Gardiner
added on an equal amount and forwarded the total of $838335 to
Mr.  Andrese, and Mr, Andreae then added his third and delivered it
to the political manager in the State of Iowa. 3

We find that in almost every instance the records show that when
the Andreae bureau, or the organization Lureau of the United States
Brewers' Assoclation, contributed funds to a political campaizn, there
was an agreement by which' a sum equal to one-half of the contribintion
of the United States Brewers' Association was to be paid for the same
political pu e by the Wholesale Liguor Dealers’ Association.

In his efforts to promote these various political campaigns, Mr,
Andreae caused to be organized an organization bureau of the Gorman-
Amerfcan Alliance, and used this o)?ﬂnimtion to further his politieal
pur; s. This was done through r. Joseph Ieller, of Indianapolis,
and in the year 1914 alone he expended for this purpose the sum of

$35 A1, 3

The extent of the operations of the United States Brewers' Assocla-
tion in 1914 reached startling proportions. Because of the alleged
destruction of records, the Government has mo assurance that it has a
complete record of the funds raised and distributed by that associa-
tion. We do, however, have an absolute record of the collection by
the United States Brewers' Association in 1913 of $755,385.18, a con-
slderable portion of which remained in the treasury of the association
at the close of its flscal year. . ’

In 1914 we have an absolute record of collections aggrezating at
least $099,300.88, How much more was collected during that year, of
which we have no knowledge because of the destruction of the associa-
tion records, we can make no estimate. We do know, however, that
the bank accounts which we have thus far succeeded in discoverin
Ehﬁw an aggregate in the nelghborhood of a milllon and a half o

ollars. ¥

The Pennsylvania State Brewers' Association was one of the associ-
ated organizations whicn coastituted the general scheme of the de-
fendant rewinﬁ companies and their asscciates to control the political
affairs of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. The Government has
little documentary evidence as to their activities. In fact, the Gov-
ernment is quite ready to admit that the operations of both the United
States Brewers' Association and the Pennsylvania State Brewers' As-
sociation were, so fa: as the individual brewing companies in Pennsyl-
vania are concerned, really part of the same blg scheme, This associ-
ation was originally a trade organization and was not incorporated.
The big Penns{lmnlu brewing companies who controlled this assocla-
tion diverted it from its original purpose and used it as the basis of
their gg:itiml activities in order to cover up their corporate political
activl in order that they might conceal them behind this nnincorpo-
rated association. They had the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania di-
vided into districts and each district assigned to one of the members
of the board of trustees.

The defendant companies through this association undertook to comn-
trol the nomination and election of practically every public officer
elected within the Commonwealth of Pennaylvania from governor down,
including Members of Congress and United States Senators. At a con-
ference called by its ri?resentauves in 1914, candidates for legislature
and Btate senate, for Members of Congress, for United States Senator,
and for governor were elected, and not only the individual effort but the
moneys contributed to this association by the brewing companles who
halvet:‘l;tered pleas in this case were used to put through the slate thus
selected.

All the records of the Pennsylvania State Brewers' Association were,
it is a]leged. destroyed. As a result the Government s not in a position
to definitely establish the total amount of money that was raised and ex-

ed by these companies in 1914 but the Government does know, and

e records of one bank account establish, and there may be other bank
accounts which the Government has not been fortunate enough to dis-
cover, that there was paid into the treasury of the Pennsylvania State
Brewers' Association for its litical purposes in 1914 the sum of
$£349,992.11, and that during that same year, in its effort to elect the
slate which it had selected, expended from this one bank account the
sum of $346,696.91. I cite these figures because of the fact that the
Government has absolute knowledge ot them. Whether or not these sums
were sugtplemented by other funds, I am not In a position to state. The
very fact that the records of the association were destroyed, as your
honor already knows=from the evidence in certain contempt cases which
have been heard by the court, warrants the conclusion that there may
have been other funds of which the Government has no knowledge..

The following is a copy of the contract entered into by one of the
defendant corporations, and is the same form that was used by all of
the companies who entered into the agreement, decided upon at the
Chicago conference:

“ o the Unitcd States Brewers' Association, New York:

“ Memorandum of agveement made and entered into this 19th day of
June, 1913, by and between the undersigned for and on behalf of him-
gelf or itself, his or its personal representatives, successors, and as-
slgns, hereinafter called the ‘brewer,” and the United States Brewers'

tion, a membership corporation, duly organized and existing under
and by virtoe of the laws of the State of New York, hereinafter called
the ‘association.’

“ Whereas the association is about to undertake certain work of
vital importance to the brewing industry, which will require the outlay
of a large sum of money during the next five years.

“ Now, this agreement witnessed, that the brewer, in consideration
of the premises and of the sum of $1 to the said brewer, duly paid by
the association, receipt of which is hereby ncknowledsed. it is hereby
covenanted and agreed to and with the association to pay to said as-
sociation the sum of 8 cents per barrel upon the amount of sales to
his or its eustomers yearly, measured in barrels each year, for a period
of five years from the 1st day of April, 1913, payable in such Install-
ments each year and at such times in each year as the assoclation shall
from time to time designate. Such contributions of 3 cents per bar-
rel for each year during a period of five years shall constitute the
brewer a member of sald assoclation during the life of this agreement
without additional cost, provided always, nevertheless. that this agree-
ment shall be and become null and void and of no effect unless on or
before the 4th day of October, 1013, the assoclation shall have re-
celved similar ments duly executed and delivered by other brewers
in the United States to the association pledging yearly for a period
of five years 3 cents a barrel each year upon an nﬂgregate of 25,000,000
barrels. All of such agreements shall be similar in form to this

agreement,
“ Witness the hand and seal of the said brewer.
d “Tae Erie BrEwiNG Co.,
“Per Ep. HEUER, General Manager,
“In presence of—
“F. A. Brevillin,”

[T S e
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Bales for the year ending April 1, 1913, 101,353§ barrels.
For the purpose of uniformity and convenience, the sales for the

"&reoedh:g 12 months will be taken as the basis of this -calcalantion. |

hus the payment for 1913 should be wpon the amount of beer sold
during the 12 ‘months from April 1, 1912, to March 31, 1913,

Schedule of basls of dues of Penusylvania State Brewers' Assocla-

tml?‘ii-st 20,000 barrels or part thereof, 2 cents per barrel.

Next 30,000 barrels or part thereof, 23 cents per barrel

Next §0,000 barrels or part thereof, 3 wcents per barrel.

Next 75,000 barrels or part thereof. 33 cents per barrel.

Next 100,000 barrels or part thereof, 4 cents Eer barrel.

Next 125,000 barrels or part thereof and over, 5 cents per barrel,

Mr. STERLING obtained the floor.

Mr, JONES of Washington, Will the Senztor from South
Dakota yield to me to make a request for printing certain matter
in the ItEcomp?

Mr. STERLING. I yield to the Senator.

Mr. JONES of Washington, T have an editorial from one of
the leading newspapers in the East, which I should like to have
inserted in the Recorp, and also a recent article by Prof. Irving
Fisher, with reference to the conservation phase of this ques-
tion, which I should also like to put into the Recomp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 1Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

LFrom the North American, Philadelphia, Tuesday, July 3, 1917.]
THE HAND 0N THE SPIGOT.
Americans in most States have witnessed spectacles of legislative
dishonesty and degradation due to ligquor influence, but the present
lous developments in Washington set a new mark in discredit as
well as In magnitude., When a State legislature sacrifices the public
Interest to serve the al privilege of booze, decent citizens comfort
themseives with the thought that %ﬂe evil is of loeal and trnnslt:{ﬁ
a!tgnlﬂmnce, But when liguor reveals the er to paralyze the
of Congress, to enlist the open advocacy of national administration,
and to dictate the Government's policy in time of'war, the whole Na-
tion is profoundly conecerned.

If anyone feels that our expressions are unduly harsh, let him glance
at the astounding record of political mameuvering and false pretense
which now seems about to te in complete surrender to rum,

National prohibition for the period of the war, or at least drastie
reduction in the manufacture ot Intoxican e a vital issue as
soon as the DUnited States entered the conflict. It was obvious that the
Natlon must exert all Its energies and eliminate all: controllable wastes
in order to achieve victory, and the rlence of other hellxifenmtn

expe
showed that the minimizing of the drain of liquor upon the Nation's
material and human resources was the first re lslﬁ in promoting
eficlency. that . of the three

The present British premier

enemies of his country—Germany, Austria, and drink—the last was

the most menacing; and In Great Britain, where the liguor interests

had been all-powerfal, and where the ldea of i:‘ﬂgsom I!bm" has

dominated  the laws for centuries, both the try and vidual
hts have been severely restricted.

In the United States, where four-fifths of the area and three-fifths
of the population were already under prohibitory laws, suppression of
liquor su ted itself as one of the t measures of strengthening
national defense, and the project was assured of the su t of a ma-
Jority of the people. Existenee of a food sho , threatening to cause
real privation, -added Immeasurable pressure to the demand.

The attitude of Congress re! ic sentiment and the palpable
needs of the sitwation ; and yet the most decisive expressions of :.1)2%
ment were mysteriously’ reversed—not so much by the des te
of the booze lobby as the direct influence of President Wilson and
his administration

Thus, when the cancns of Democratic House Members indorsed war
prohibition by an overwhelming vote, the action was promptly rescinded
u warning from the White House that un:f I tion initiated b;
the administration should be considered. And when the Benate a
to the esplonage bill a rider ferbidding the waste of foodstuffs in mak-
ing liguor, the inistration did not relax its efforts until the clause
was stricken out. A dozen bills, resolutions, and amendments of siml-
lar import were struck down at the same inspiration,

Hopeless of ccmtinulgge unchecked during the war their weakenlng
and debauch trafiic, liguor interests sought a crafty c romise.
If some sort of prohibition was unawvoldable, the making of spirits
be st'gped they said, 'while the manufacturer of beer and 'wine was per-
mitted. This would satisfy the publie, it was believed, while having no
eff n the comsumption of liguor and very little upon the waste of
foudstulls ; for with EOS,OOO.MM of spirits in storage the market
could be plied for two years at least, and the breweries -would con-
tinue, as before, to consume the people’s Tood, beer utilizing wastly more
edible material than whisky.

The alarm official warnings of food shortage insisted that the
peog:ee must undertake the most minute economies, yet the whole power
of administration was put behind a ptv’poml to perpetuate the sys-
temutic waste of stupendous guantities of mntritious products. he
scheme of the brewers was adopted by the Senate Finance Committee,
which offered an nmendment to the food bill placing prohibitive taxes
upon food materials used in making distilled spirits only.

But the deviee was too t parently dish t to succeed without a
The people bad been convineed by the officially emphasized
facts that must eat less of their accustomed diet and must practice
novel and d economies ; and they eould not reconcile these impera-
tive demands with the indorsement of the test single item of food
waste, Prddponderut public sentiment - the . clearest nts
of logic and food conservation were obeyed, therefore, when the House
‘Ini) days a

amended the bill so as to it the use of food materials
the ing of any and all aleoholic beverages. - Only 5 vetes out
of 370 were cast -a?ninst the measure with this provisien.

Popular Jndg;nen could hardly have been more decisive, but the rum
interests had other lines of defense—in the Benate and the White
House—and they concentrated mmn ntrenftben!ng these,  Thelr success
presents perhaps the most remarkable exhibition of the power ‘of special
privilege ever witnessed i American public a { 3

Aln number of Senators represent {nmﬂbltion States, and it was

predicted that that body would not mﬁmw gver‘turn the ovegbelmit.:g
ent was expressed in Senator

contest.

decision of the House, The majority sen

-

hibiting the use of nonperishable foo! materiala
in making alcoholic beverages and authorizing the President 1o stop the
wse of perishable products also, and to commandeer existing supplies of
spirits, Nevertheless, liguor and administration influence united to
break down the demand. v

After three days the result was disclosed in a revised amendment
a&u)ﬁed by the Subcommittee on Agricuiture. This was an astonishing
combination. It toek over the Heuse prohibition of the waste of foods
in liquor, but added the provision that the President might permit the
““limited use " of the people’'s food in making booze, * whenever in the
{Ed%en'!: of the President the public interest would be subserved

ereby.

It was a victory for the rum imterests, but more embarrassing than
a defeat, for it put upon Mr, Wilson the onsibllity of canceling war

rohibition after enactment—~Con, would turn off the spigot and
eave it to him to turn it on again, if he dared, as a means of * sub-
‘serving the public interest™ ! e gituation wonld have been farcical
if 1t ‘had not been so serious for the Nation.

But the next day there was another shift. The Agricnltural Committee
repudiated its subcommittee's p oy “ compromise " and reported
an amendment prohipi the use of foodstuffs in any aleoholic bhever-
ages, but &uthurfztn the sident to permit the utilization of perishable
fruits. "The effect of this would be to prohibit distilling and vrewing, but
to protect the wine industry, :

¥ this time the farce had become ghastly, and President Wilson was

compelled to make his tacit support of the l!t!!uor campalgn open and

@active. The Senate was not amenable to confidential ts and recom®

mendations; it was necessary to crack the whip of administrative eo-

ercion. on Friday the leaders were summoned to the White Honse
‘p!.shtﬂy tnat

‘GorE’'s amendment

and informed there must be no interference with heer or

e, the arguments being that complete prohibition would canse publie

gmte:‘tl and would deprive the Government of large revenues needed
e 'War,

The result was a new amendment (a) forbidding the use of food
materials in the manufacture of distilled alcohelic beverages and (b)
authorizing the President to limit, regulate, or prohibit, at his dis-
cretion, the use of such products in beer and wine, Naturally the
President wanted Congress to settle the matter; he did not relish the
Erospect of having to interfere with “ great industries” himself. Dut

e consented to the arrangement.

This, however, was only temporar{. The President was determined
to relieve himself of the responsibility, and the liquor Interests werp
equally determined to block all pronibition if they could. Both in-
fluences brought about another conference on Saturday, the result
bei:l:g agreement upon an amendment stopping the manufacture of ais-
tilled spirits and making no mention at all of or wine,

Having won this great victory through the President’s rescue of the
breweries, the liquor interests immediately planned to save the. swhisk
industgy -also, and a imed fight is under way to kill the pmjec{
of authorizing the President to commandeer for Geovernment use in
munitions the ex stocks of spirits, Binee there is a two-year
suxply in bond, the net result would be that war prohibition would be
reduced to the shabblest of false pretense; for the market would still
be flooded with whisky and the of beer and wine would eontinue
without restriction.

A corious feature of the sitnation is that President Wilson by his
efforts to avoid the placing upon him of responsibility for the continu-
ance of the liquor traffic unhampered during the war, has snccerded
only in focusing public .attention uwpon himself as the most powerful
slg of the system. For the record shows incontestably that Congress,
left to itself, wounld have taken the course dictated by the semtiment
of the majority of the American people and by the urgent require-
ments of national efficiency. and that only the determined stand of the
President overcame the judgment of the Nation's Representatives. It
is his hand that keeps wpen the rum spigot.

This fact can not be minimized or obscared. The motives that have
impelled Mr, Wilson to take this extraordinary conrse are undouhtediy
sincere ; that he thinks he is ac for ‘the best interests of the Nation,
as well as for the interests of the affic, can not be gquestioned.

But the unwholesome episode shows once more the peculiarities of
the glndgment which the American people are asked to regard as in-
fallible. For it is President Wilson's opinion: that patriotism requires
them to submit to drastic restrictions in the matter of the food which
sustains life, while the supplies their war-diet economies may save are
drained away through the distillery, the brewery, and the saloon.

How MuocH Foop CONSEEVATION T8 POSSIBLE FROM WaAR-TIME Pno-
HIBITION AND How GEEATLY 18 It NEEDED—LIiguor Uses Up
94,000,000 BUSHELS OF' GRAIN A YEAR.

[By Irving Fisher, professor, ¥ale University.]
Grain used by brewers, 1916,

[Reported by Department of -Agriculture 1917 ; figures given to the
nearest 100,000 bushels.] 3 st

) Bushels.
Barley. 52, 400, 000
Corn 13, 600, 000
Rice 2, 400, 000

Total 68, 400, 000

Grain used by distillers, 1816,

Internal revenue report includes that for industrial aleohol; res
: miven to the nearest 100,000 bushels.] B' t:‘“
ushels,

33.'100. LU
3, 100, 000
Total 89, 700, 600

Total grain wused by distillers and brewers combined.,
[Incloding that distilled for industrial aleohol.] e

29, 700, 000
68, 400, 000.

“Total 108, 100,-000
Nezligihlg amounts of other grains (mestly oats and wheat) are also

Bari
ey
Rye

Distillers
Brewers
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The quantity of grain used by the distilleries in the manafacture of
Industrial alcohol is not exactly known, buat in 1916 the total qunantity
of distilled spirits for denaturing, manufacturing, and scientifie alim‘.

was 87,000,000 gallons, and the remainder presumably as alco-
Rollc beverages, 162,000,000 'ﬁ”]m“‘ In other words, about a third of
the total was used Industrinlly. As a much larger proportion of the
aleohol from molasses is used industrially than is the case with that
from grain, the fraction of the grain so used was probabi; less than
one-third. In other words, the grain used from manufaetured aleoholie
beverages was more than two-thirds of the total of 39,700,000 bushels,
and therefore more than 26,000,000 bushels.

Tatal grain used in production of alcoholic beverages. a
Bushels.:
For distilled liguors 24, 000, 000
For beer________ 68, 400, 000
Total -« - 94, 400, 000
These 94,000,000 bLushels consisting mostly of (about) 55,000,000
bushels of barley at 48 pounds per bushel, and (abeut) 335,000,000

bushels of corn, rice, and rye at 56 pounds per
4,600,000,000 pounds of .
HOW THIS WASTE COULD BE SAVED IN BREAD.

This grain could be exported, or better, used to eke out our own
bread supply by mixing with wheat flour and thus releasing the equiva-
lent amoynt of wheat for export.

It is_easy, for any cook, to mix corn with wheat four up to 10 per
cent. In the Mellon Institute, in Pittsburgh, where bread experiments
are being made, mixtures have up to 50 per

ushel, make .u'm:r

been successful cent, and

fairly successful even up t2 66 per cent. Barley can be mixed with

wheat flour up to 20 per cent by any cook, an :P to a higher per-

centage, given the requisite know! od%e and sklll r. Hoover recently

had in rooms bread containing 20 per cent barley, which could not

be detected by its appearance to the ere or by its taste, from the

§§’g‘3"1 wheat bread. ‘This will probably be a popular form of war
L.

HOW MUCH BREAD COULD BE SAVED,

A pound of grain makes about a (?D“nd of bread ; for the 25 to 30
per cent of the graln removed by milling is almost exactly replaced in
the bread by other ingredients—milk, water, salt, etc. ¥

Thus alcoholic beverages divert from bread making the equivalent
of 4,600.000,000 one-pound loaves of bread per annum, or about twelve
and one-half million 1-pound loaves &)er d&ﬁ

The cessation of the brewing and distilling of alepholie berernfu
would thus enable us to export these twelve and one-half million
1-pound loaves of bread r day. Even if we make a much larger
allowance for the lmlustrinl.;e alcohol than we have, the fgure will exceed
11,000,000 loaves.

HOW FAR DO BREWERS' AND DISTILLERS’ GRAINS HELPF THE HUMAN FOOD
SUPPLY. .

ﬁﬂins " and * distillers’ "—the
aleoholic lignors—while they can net be
used directly for human foed, contain food value for cattle. When
they are f to cattle, part of their food valuc can be recovered for
hu'?;n Rrew 5 t{"i fmhnatﬂaglm o Tm? the original grain is left in
e brewers claim t per cent o gr
the form of brewers’' grains. An English statement by Lord Deven-
portlarlves the fignre in England as per cent. The discrepancy 1s
explain

It is true that * brewers’
waste from the production of

able by the fact that the brewers’ 385 per cent is by volume,
E}t tilkwei ht, as it should be Only a fraction of this is recoverable
milk an

only a w-r{ small fraction in meat.
We should measure the results in food units.
calory, which Is also a unit of heating

As we have just seen barleg. after brewing, leaves behind about a
third of its weight in dried brewers’ grains. As a luh-en weight of
these grains possesses only three-fourths the food wvalue of the same
weight of barley, it follows that only about one-fourth (i. three-
fourths of one-t Ird{nof the original food value is left for cattle feed
(a more exact calculation gives the result as 28 per cent).

Similarly, corn, after distilling. leaves behind somewhat less than
o third of its weight In dried distillers’ grains. As a given welght of
these grains possesses nine-tenths of the food value of the same weight
of corn it follows that three-tenths (i. e., nine-tenths of one-third) of
the orlginal food value, is left for eattle feed (this also, when more
exactly calenlated, works out at 28 per cent).

When the brewers and distillers' grains are turned into meat, about
nine-tenths of the food walue is lost in the process. This one-tenth
which is recovered is therefore one-tenth of 28 per cent of the original
gra!ln. or less than 8 per cent of the food value im the original barley
and corn.

If the egralns: are used for milk

The food unit is the
power or energy-giving power,

roduction, a much larger recovery

is secured—about two-thirds of e value of the brewers and adis-
stillers’ grains; 1. e., two-thirds of 28 per cent, or about 20 per cent of
the ori food value.

If we count the meat (or milk) thus recovered In terms of equiva-
lent bread the saving from sto] ping the manufacture of aleoholic bev-
erages would be 3 per cent ;‘or 20 per cent) less than 12.500,000
loaves—roughly 12,000,000 (or 10,000,000) loaves—let us say

11,000,060,
“ MILLER’S OFFAL,”

These recoveries however, must in their turn be S“ﬂ, offset ; for the
manufacture of liguor prevents the making of * miller's offal,” amount-
ing usually to about 28 per cent by weight (abroad usually about
40 per cent) of the original grain, which would be created as a by-
product if the grain were milled inte flour.

These figures for miller's offal relate to wheat and may possibly be
different for barley or corn, But the net result would be to raise
sgghit]gd the net wastage figure (10,000,000 to 12,000,000 loaves) above
obteined.

We conclude that 11,000,000 loaves is a fair estimate of the bread
1y we sre now drinking up.
t should be observed that three-fourths of this food waste is from
of the grain waste from alcoholic beverages, we next ask, How important
food wasters is erroneous. :
ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES NOT PROPERLY FOODS,

No account is here taken of the food value in beer nor of the calories
(of little or no use in the human organism) of the alcohol in beer and
splirits. these food and heat wval can not be expended without
at the same time poisoning the human system with alcobol, it is only

Bu

technically correct to count even the food value of beer as a real part
of the food of the Nation and, according to the best physiological
authorities, it Is not even technically correct to count the heat value
of alcohol as such. It was for these reasons that the American Medical
Association at its meeting this month in New York formally condemned
alcoholic beverages.

*  ANE 11,000,000 LOAVES A DAY WORTH COUNTING?

Having secured th= figure 11,000,000 loaves as a conservative estimate
of the in waste from alcoholic beverages, we next ask, How important
to the Natlon 1s this item?

The distillers and brewers, In full page advertisements, have re-
cently been trying to belittle such waste as a small percentage of the
grain crop, although a few years ago they were magnifying their use of
frnin as an 'mportant part of the farmers’ market. The grain crop
s not the right basis of comparison. Yet even in relation to the grain
crop the waste Is nearly 2 per cent. The grain crop Includes feeds for
horses, cattle, swlm_:, ponltry, ete., as well as exports. Prof. Sherman,
in * Food I'roducts,” points out (p. 259) that about nine-tenths of the
corn crop Is consumed on the farm, and of the one-tenth which is
sold not all is used for human food ; also (p. 264) that only about one-
twentleith of the oat crop is used by milling industries, including that
used In breakfast cereals. Only ut one-third of the rye crop is
made into flonr.

The distillers in 1916 consumed over 1 per cent of the total corn con-
sumption by man and beast In the United States, 2 per cent of the total
barley consumptlon, 8 per cent of the total rye consumption. The
brewers used over G per cent of the total rice consumption, 25 per cent
of the total barley consumption. 2

But it must be remembered that the feeds to cattle, swine, and
Eoultry are recovered in human food, only to a very slight extent, and

orse feed is not so recovered at all. From the standpoint of our
national food supply we ought to compare the 11,000,000 loaves wasted
in aleoholle beverages with the total human food values involved. Se
measured, the waste of 11,000,000 loaves a day Is very appreciable.

A pound loaf of bread contains about 1,250 calories or about half of
the average per capita food requirement. Kleven million loaves. there-
tore.le.mntain calories equal to the total calories required by 5,500,000

peop
Counting our population as 100,000,000, an amount egqual at least
to 53 per cent of our entire national human food consumption is

wasted in aleoholie bev!:zgm.

In terms of total b tuffs the perr:entnfe is still greater. The
consumptlion of bread im the United States, including pastry, is estl-
mated by experts at five-sixths of a loaf per day per capita.

This means that what we waste In beer and spirits Is 13 per cent of
the total breadstuffs we eat.

WHAT 11,000,000 LOAVES A DAY MEAN IN WAR.

When we turn to the real problem, the war problem, the problem

of supplying our allies, the 11,000,000 loaves per day, which means
,000, bushels of grain per year, wasted in the production of alco-
holic beverages, is 20 per ceat of the total food and feed stuffs exported

by the United States in 1916, that total being 405,000,000 bushels,
made up as follows :

Food and feed stuffs exported from United States in 1916,

Bushels.
Barley 22, 485, 920
Corn 53, 543, 227
Oatnical (aiso 1 export of oat breakfast cereal 100 356 500
also lar of oat breakfast cereals)_____ = , 15
Rice s ST < 1, 330, 009
Rye 15, 161, 690
Rye flour (bushels of rye to make) s
104, 049, 686
Wheat fGour (bushels of wheat to make, 43 bushels to bar-
rel) B4, 7035, 500
‘Wheat made into bread (estimated fromn pounds of bread-
stuffs) " 210, 000
Total 4003, 146, 062

11,000,000 loaves a dn{ls enough to supply the bread needs of
the (3.000,000), French (5,300,000), and Itallan (3,400,000)
Armies, counﬂnghthe bread ration at a little less than 1 pound per day
per soldier. It much more than enough to supply the entire bread
relief of Belginm.

This bread waste would more than supp‘ljy a bread ration of 1 pound
a loaf a day to all the inhabitants of SBcotland and Ireland.
It would nearly supply one-third of the bread ration of England and

Wales.
It would more than supply a pound loaf to every one of the 39,600,000
inhabitants of France every four days.

t would halt n pound a day to the 1,250,000 derendent chil-
dren in Belgium, and a pound loaf to every man of the 2 0,000 In the
United States Army, rs; the 400, National Guards; the 5OO,-
000 draft ; the 5,300,000 in the French Army ; the 3,000,000 in the Brit-
ish Army ; and then give a loaf to every one of the miilion families in
New York City.

It is trne that we could make these same savings out of our large
grain in some other way. Instead of stopping or reducing beer
and w g, we could reduce exports to our allles or reduce the
production of milk or meat or reduce the number of horses,

But, seriously and solemnly, are these the places at which to econ-
omize, rather tgan economizing on a use which is not only unnecessary
but, as we all know, vastly injurious to the Nation?

DOES LIQUOR MAKING REDUCE THE PRICE OF MILK?

We may pause here to answer an ingenious objection.

The ligquor interests iq a ¢ircular to Congress (signed by the * Farm-
ers’ Feed Co.,"” New Yorl) state that “ to eliminate brewers’ grains for
milch cattle food will ubquestionably lessen milk production 20 per
cent ; will unouestionably increase the cost of production to such an
extent that the purchase price of a gquart of milk now fixed at 11 cents
per quart will nnquestionably force the price to 25 or 30 cents per
quart in all Igrem: centers of population where a pure-milk supply is
most uired.”

req
These bo?es need not frighten us, inasmuch as, in the first place, the
Department of Agriculture has shown how to secure leguminous foods in
substitution, and, in the second place, the brewers' grains could not
mﬂnty w‘;c:zly 20 per cent, or even one-third of that figure, of the grain
of milch cattle, or even a far smaller percentage of their total food,
According to a table in the Agricultural QOutlook, October 15, 1914

Farmers’ Bulletin 629, about 9 per cent of the corn crop, b per cent of




4736

- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JULY 6,

. the oat crop, and 4 per cenft of the barle{ crop are used for feedin
milel cows. These percentages, applled to the production of 1816, woul
indicate that from these three grains alone, without counting other cattle
feeds, the milch cattie obtained 300,000,000 bushels of grain. The entire
amount of brewers’ grains in that B‘eur would, according to the brewers’
own clalms, not exceed 25,000,000 bushels, or 8 per cent of 300,000,000.

The price of milk may indeed rise from general war conditions, but the
withdrawal of brewers’ grains will not be the cause. .

One of the chief dairy companies in the United States, when asked
this question by our committee, replied : ;

“ Probably the single factor of withdrawing brewers' grains from the
miarket would not affect the price of milk or have any material influence
on the price of other cattle feeds.”

Prohibition would tend atly to lower the cost of living, including
the cost of milk, in many different ways, some direct and others, quite
as important, indirect. me of these will be shown in a later statement
on national efficiency in relation to alcohol.

Incidentally, however, we may note that, as we all know, alcoholic
beverages now waste both the mouney and the power to earn money of the

oor. Dr. Haven Emerson, heal commissioner of New York City,
5 Fcr cent of the income of the poor
in New York City is spent en alcoholic beverages. A much larger per
cent of earning power ls lost thereby. Consequently out of that saving
in both these respects which war-time prohibition would hrlng there
would be a large net gain for the babies’ milk (about which the brewers
and distillers are suddenly so solicitous) even if the price of milk should
rise several fold.

The' economy in buying brewers and distillers’ grains, as compared
with other foods, some of which have a great fi value per ton, has
also been exaggerated. The prices per ton on May 18, 1917, were as

ds in a recent investigation that

follows :

B I o et e et 42,60
Brewers grains —— 43. 50
Malt sprouts 45, 60
RO Y O R L 48. 60
Winter wheat middlings - 80, 10
OIl meal 53,10
o, ATt B T A e e Tl PR e e R s et Bl 53,10
O A R e e 61,75

Brewers and distillers’ grains are not regarded asg the best cattle
feed. They need to be supplemeated by other foods, such as miller's
grains, and are not used at all by many of the best dairies. This fact
is vouched fer by one of the best known of these dairies in a letter to
this committee,

- GRAIN NOT THE OXLY FOOD WASTED.

Besides the grain used in manufacturing aleoholic beverages, there
is an enormous quantity of molasses and considerable quantities of
gml{Je' sugar or maltose as well as glucose or sirup so used.

educed to pounds the items for 1916 arve as follows: i
= ounds.

Barley, 58,513,235 bushels, 48 pounds per bushel_ 712, 635, 280

2,
2,

Corn, 45,643,063 bushels, 56 pounds per bushel_ 556, 011, 528
Bf’e, 8,116,612 bushels, 56 pounds per bushel_ 174, 530, 272
e T e S e e e e e S e S ot 141, 2490, 292

54, 034, 621

Grape sugar or maltose.
Mo ggr ‘gallon_... 1, 673, 564, 5562

lasses, 152,142,232 pallons, 11 pounds
Glucose or sirup, 2,742,504 gal'fu,ns, 11 pounds per gallon_ 80,171, 394

Total T, 343, 006, 039
These figures include some two-thirds of a billon pounds of grain
used in the manufacture of industrial alcohol. The figures have been
carefully compiled by Prof. ', M. Carver, of Harvard Unlversity, with
others, and reviewed by Prof. Cannon, physlologist, of the Harvard
Medical Echool, and others.
It has been objected that a large amount of the molasses is not fit
for human consumption. A large amount of it, however, is so used,
namely, that from the cane-sugar refineries; this is being used In the
Fresent sugar shortage, particularly in England and France, That
rom beet-sugar refineries 18 not good for human consumption; but it
is good for stock feed, and can also be used for the manufacture of
Industrial alcohol. 1Im short, all of the seven and one-third billion
Eeudnds could be utilized otherwise than by manufacture into alcoholie
verages and almost all of it could be used for human food. Prob-
ablf the total food value wasted when the {tems other than grains are
Included is a quarter larger than that of ihe 11,000,000 loaves.

FOOD WASTE IN THE LIGHT OF WORLD FAMINE,

This food waste wonld be considered important in ordinary times,
but in time of war, when there Is a great food shortage, the waste 1s
much more serfous. The extent of this shortage is not yet. realized,
although Mr. Hoover has published his findings. These findings are
based on studies made by him and his staff in the various countries
abroad in collaborntion with the food ministers of the warious coun-
trles, The requirements of bread gralns for our allles were calculated
by him as follows :

Bread Fodder

grains, grains.

L o Bushels. Bushels.
el Kingdmn - o e e 225,000,000 | 170,000, 00)
F Y i S TR .| 175,000,000 | 70,000,000
e e S e 90,000,000 | 60,000, 000

Belginm and Portugal. 50,000,000 |..........
European neutrals... 10,000,000 1. . o . el e
Ex-European neutrals. 5,000,000 | 116, 000, 000

I

Tolal. e iiii ittt i iuasanas s e raasass| DOB, 000,000 | 416,000,000

This makes a total grain requirement of nearly a billion bushels, of

. which over half is for human consumption. . Mr, Hoover thinks tfmt.

while it would be impossible for the United States to supply all of the

requirement for in food for humans and grain fodder for animals,
the major part of the burderdi must fall on us.

Certainly, all of the grain we now waste In drink will be needed and
more, for, with 20,000.000 men withdrawn from production, with graln
fields devastated in France, Belgium, Poland, and Serbia, with grain
ships destroyed by submarines, and with short crops at home (the short-

age in winter wheat having been estimated by our Department of Agrl-
culture at 189,000,000 bushels), we need food eccomomy as we have

never needed it in this country since the Pilgrim Fathers®suffered in
those historic days, the survival of which led to the establishment of
Thanksgiving Day. -
The International Bureau of Agriculture at Rome has estimated the
shortage of the crops of 10910, as compared with 1915, as follows :

1916 shortage relatively to 1915, Ter cent.
Wheat, 17 leading countries 23.3
R_vrei 11 countries L G
Barley, 16 countries 8.
Oats, 14 countrles 13. 08
Corn, 6 countries - 14,6
Potatoes, T countries e e e e s et e ol o S 13. 0

The chief reason why we in America have not yet agpredated the
shortage of our food supply is that, so far, we have eked it out by
drawing on reserves. We have been slanghtering animals and reducing
their number, and have drawn on foods in cold storage so greatly that
the decreases in a year up to March 1, last, are as follows :

Per tent.
Cheese (American—pounds) L o 093
Eggs (cases—30 d ) = 84, 8
YA (PONDOE) o T 81. 7
Lamb and mutton (gounﬂs) LR 311
Frozen pork (pounds) L 30.9

The foregoing table is one of many of g:rent interest on this subject
flven hg Profs, Seager and Chaddock in * Columbia War Papers,” series
Iinl?fo. , Division of Intelligence and Publicity of Columbia Unlversity,

The important point is that the shortage is growing greater every
day, The need in 1917 will be far more than was that in 1918, and
that of 1018 and 1919, if the war continues, will be still greater.

In England the food pinch has already become so acute that in
May the King issued a proclamation exhorting the people to lessen
their consumption of bread by at least one-fourth. -

The London BSpectator has affirmed that if England had adopled
war-time prohibition when Russia did there would now be no peril
as a result of the submarine blockade.

We shall do well to exercise foresight and act before we have reached
real disaster,

Even if the food saving through war-time prohibition were much
less than it actually is, such saving ought to be effected. To plead
that the pconomy is a small one {s not only a false contention but a
wrong kind of contention. It is not the spirlt of war economy to
permit a waste on the ground that it is not large. In war we need
oull:' full strength and should make every ecconomy, large or small, to

is the food economy from war-time prohibition a
large economy but it is, large or small, a proper war measure—almost
a necessary one. As Mr. Hoover has sald, if we can not feed our
allies they can not fight and we shall have to fight alone.

As soon as the people of this country realize this fact and that
world war is threatening world famine no patriotic citizen, whatever
his views on other aspects of the alcohol problem, will hesitate to
favor war-time prohibition.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South
Dakota yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. NEWLANDS. May I ask the Senator from South Da-
kota whether he will permit me to bring up the question of a
conference report? There will be no debate on it.

Mr. STERLING. I shall have to decline to yield for that
purpose, I will say to the Senator from Nevada., I regret not
to yield, but my time is limited, Mr. President; and I should
like to finish before 2 o'clock. I think I shall easily be able
to do so.

Mr. President, I am opposed to the amendment offered by the.
commitiee as a substitute to section 12 of the House bill, and
wish to go on record as in favor of section 12 as it passed the
House.

Of course, I have due regard for the overwhelming sentiment
in my own State which at the last election declared in favor of
state-wide prohibition. In my vote here I shall give expression
to that sentiment; but it is also my own sentiment. I have
sought to view the question from every standpoint material or
relevant to the issue. That issue stated in briefest terms is
whether in this time of war food or feed materials shall be used
in the production of aleohol for beverage purposes.

We cali this a food-control bill. The object of the bill in one
word is “efficiency.” National efliciency. Efficiency in the Army,
in the Navy, in the general citizenship of the country. Efficiency
that we may not at any point fail in our support of our allies,
and that we may be the great and determining factor we are
capable of being in this war against autocracy and in behalf of
liberty and humanity.

Hence, we seek through legislation to increase and conserve
the food supply in order that the men of the Army and of the
Navy may be well fed; in order that we may help make up for
the shortage of the last two years and render our allies—Eng-
land and France, especially—even greater service than we have
in the past in the food and feed cereals we shall furnish them.

According to Mr. Hoover, the total needs of all our allies
from outside sources will approximate 800,000,000 to 1,000,000,000
bushels, of which vast aggregate there will be needed 500,000,000
bushels of wheat and 250,000,000 to 350,000,000 bushels of other
cereals such as corn, barley, rye, and oats. Our exports of all
cereals have heretofore amounted to from 400,000,000 to

35,000, If Canada should have a surplus of 200,000,000 ; if
the rest of the world is able to contribute 200,000,000 more, there

In .simrt, not onl
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will still be a shortage unless we increase our production or
make available for food and feed much more than we have in
the past.

What thed can be more just and reasonable than that we
should take that action here which will divert the many million
bushels of grain from accustomed use for beverage purposes to
the higher and more urgent use for food purposes?

To show the need of one of our great allies mow and the
strict regulations made necessary there by a scant supply of
essential foodstuffs, I read from yesterday's Evening Star under
the title:

Allies conserving their food supply—Even the Englishman is going
hungry, according to American writer.

The article proceeds as follows:

Americans who are asked to conserve food to heIP feed the allles may
inquire, " What are the allies doigg to help themselves?™

‘ Much more than is being asked of America as {:t." is the reply of
an American writer and political economist, just back from England,
who says he went hungry over there, in common with
are doing their utmost to practice food economy,

“ 1 simply could not get enouzh at any hotel or restaurant to satisfy
me,” he stated. * This is the common report of others who have studied
the food conditlons abroad.

REGULATIONS EXACTING,

“The regulations of the ministry of food controlling the serving of
meals in public eat!.ng N;nl.aﬂzs are exact and detailed, and they are be-
ing enforced,” he stated. “ One can not have more than 5 ounces of
meat at any meal, and this means 5 ounces of meat in the kitchen as
When it comes to the table as edible meat
it is half that weight. Nor can one have more than 2 ounces of bread,
which bread must at least 12 hours old, or more than two-sevenths
of an ounce of sugar at any meal, The London bakers are making rolls
of 1 ounce and 2 onnces each. They are slmpl]i miniatures,

“The regulation against waste is drastic, o bread may be thrown
away. A piece of bread was found in an ash can by the police. The
household was fined 20 shillings. One hundred and pounds of
stale cake were found thrown out behind a restaurant. The proprietor
was fined £20 ($100). =

PASTRIES CAN NOT BE MADE,

“ No light pastries, muffing, crnmpets, or fancy tea cakes may be
made. No currant or milk bread may be made, nor any sugar be used
}n rl:.l;.king any bread. Many similar restrictions exist and are en-

or s 3

“In addition-to the governmental regnlations the food controller
carrles on continuously a strong propaganda for voluntary rationing,
cutting out of waste, and food raving generally in the home, All house-
holds are asked to limit their mnsum&\tlon of bread to 4 pounds a week

er person, of meat to 23 pounds, and sugar three-quarters of a pound.

ose families which agree to do this put up in a window, facing the

gtreet =0 that all may see, a conspicuous card bearing the ‘eq'end: ‘In
honor bound we adopt the natlonal scale of voluntary ratioms.

“ This pledge of vo]m:tn? restriction has been widely aceepted. In
the little town of Church Stretton, containing 253 houses, the card is
displayed in 225. And there are other records nearly as good. In some
towns the average ration per person has peen reduced to an amount
below that asked for by the Government,”

Such, Mr. President, are the conditions in England; such the
measures tnken by the Government to meet them, and the eco-
operntion of the people in them. They serve to emphasize our
duty to do all we can to aid them by furnishing increased food
supplies,

But we must not forget the obligation to our own people.
The public tranquillity necessary to insure the successful prose-
cution of this war depends on an ample food supply at reason-
able prices to the masses—to the millions of manual workérs
throughout the land.

Mr. President, a bread riot is worse and more to be dreaded
than a beer riot. And there never will be a beer riot in this
country unless it is inspired by too much beer.

Reference was made yesterday by the distinguished Senator
from Illinois [Mr. SEErMAN] to the disgraceful affair at Bast
St. Louis, in the great State of Illinois. I ean not say with
absolute certainty, Mr. President, but I almost feel warranted
in making the statement that had it not been for the intoxi-
cating liquors in that community there would have been no
such disgraceful riot in East St. Louis.

Our situation, Mr. President, in regard to the use of beer
and wine as beverages by our laboring classes is different from
that of European countries. We are cosmopolitan in the em-
ployment of labor. No one drink; as beer in Germany or Eng-
land, has been the traditional drink for generations of Slay
and Slovak, of Polak, Italian, Hungarian, and Greek; and the
deprivation caused by prohibiting the manufacture of any one
or more than one intoxicant will not be universal, as would be
that caused by prohibiting beer in England or Germany, or
possibly wine in France. Our problem, therefore, is in this
respect an easier one than that which has confronted Lloyd-
George or Bonar Law.

To the people of all these various nationalities, represented
as they are in our mines, factories, and on our railroads, we
shall say, * For the cause of freedom, for the opportunities for
which you have sought these shores, in the interests of the
public weal and of your own wives and little ones, be pr
to do your ‘bit’ in the way of self-denial and sacrifice and

it comes from the butcher.

prove yourselves worthy citizens of that country which now
in this great war again proves itself the friend of the oppressed
of all nations.” )

Mr. President, I have no fears that any disturbance will re-
sult from the enactment and enforcement of section 12 sub-
stantially as it came from the House, Twenty-five States, I
think—more than half of the States of the Union—have adopted
State-wide prohibition. There has been no rioting, no social
upheaval in any of them. On the contrary, business has pros-
pered, labor has been better fed and clothed, and crime has
diminished. From the economic standpoint there can be hardly
a greater boon to the race than tlie abolition of the traflic in
intoxicating liguors.

What are the essentials of that man power, which in the last
analysis is the one thing we are now trying to conserve? It
has, first, the physieal basis, the sound bedy, the bodily vigor of
men ; second, the intellectual basis, the sound, alert, and active
mind in the sound body; third, the moral basis, the sense of
duty and moral obligation,

It is brawn, then, and brain; and moral fiber which are the
essential elements of man power—of man power on the farm,
in the mine, in the factory, in every industry or enterprise
which engages the thoughts and activities of men—of man
power in command in the field, or in the ranks, in the charge, or
in the trenches. Intoxicating liquors, instead of conserving or
building up, tear down and destroy these necessary elements of
man power, all of which are needed in these momentous times.
I trust, Mr. President, that, in the interests of our national
security and national defense, the Senate may vote its approval
of seetion 12.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the committee. As many as are in favor
of the amendment will say “aye"——

Mr. CURTIS. What is the committee amendment?

Mr. STERLING. Mr. President, is this the amendmeni pro-
posed by the committee to section 12?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is
the committee amendment which has been under consideration
for some hours. :

Mr. STERLING. I beg pardon.

Mr. REED. Let it be stated.

Mr. SHAFROTH. What is the amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre-
tary will again state the amendment.

The SecreTary. On page 13, line 12, after the word “em-
p}oyeeﬁ." the committee proposes to insert the following pro-
viso:

Provided, That whenever any person or persons entitled to receive
such wages are dissatisfied with the rate of wages so fixed by the Presi-
dent, he or they shall have the right to have the reasonableness of such
wages reviewed and determ'ned by the Board of Mediation and Concilia-
ﬂm\ﬂ created by the act approved July 15, 1913 ; and In case said board
shall conclude that a higher rate of wa, shall be allowed their findings
shall be conclusive in the premises, and sald board shall prescribe rules
and regulations for carrying this proviso into effect.

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

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, the Senate of the United States
is about to decide the important question of whether or not
during the period of this war this Government shall permit the
use of foodstuffs in the manufacture of aleoholic liguors. It is
a question which most vitally affects the welfare of our Nation.
It is both an economic and a moral question,

In speaking of alccholic liqguors I inelude beer and wine as
well as whisky, rum, gin, or any intoxicating liquors containing
a high perceantage of alcohol.

From the standpoint of a prohibitionist this question is indi-
visible. To prohibit one or a few of these varieties and not in-
clude all means an absolute failure so far as it affects prohibi-
tion. Any alcoholic liquor used as a beverage and which con-
tains more than one-half of 1 per cent comes under our revenue
laws and is taxed. Any legislation which merely limits or even
prohibits the manufacture and use of one and not all alcoholie
liguors is a sham and a fraud.

Now, as to the economic phase of the guestion: According to
a statement issued by Irving Fisher, professor of political
economy at Yale University, he estimates that $2.225,000,000
is paid by the consumer for alcoholic liquors in a single year.
The Government received during the year 1916 from revenue
taxes on sleoholie beverages $159.000.000 from distilled spirits
and $89,000,000 from fermented liquors, making considerably
less than one-quarter of a billion altogether. But the consumer
ultimately pays this tax, and in addition to this amount more
than $2,000,000,000, which the Government does not get and
which is far worse than wasted for the Nation.

If I had the time I could show to the Senate that in every
“ bone-dry ? State by the eradication of the saloon taxes as
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well as crimes have decreased. So the argument used by the
liguor people that we can not dispense with the manufacture and
sale of alcoholie liguors because we need the revenue is no argu-
ment at all, but mere buncombe.

If the public is taxed a quarter of a billion dollars to permit
the manufacturer and the dramseller to engage in the business,
which is injurious to public health and public morals, why
would it not be better to stop this traffic in the United States
when one-half of the States of the Union have already enacted
laws forbidding the manufacture and sale of alcoholic liquors?

Now, let us consider the moral side of prohibition. This is
the most important of all questions. This Congress has just
passed a bill prohibiting the use of intoxicating liquors in mili-
tary camps. The President of the United States approved this
provision, and it is now a law. If beer and wine are so essen-
tial to public welfare, as is claimed by the friends of the saloon
and the liguor traffic, why did we think it necessary to prohibit
the sale or the use of it in military camps?

Senators, you can not defend the position of partial prohibi-
tion. No man with convictions against the liquor traffic can
maintain his position as a friend of prohibition who permits
the manufacture, sale, or use of any of these intoxicating liguors.
With only beer and wine the American saloon will exist, and the
American soloon barroom will continue to administer this poi-
son which has been condemned by the American Medical Asso-
ciation as injurious to public health and public welfare.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having
arrived, under the unanimous-consent agreement heretofore
entered into, the Senate will now proceed to the consideration
of section 12 of the bill. The question is upon the amendment
of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]. The Secre-
tary will state the amendment.

The SecrETArRY. On page 18, it is proposed to strike out sec-
tion 12 and to insert the following:

Sec. 12. That it shall be unlawful for any person, firm, or corpora-
tion to use any foods, food materials, or feeds in the manufacture of
distilled spirits for bﬂ‘erag& purposes,

(b) Whenever the Pregident shall find that limitation, regulation,
or prohibition of the use of foods, food materials, or feeds in the pro-
duction of vinous, malt, or fermented liguors, or that reduction of the
aleoholic content of any such liguors is essential, in order to assure an
adequate and continuous supply of food or feed, he is authorized, from
time to time, to prescribe and give public notice of the extent of the
limitation, regulation, prohibition, or reduction so necessitated. When-
ever such notice shall nave been given, and shall remain unrevoked,
no person shall, after a reasonable time, which shall be prescribed in
such notice, use anf foods, food materials, or feeds in the production
of such vinous, malt, or fermented lltijuors. except in accordance with
the limitations, regulations, and E;ohl itions prescribed in such notice,
or to produce any such liquors ving an aleoholic content in excess
of the amount prescribed therefor in such notice. When the question
arises as to whether any particular product is suitable for food or feed,
the question shall be determined by the President, and his determina-
tion shall be conclusive for the purposes of this section,

{c) Except as otherwise herein provided, the Commissioner of In-
ternal Revenue shall be charged with the administration’ of this
gection, and he is authorized, with the a&pmvai of the President, to
require the taking out of such permits, the keeging of such records,
the execution of such bonds, and the observance of such rules and regu-
lations as may be necessary and proper for the execution of the same.

(i) Any person who willfully violates this section shall be deemed

ilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof, be punisned
E? a fine not exceeding $5,000, or by imprisonment for not more than
two years, or both.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Horris in the chair).
The Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. GRONNA. I might just as well take my 10 minutes now.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his in-
quiry. i

Mr. GRONNA. I hope the parliamentary inquiry will not be
taken out of my time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will not be, v

Mr. NORRIS., I will withdraw it if it is going to be.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will not be. The Chair
rules that the parliamentary situation should be settled.

Mr, NORRIS. 1 think it ought to be cleared up, and that is
the reason I make the inquiry now, as much for the benefit of
the Senator from North Dakota as anyone else.

Mr. GRONNA., I thank the Senator.

Mr. NORRIS. This unanimous-consent agreement says:

No Senator shall speak more than once or longer than 10 minutes
upon the section as a whole, or more than once or longer than b
minutes upon any amendment that may be pending.

The question is this, Mr, President: Will the Chair hold that
while an amendment is pending a Senator is entitled to his 10
minutes on the section as a whole, or will it be only when no
amendment is pending that a Senator will be allowed to talk
10 minutes?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will hold, in ac-
cordance with the ruling of the Vice President on a previous

occasion, that when an amendment to the amendment is pend-
ing the 5-minute rule will prevail; that it is only when the
original amendment is being considered that the 10-minute rule
will prevail.

Mr, NORRIS. If that is true, Mr. President, after we have
voted on this amendment offered by the Senatcr from Oregon
there will be no longer aay cpportunity to talk 10 minutes.

Mr., ROBINSON. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When there is an amendment
pending to either of the propositions, a Senator getting the floor
may discuss the amendment; but if the Senator who gets the
floor offers an amendment to perfect either amendment, he
will be held to five minutes.

Mr, NORRIS. Yes; but will that apply to others than the
Senator offering the amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will, as long as there is an
amendment to the amendment pending.

Mr. NORRIS. I wanted to have it made clear to begin with.
I am not particular what the ruling is, just so we understand
when a Senator must use his 10 minutes, if at all.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. Mr. President, a parliamen-
tary inquiry.

Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro-
lina will state it.

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina. The parliamentary inquiry
is this: Under this agreement will the Chair rule that a Senator
speaking to the bill in whatever time he sees fit, may speak 10
minutes, but when he addresses himself to an amendment he
may speak only 5 minutes? Has he or has he not the right to
speak 10 minutes on the bill and 5 minutes on any amendment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will rule, in ac-
cordance with the ruling by the Vice President under n similar
unanimous-consent agreement, that when an awmendment to
perfect either question is pending the 5-minute rule will ob-
tain. . If any Senator gets the floor when there is no amendment
to either gquestion pending, he may take 10 minutes on either
question. v

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President——

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I should like to know what
the situation is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas
addressed the Chair first and is recognized.

Mr. ROBINSON. If I correctly understand the ruling of
the Chair, the 5-minute rule is now in order.

Mr, PENROSE. Oh, no.

Mr. SHAFROTH. No, Mr. President.

Mr. ROBINSON. Well, I make the point of order that the
5-minute rule is now in order, and upon that I wish to be
heard just briefly. I understand, of course, that it is not to
come out of the time of the Senator from North Dakota.

The language of the unanimous-consent agreement is:

That during the consideration of the sald section no Senator shall
speak more than once or longer than 10 minutes upon the section as a
whole, or more than once or longer than 5 minutes upon any amend-
ment that may be ﬂl)endlng or that may be offered thereto; that the
amendment proposed by the committee, with such amendments as may
be offered to it, shall be first considered.

The effect of this unanimous-consent agreement is to make
the amendment of the Senator from Oregon the pending ques-
tion, and that is the pending question ; and so long as an amend-
ment is pending the 5-minute rule applies.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me
for just a question?

Mr. ROBINSON. Let me finish this statement, please. Now,
section 12 can not be the pending question. The parlinmentary
situation is this: The committee first reported that section with
a large number of amendments. Those amendments would have
been the pending gquestion but for the unanimous-consent agree-
ment, which displaces the first report of the committee and
makes the amendment of the Senator from Oregon the pending
question. The rule provides that as long as an amendment is
pending, or an amendment to that amendment, the 5-minute
rule shall apply. When the amendments have been disposed of
and the section has been perfected, then, and not until then,
under the plan, the literal language of the unanimous-consent
agreement. does the 10-minute rule apply.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas will
state it.

Mr. CURTIS. Under the rule as I understand it, the order
of amendment is reversed. Under the old rule, the perfecting
of the House provision would have been first in order. Now,
after the committee amendment is voted upon, whether the sub-
stitute offered by the Senator from Arkansas is agreed to or
the committee amendment, will we have the opportunity to vote
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as between the amendment and the original House provision,
and then may we perfect the House provision before the vote
is taken?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair understands it,
the pending amendment is the committee amendment offered
by the Senator from Oregon. That is the pending question.
If a substitute is offered—it has not yet been offered—if a sub-
stitute is offered, which is a motion to strike out and insert,
that will be another question, and either the pending ‘question
or the substitute may be perfected before the vote is taken on
the substitute. All of that will be under the five-minute rule.
After the Chamberlain amendment has held the boards against
all substitutes, then that will be the question, as amending the
section. Not until that is disposed of, and the section comes up
for passage. will the 10-minute rule apply.

Mr, LODGE. Mr. President——

Mr. CURTIS. But the point I wanted to get at is this:
When will we have the opportunity to perfect the House pro-
yision?

The PRESIDING OFF‘ICDR That will be done after the
Chamberlain amendment is disposed of, one way or the other.

Mr. LODGE and Mr. THOMPSON addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachu-
setts.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I understand if, the motion
of the Senator from Oregon is to strike out and insert—to
strike out the section, and to insert the amendment proposed by
the committee. That leaves the amendment proposed by the
committee, under our rules, open to amendment. It has to be
dealt with first under the unanimous-consent agreement, as 1
apprehend, which sets aside the rule which gives priority to
the original clause; but I take it that the original clause can
be perfected after we have perfected the amendment. Am I
right?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was the ruling of the
Chair.

Mr. MYERS and Mr. GRONNA addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana.

Mr. MYERS. I rise to a point of order.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I rise to a question of privi-
lege,

Mr. MYERS. Waell, I rise to a point of order, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana
will state his point of order.

Mr. MYERS. The point of order will not come out of the
Senator’s time. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosinson]
said that the Chamberlain amendment is the pending question
before the Senate,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is.

Mr. MYERS. I make the point of order that my amendment,
whigh I offered yesterday to the Chamberlain amendment, is the
question before the Senate,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was no amendment
offered yesterday, if the Senator will pardon the Chair. It was
merely proposed, and is now lying on the table, and may be
called up when the Senator gets the floor for that purpose; but
it is not pending.

Mr. MYERS. Can I call it up now?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the Senator has not the
floor for the purpose of offering an amendment. He has the
floor for the purpose of stating a point of order,

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Da-
kota will state his parliamentary inguiry.

Mr. GRONNA. I do not understand that the Chair has yet
rendered his decision. Are we entitled to 10 minutes while the
proposed committee amendment is pending?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has ruled that the
five-minute rule is in order until the nmendment proposed by the
Senator from Oregon is disposed of.

Mr. GRONNA. Very well.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr, President, a parliamentary

quiry.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington
will state it.

Mr., JONES of Washington. I did not understand the an-
swer made to an inquiry. Is the amendment proposed by th
Eﬁtlmtor from Oregon a substitute for section 12 of the House

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; to strike out and insert
a substitute.

Mr. JONES of Washington.

in

I= it not in order to perfect the

House provision before a vote is taken upon the substitute?
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would have been but for the
unanimous-consent agreement,

Mr. JONES' of Washington. Well, Mr, President, I want to
say that I am satisfied that there were very few Senators here
who understood the unanimous-consent agreement as suspending
all the rules of the Senate. The unanimous-consent agreement
may have been worded in order to bring about a situation like
glﬂ: but it was not understood by those who gave their consent

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the
chair was not a party to any negotiations. He is merely con-
struing the agreement.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

tn'1‘£eﬁf']5tES]:I:)I.NG'r OFFICER, The Senator from Kansas will
P .

Mr, THOMPSON. Before I can state it, I desire to call the
Chair’s attention to the fact that the committee amendment is
the one now contained in the bill. I can not understand how a
substitute offered by the committee could take precedence over
the amendments as previously reported by the committee in
section 12,

THE PRESIDING OFFICER. Because the unanimous-con-
sent agreement distinctly states that it shall,

Mr. THOMPSON. No; I beg the Chair’s pardon. It states,
if the Chair will read it, that the amendment proposed by the
committee shall be first considered, and I construe that to be
the committee amendment now in the bill, and not the Cham-
berlain amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that
the amendment proposed by the committee is the one offered
ll:f"the Senator from Oregon now; not the one printed in the

Mr. THOMPSON, That is the amendment that is offered as
a substitute, as I understand it.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order.
th'.'l.‘ltlle PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator frcm hansas has

e floor.

Mr. THOMPSON. All that I am interested in is this: On
the assurance of the Chair that we can have a vote on the
original House provision somewhere along the line, I do not
care where it takes place; but I should like to have a vote as
between the House provision and the original Senate comm’t-
tee amendment and then the substitute as finally offered. I do
not understand, as a parliamentary proposition, that a =sub-
stitute offered by a committee has any greater force than a sub-
stitute offered by an individual Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has nof.
right about that.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri
will state his point of order.

Mr. STONE. I make the point of order that there is no
quorum present, and I should like to have the roll called.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the
roll,

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senuturs
answered to their names:

The Senator is

Ashurst Gronna McLean Sherman
Bankhead Hale MceNary Shields
Beckham Hitcheock Martin Smith, Ariz,
Borah Hollis Myers Smith, Mich.
Brady Hustlng Nelson Bmith, B. C.
Brandegee James New Smoot’
Broussard -Johnson, Cal. Newlands Sterling
Calder Johnson, 8. Dak. Norris Stone
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex, Overman Sutherland
Colt Jones, Wash, Page Thomas
Culberson Kello Penrose Thompson
Cummins . EKendrick Phelan , Tillman
Curtis ... Kenyon Poindexter Townsend
Dillin Knox Pomerene Trammell
Fernald La Follette Ransdell Underwood
Fletcher Lewls Reed Wadsworth
France Lodge Robinson Warren
Frelinghuysen MeCumber Shafroth Watson
Gerry McKellar Sheppard Wolcott

Mr., ROBINSON. I announce the unavoidable absence of
my colleague, the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kmsy].

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-six Senators have an-
swered to the roll call. There is a quorum present.

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. President, will the Benator yield to
me for just a minute?

Mr. GRONNA. I can not yield now, Mr. President.

Mr. THOMPSON. A parlinmentary inquiry, Mr. President.

Mr. GRONNA. On June 11, 1917, the American Medical
Association passed resolutions condemning alcoholic beverages

and stated: “We are justified in saying that the Nation loses
two ‘billions worth of energy in their produection.” Under pro-
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hibition the same two and a guarter billions would be spent on
nonaleoholic drinks and on other things necessary and benefi-
cial to the human race.

We have an opportunity to-day to make this Nation * bone
dry,” and let us do it. Let us take from the young boy and the
young girl the temptation of frequenting the dramshops. Let
us raise this tax in a manner which will not reduce the effi-
ciency or corrupt the morals of American humanity. And those
of you who fear riots should remember that it is far more dan-
gerous to have bread riots without bread than beer riots without
beer.

Mr. President, I am exceedingly sorry to find myself in oppo-
sition to the President of the United States. I am not opposed
to any legislation that will give the Chief Executive of this
Nation, especially in these days of peril, all the authority nec-
essary to enable him to command and mobilize every industry
in this land, in order to win for this Nation a glorious victory
and a lasting and durable peace. But I am confident that the
President is mistaken in his opinion that it is necessary in
order to collect revenue to continue the manufacture of brandies,
beer, and wine. I am also convinced that it is a mistaken idea
to assume that there would be any dissatisfaction among the
people of this country to prohibit the use of aleoholic beverages,
when we know that every ounce of foodstuff will be needed to
feed the American people and the allies of Europe.

8ir, I have the conviction—and in the words of the Apostle
}’aul. 1(‘i\fheﬂ appearing before the governors and King Agrippa,
he said—

And herein do I exercise myself to have always a conscience void of
offense toward God and toward men.

Therefore 1 can not follow the President of the United States
but must follow my own consecience, because I know that the
elimination of alcoholic beverages from the human race will add
to their efficiency. I know that it will benefit their condition
morally. I know from practical experience, living as I do in a
State where for 30 years we have had prohibition, that from an
economic standpoint the eradication of the saloon and the pro-
hibition of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors is
one of the great factors for economic prosperity, for intellectnal,
social, and moral advancement. In taking this position I volce
not only my own conviction but the sentiments of the people of
§1y State and, I believe, a majority of the people of the United

tates.

About one-half of our country is to-day *“bone dry.” We all
admit that in order to supply the allies of Europe our supply of
cereals, especially wheat, is insufficient and short. As a partial
remedy for this a majority of the people of the United States
believe that instead of taking these important food products and
converting them into aleoholic beverages we should conserve
them and manufacture them into bread.

A majority of the Members of the House seemed to recognize
the wishes of the people of the country, and they provided for
a “bone-dry ” provision in this food bill. A majority of this
body was in favor of this provision, but a few days ago our hopes
were shattered by the announcement from the White House that
the President of the United States is opposed to the prohibition
of beer and wine.

Mr. President, I am sorry -that the Chief Executive of this
Nation has taken such a step. I know that he is woefully mis-
taken, both from an economie and an ethical standpoint. This
is a quoestion which in times of peace has been advocated by
millions of our people. It is a question which will be agitated
and discussed until it has been justly solved. It will not do to
say that the demand for prohibition will cease because the Presi-
dent of the United States has seen fit to enter his protest against
this legislation. Those of you who are sincere in the belief that

' prohibition is for the best interests of this country, both from an
economic and moral standpoint, have no right to surrender your
views to any man, not even the President of the United States.

Is there anybody who dares to question the advantage and
the necessity of a sober people during war as well as in times
of peace? There is not a Member of this body who ean suc-
cessfully contradict the statement that the revenue derived
from the liquor traffic is a most expensive system of collecting
the revenue for our Government. There is not a Member of
this body who can successfully deny that in prohibition States
taxation has been decreased and wages have increased to the

laboring man. ®*And as wages have increased the efficiency of
Iabor has increased to the advantage of the employer. Social

conditions have improved for the betterment of the individual,
the family, and society. Conditions in prohibition States have
changed, not for the worse, as is always stated by the friends
of the liquor traffic; not with dissatisfaction to the laborer or
the employer; it has not increased taxation; it has not re-
sulted in riots among any elass of men, but it has improved

conditions of men in all businesses and in all walks of life.
Institutions of learning for the enlightenment of man have
been substituted for the bawdy house and the saloon. Men
and women have improved their condition finaneially, physi-
cally, intellectually, and morally. So, why should we abandon
our position because the Chief Executive of this Nation is
opposed to it?

I remember well when the Webb-Kenyon bill was vetoed by
President Taft. When that veto came back to Congress we
met his objection with a determination to follow our own
consciences, and we refused to sustain his veto. Not a single
Member who belonged to the party with which I am affilinted
changed his position. We voted to override his veto, nnd,
although President Taft said in that veto that he believed it
was unconstitutional, the Supreme Court of the United States
has since upheld that law, and it is in full force and effect
to-day.

Now, so far as I am personally concerned, I care not whether
it is a Republican President or a Democratic President on
questions as important as this is, affecting every citizen of
our land not only from an economiec standpoint, but from the
standpoint of morality, 1 shall refuse to follow him.

1 refuse to follow President Wilson because I know that so
far as the revenue is concerned it is an economic waste for the
Government to continue the license system and to continue to
collect revenue for the manufacture or sale of intoxicating
liquors.

I have during my business career emp!n_vec] theusands of
men. I know from the practical standpoint that the services
of a sober man are infinitely more valuable than the services
of a drunk or even the services of a man who even drinks
moderately. That fact is being recognized by the large as well
as by the small business man and employer all over this land.

I am not qualified to speak from a military standpoint, but -
I do not believe that it is frue that the efficiency of a soldier
is increased by feeding him intoxieating liquors. I believe that
in war as well as in peace the services of the sober mnn are
far superior to those of the man who uses alcoholie drinks.

I am sorry that our President failed to realiwe this great
opportunity to show his appreciation of the efforts made by the
millions of mothers of men and women in this country to do
away with the liquor traflfic at least during thé war.

Mr. President, I ask to have printed, in connectiem with my
remarks, part of a speech delivered by the Immortal Abraham
Lincoln at a meeting of a temperance society en February 22,

The VICE PRESIDENT.
ordered.

The matter referred to is as follows:

EXTRACTS FROM AX ADDRESS REFORE THE SPRINCFIELD WANHTXGTONIAN
TEMPERANCE BOCIETY, FEFRCARY ZZ, 1842, BY ABERAHAM LINCOLX.

In it we shall find a stronger
bondage broken, a vller slavery manumitted, a greater tyrant deposed ;
In it, more of want supplied, more disease healed, mere serrew aasua?u-d.
By it no orphans starving, no widows weeping: by It none wound
heel'h:lz. none {njured In Interest: even the dram maker and dramseller
will have glided into other occupntions so gradually as never to have
felt the change, and will stand ready to join all others ia the universal
song of g]adnes.s And what a noble ally this to the camse of politiral
freedom ; with such an aid its march can not fail to be on and on, till
ever son of earth shall driuk in rich fruition the sorrow-quenching

s of perfect liberty. Happy day when—all aﬁpetltiaa controlled,
all isons subdued, al “matter sabjected—mind, conquering mind
shall live and move, the mmrcb of the world. Glorleus consummation
Hail, fall of fury ! Reign of reason, all hail!

Mr. GRONNA. I have before me a statement printed by the
board of temperance, prohibition, and public morals of the Metho-
dist Episcopal Church, under date of June 28, 1917, entitled “ Let
the churches buy a bone-dry bond issue to replace liquor revenue,”
which reads as follows:

Without objection, it will be so

Turn now to the temperance revolution.

WasHINeTON, D. C,, June 28, 1917,

CHURCHES St'f A’ BOXE-DRY BOXD ISSEUE TO REFPLACE LIQUOR
REVEXUE,

In the event of national prohibition we pledge that the churches of
the United States will buy $5600,000,000 of liberty bonds annually during
the period of the war, which will more than replace the revenue that
might be derived from the liguor trafic,

Boanp oF TEMPERANCE, l“uomltt"rm-f axp Pomric
MORALS OF THE METHODIST EPISCOPAL CauncsH,
By Cranexce Trve WiLsox, D, I, Secretary,
Boarp oF TEMIERANCE OF THE PRESBYTERIAN
HURCH IN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
By CHARres Scasron, LL. D., Secrefary.
CurrcH TEMPERANCE BOCIETY OF THE
ProTesTasTt EPiscopal CHURCH,
By Rev, Jas EMPRINGHAM, D, D., Secretary.
THE NORTHERN BAPTISTS,
By Rev. SamveL Zaxe BaTTEN, D. D., Becre a;y
COMMITTEE OXN Tll?lu"cﬂ AND SOL[AI ERVICE
oF THE SOUTHERN BarTist CONVEXTION,
By A. J. Barrox, D. D., Chairman,
AMERICAN TEMFERANCE BoAmD 0F DISCIPLES CHURCH,
By Rev. L. E. 8eLLErs, D. D., Becretary.

LET THE
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A study of over a million recorded lives, based uipon records.
made by expert investigators employed by insurance companies,
shows that on an average, of those who reach 20 years of age,
abstainers live to be 64 years old, moderate drinkers live 51
years, and hard drinkers are not accepted. :

I also have a letter from the National Eclectic Medical Asso-
ciation, signed by H. H. Helbing, recording secretary, which I
ask to have included in my remarks. - .

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

The letter referred to is as follows: !

NATIONAL ECLECTIC MEDICAL ASSOCIATION,
8t. Louis, Mo., June 25, 1917,
Hon. A. J. GRONNA,
Washington, D. C.

HoxoraBLE Sin: As the recently elected secretary of the National

Felectic Medical Association, I beg yout indulgence while I bring to your
notfce action taken at our r;leetlnsgyheld mn Nﬁhvllle June 191152 1917,
It was a resolution similar to that passed by the American Medlcal

‘Assoclation relating to the deleterious effects of alcoholic beverages
upon the human system and calling for war prohibition.

We should have war prohibition so as to increase our efficiency in
this crisis, the greatest in our history. There is, or will be, a shorta
of labor; therefore brewer{ and distillery workers will be needed
the other trades and at the front.

The revenue song of the liquor traffic is as old as the Civil War and
as foolish as the story of Baron Munchaussen. A moment's reason will
convince anf sane man that the food value of the grain was will
pay all the liguor revenue and a billion dollars more, since it will feed
7,000,000 men per year.

Your constituents at home are becoming more and more convinced
that it is a sensible thing to do during the war, and public sentiment
is vapidly changing in favor of the absolute prohibition of the manu-
facture of alcoholic beverages, including wine and beer, during the war.
1 hope you will so view the question and give prohihfﬂon for the war

your valuable vote,
Yours, very truly, . H. HELBRING,
Recording Becretary.

Mr. GRONNA. I also have a memorial signed by Leo F.
Ttettger, a professor at Yale University, and other members of
the faculty of the university, and one from R. J. Caldwell Co.,
of New York, which I ask to have inserted in my remarks.

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

The matter referred to is as follows:

Hon., A. J. GRONNA,
Washingion, D. C.
My Dear Sin: Undersigned urge immediate legislation by which Con-
f”m <hall itself prohibit use of any foodstuffs to make any intoxicating
iquors, also preventing use of whisky on hand as a beverage. We be-
lieve American people will not approve legislation that u:guea either
whisky, wine, or beer, or transfers responsibility to overburdened Presi-

dent.

Leo F, Rettger, Yale Unl\'erslrf; T. C. White, Connecticut
Agricultural College; Karl B. Musser, United States
Department of Aj:r culture and Connecticut icultural
College; H, F. Judkins, Connecticut Agricultural Col-
lege ; B. A, McDonald, Connecticut Agricultural College ;
H. L. Garrigus, Connecticut Agricultural College; L. H.
Lamson, jr., Connecticnt Agricultural College; Howard
. Newton, Connecticut Agricultural College; Marshall
Dawson, Connecticut Agricultural College ; W. F. Kirk-
patrick, Connecticut Agricultural College. -

New Yonx, Jusne 29, 1947,
Hon. AsLe J. GRONNA, :

United States Senate, Washington, D, C. -

DEean S : I trust that beer will be included in the prohibition, for the
manufacture of it consumes quite eénough gr. to constitute its su
pression on economic grounds. If it is true that there are $500,000,000
revenue to the Government from the manufacture and sale of beer,
which the Finance Committee of the Senate seems to fear the Govern-
ment would lose and the people have to make up in some other way,
by the suppression of the tratfic in beer, I contend that this is a mis-
taken premise.

The amount of grain liberated for food
of the manufacture of beer would qulte y influence the price of
?'raluu for food purposes to a sufficient extent to make up to the publie
ar more than the tax on beer, so if they did have to pay it in some other
way they could do so with profit. Moreover the money they would save
from not spending it on beer would very easily, in the aggregate, equal

the present beer tax many times over. .
The Government would be the gainer by, first, more efficient results
from workmen ; second, by releasing a large number of men from an un-
productive industry to engage in a productive industry, which would
mean much more to the Government than any other single item In the
whole argument.
Faithfully, yours, R. J. CALDWELL.
Mr. GRONNA. I also ask leave to have printed as an ap-
pendix to my remarks certain telegrams which have been seni to
me—I have only collected a few of them—and on extract from
the CoxGrEssIoNAL Recorp of this year.
The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is so
ordered. ]
The matter referred to is as follows:
Bisaarck, N. DAk., June 29, 1917,

ﬁil;?oses by the abolishment

Benator A, J. GRONXNA,
Washington, D. C.:

Stand by House provision intact.

but food for the world.
President Woman's Christian Temperance Union,
rs. H. W. RICHHOLT,
President Ladies’ Aid, Hetlw%tﬂn‘ Eg}acnpal Ohurch,

s. F. ATEINS
Secretary North Dakotla

We want neither wine nor beer,
Mrs. A. 8. HOFFMAX, i

Epworth hmu,

' N BisMARCK, N. DAK., June 29, 1917,
Senator A. J. GRONKA, i
Washington, D. €.:
Stand by IMouse provision intact. We need food, not booze.

W. J. Hucheon, pastor Methodist Church; J. Jack, presi-
dent Officials’ Methodist Church; G. Newcomb, superin-
tendent Friendless Society; II. Lobach, collector ;
F. McCurdy, Btates' attorney; R. Wilcox, editor Public

Opinion ; Wessel, manager telephone ‘company;
H. Johnson assistant.

VALLEY CiTy, N. DAK., July 6, 1917
Hon, A, J. GRONNA,
Waszhington, D. C.: .

Please use your best influence against the eliminating of wine and
beer from the food-control Lill, and use every Kossible means that in
your judgment will safeguard our boys in_th rmy and Navy.

Mrs, 8, H. Cook,
- President Woman's Christian Tcmperance Uniong o
Getchell Prairie, Leal, Valley City, Secandinavian Socictics.

BorrixeAUu, N, Dak., July & 1815
Renator A. J. GRONNA, f S ;
Washington, D, C.:
We protest agnlm;t elim:nating wine and beer from food-conirol bill.
Ask for national prohibition.

0. Rishoff; P. J. Scully; K. Weeks; J. E. Martin; G. He-
bert; H. Layne; John H. Kirk; A. Bertiume; I. L.
Klyver; A. R. Mackay; Dr. J. A, Johnson; Mrs. B. E.
Evers, president Woman's Christian Temperance Union.

OLYMPIA, WASH., June 21, 2917,
W. G. CALDERWOOD, . :
Eagecutive Secretary Commitice on Wartime Preparation,

_Raleigh Hotel, Washington, D. C.:
oted advertisement in Washington papers simply rehash. Familiar
with liguor campalgn. Falsehood everywhere exploded. Actual pro-
hibition experience after 18 months, practically every former brewing
interest, largest, adopted other productions, increased pay
rolls, better business, safer investments, vastly improved material
pro ty, and moral welfare. No suggestions whatever to return to
conditions permitting manufacture and sale of alcoholic liquors.

Georce F. COTTRELIL,
Chief Enginecr State Highway Comntission
and Ex-Mayor Beattle, Wash.

[—

LA GRANGE, GA., June 22, I0IT,
W. F. CALDERWOOD, .
Ezecutive Secretary Committee on Wartime Preparation,
aleigh Hotel, Washington, D, C.:
From my observation prohibition greatly lessens drinking. All forms
of intoxicants,also their attendant crimes and court records, indisputably
sustain this. Brewerlies need not suffer loss If they will divert opera-
tions to :ml.lch]ff alcohol for fuel and industrial uvses. It will be a
mﬂ&n&l crime we do not prohibit use of grains for making intoxi-
can

FoLrer B, CALLAWAY,
President Merchants’ Cotton Mills Co.

TACOMA, WASH., June 23, 1917,
F. CALDERWOO

D,
Ewecutive Secretary, Raleigh Hotel, Washington, D. C.:

Our business best in hlstnrf. City's bank deposits and bulldin
mits show large increase. Jail inmates cut one-half. Saloon build-
ings now pled b¥ business that is a benefit. Most brewery bulldings
of State now used for other puri)oses. +Pay rolls of State greatly in-

; money formerly wasted for drink now goes for legitimate uses
benefiting buyer and seller, Emphatically our experience proves pro-
hibition a decided success.

‘W. H. REED,

-Becretary West Coast Steel Co.
Love, WaARReN, Moxgroe Co.,

By A. v, LOVE, President.
YOUNGLOHE GROCERY C0.,

By E. A. YouxeLoHE, President.

Ww.

per-

SPoEANE, WaASH., June 22, 1917,
CouMMITTEE 08 War-TiME PROHIBITION,
Care W. G. Calderwood, Executive Sceretary,
Raleigh Hotel, Washington, D. C.:
Seventeen months of permit-liguor system cut off three-fourths of
use of whisky and beer in Washington. 'Total prohibition in force here,
for past two weeks has brought drunkenness and crime in Spokane to
minimum, Nearly all former saloon rooms now occupied by useful
business. Many former breweries in State now used for soft drink and
canning factories. Wa are ;{oLng up. Factories and farms calling
in vain for workmen ; banks hold 50 per cent more deposits than two
years ago, and rhouse has shrunk 50 per cent. No argument could
coax people of Washington to return to saloon system.
HEXNRY Risina,
Editor Spokane Chronicle.

OLyMP1A, WASH., June 22, 1917,
W. G. CALDERWOOD, .
‘Erecutive Secretary, Commitice on War-Time Prohibition,
The Raleigh Hotel, Washington, D. C.;

Replying your wire 21st saloons in this State closed Janvary 1,
1916, Eimerr properties practically without exception have been con-
verted to other uses, notably manufacture fruit juice and dalry products.
Permit tem under which individuals can import limited quantities
intoxicants at stated intervals has doubtless increased proportionate
consumption hard liqguors among certain classes. This permit system
will discontinue July 1. Since saloons closed committments to prisons
and county jalls have decreased 50 per cent. Purchase larger quan-
tities and better gqualities of merchandise and pay more promptly.

—_.—___—'—‘__4
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There is no guestion but that people of the State of Washigton are
better off in every respect morally, physically, and financially under
prohibition than when salecons were in operation.

Erxest LISTER,
Governor of Washington.

HoqQuiAN, WasH., June 23, 1917,
W. G. CALDERWOOD,

Ewrecutive Secrctary, Commitice on War-Time Prohibition,
Raleigh Hotel, Washington, D. O

Answering your wire of {esterdu, rohibition in our Western States
has not driven men to drink whisky, brandy, or rum. On the contrary,
it has proven the greatest blmlnq to the working class and everyone
else, There has been a constant increase in wages and K‘omritl in
business ever since Oregon and Washington went dry, and t was true
before war conditions affected this western country.
true that investments in brewerles have very materially
though have not become worthless because all the large concerns 1
know of have been turned into manufacturing something else. Taxes
bhave not inecreased because the increase in proj has more than taken
care of this item. As to pay rolls being cut off there has been a great
deal more work In 01!5011 and Washington since they went dry than
ever before, Instead of a decrease in y rolls they have been very
largely increased. Altogetner it is the best investment that these two
States have ever made, and the sentiment in favor of it to-day is very
much greater than when it was carried. Nearly ew , even the
drinking class, are in favor of prohibition because of the great benefit

derived from it. N. J. BLAGEN,
- President Grays Harbor Lumber Co.

[From CoxeRESS108NAL RECORD, June 27,1917, p. 4741.]

Tae Resvrrs oF TorNixG FruiTs INTO WIXE AXD BRANDY,
[Prepared by Scientific Temperance Federation, of Boston, Miss Cora
F. Stoddard, executive secretary.]

The proposal to leave the way open for the continued manufacture
and sale of wines and distilled liquors from fruits is.a proposal to epen
a Pandora’s box of troubles from which the United States has been

relatively . :

The total consumrntion of wines in the United States in 1850 was
6,316,371 galloms. 1915 it was 32,911,900 gallons. But while the
total consumption had increased fivefold, thempu' capita consumption
in 1915 was but 0.32 gallon as against 0. llon in 1850. The
highest ﬁ,ﬂ capita consumption of wine was 0.67 gallon in 1909 and
1911. ese figures show that up to new wine has constituted a rela-
&vely s::.atl part of our aleohol consumption, less than 3 per cent at

° mos

The increase which has taken place in the total amount consumed is
an increase in the use of domestic wines. The consumption of im-
ported wines has rema fairly constant through all these years
(6,095,000 llons in 1850, 5,656,219 gallons in 1915), mever rising
above 10,000,000 gallons or talllng below 3,000,000 gallons,

But the {otal consumption of domestic wines increased from 221,249
gallons in 1850, to a maximum of 9,863,735 gallons in 1915. (United
States Statistical Abstract, 1915, p. 514.)

This indicates in a measure development of the wine-producing
industry which began in Ohie shortly after 1850, and in the sixties
was given a strong foothold in Cahfornia, which is now the largest
wlne—pmdudng section of the United States.

The emphasis laid by the wine producers upon what the}{kemll “light
wines,” which they urge as desirable * hygien{c drinks ™ ly to pro-
mote * temperance,” has obscured the fact that along with the devel-
opment of the wine industry there has been an increased consumption
of spirits made from fruits. The consumption of these fruit spirits
(brandy, etc.) has increased m 1,223,830 gallons in 1870 to 2,.':1%,054

llons in 1915; that is, has ractfcale doubled. (United States
gaﬂxﬂuﬂ Abstract, 1915, p. 514.) This means that the development
of wine prodoction is accompani - b]y grodnctlon of a form of spiri

nt alco!

brandy, which averages 45 ce olic strength— in alco-
hol th};\n the aver whls.{?.r gReport committee of 50, Physiological
s of Liguor blem, vol. 2, p. 339.
hermore,. the wines themselves are no means all * liiht wines."
The vt of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue (1916, p. 17)
shows t normally nearly 5,000,000 gallons of brandy are used in

Iorﬂt&ni wines ; that is, increasing their alcoholic strength above
the 10-13 per cent of aleohol obtainable by fermentation. These forti-
fled wines may contain from 15 to as much as 24 per cent of aleohol.
That this is no small item to be considered appears in the fact that in
1915, an avera Js.rsr. there were 4,852,848 lons of brandy used in
fortifying 15,646, gallons of wine, resulting in 18,580,373 llons
oth?fs stronger wine. (Report committee internal revenue, 1916, p.
117.

1f fruits are ex ted from the measure prohibiting the use of food-
stuffs for the manufacture of distilled liguors, we not only leave the
way open but give direct encouragement to the development of another
spirits’ industry which wil draw m the food supply by taking fruits,
and those some of the commoner fruits necessary in several ways to
the health of the people.

Anything that tends to reduce the available supply of these fruits,
to make them expensive, either deprives the people of needed food con-
stituents or compels them to seek them elsewhere through vegetables,
grains, milk, eggs, etc., of which there is already a scarcity.

For health reasons, therefore, it is impertant that we should not
encourage the greater use of frults in making spirituous or various
Hquors, as will the case if we do not include fruits among the food-
stuffs Prohihlted in the manufacture of alcoholic beverages.

Again, such exemption will encourage the making of stronger alcoholic
beverages than those produced from grains. The lightest wine has, on
the average, a larger alcoholic content tham strong beer. The forti-
fied wines, as already stated, contain from 14 to 24 per cent alechol.
Fruit brandy contains from 40 to 60 per cent of alcohol, as against from
40 to 50 per cent in whisky.

From the point of view of conserving man power as well as food-
stuffs, we shall therefore n nothing by opening the way to a larger
production and ise of wine and brandy. No one can doubt for a
moment that if the use of graln is prohibited in the manufacture of
whisky, rum. and fermented liquors, and the use of fruits is neot pro-
hibited, we shall see a lively increase of activity among the wine and
brandy producers.

THE DRUNKEENNESS OF HISTORY MOSTLY ON WINE

There is noth in the history of the nations that gives us any reason
to mg?ae that tuis will be anything but a detriment to the eficlency
of the Nation at a time when every particle of energy is required.

| showed that among 1,500

| Massard in the Bt.

As long as human deeds have been recorded, whether in song and
story or on stones, papyrus, or printed page, the record bas contained
accounts of man’s drunkenness. Edicts and exhortations against it
are found In the most ancient writings of China, India, and Persla.
In Egypt its origin is credited to Isis or Osiris. Pompeii had a statue
of Bacchus. The Bible contains many references to drunkenness. It
closed the career of Alexander the Great and many of the high and
low in ancient Greece and Rome,

But the drunkenness of the ancients was wine, beer, or cider drunk-
enness. The accredited Inyentor of distillation died in 1106 A. D,
hence whisky and other distilled llquors were not responsible for the
intemperance of the olden times.

THE WOES OF WINE IN FRANCE,

At the be:lnnl.nﬁ of the present war France abolished absinthe, but
left her wine and brandy and cther liquors, Here is what is sail by a
ﬁoster issued in 1916 by the French Socle% Against Alcoholism, the

onorary president of which is M. Raymond Poincaré, the Presldent of
ce
L’ALARME,

[Société Francaise D'Action Contre Alcbolisme; honorary president,
M. Raymond Poincaré. ]

To French women and French young ple :

1. Alcohol is as formidable an enemy to you as Germany. *

2. It has cost France since 1870 in men and in money more than the
present war, i

3. Alcohol pleases the taste; but, a veritable poison, it destroys the

4. Drinkers grow old early. They lose half their normal life and are
eashy Er{} to numerous s and maladies.

3 e “ little glasses ™ of parents are transformed into hereditary
weaknesses In their descerdents, France has to-day about 200,000 in-
sane, twice as ml.ners‘eonsnm‘ptlm to say nothing of the victims of
gout, scrofula, rickets, premature degeneracy, and the majority of erimi-

6. Alcoholism redaces our productivity two-thirds, increases the cost
of living and misery,

T. Like the criminal Kaiser, alcoholism decimates and ruins France, to
the great joy of Germon{. Mothers, young peogle. husbands, fight
alcoholism and remember the glorious wounded and dead for the country.
'018. You will thus accomplish a great task, equaling that ef our heroie

roved by M. Clementel, minister of commerce, and
was lrlaced by direction of the under secretary of the health service
in all effices under his direction. is a ch declaration after
absinthe was prohibited ; wine and spirits remain,

France and Italy have been through the experience that lles before
us 1if we open the way to a la production of wine and spirits made
from wine. After the grapevine pest, phylloxera, was cenquered In
France numerous regions previousiy devoted to grain were converted
into vineyards. If France 8 acreage still producing grainm, it
would now be helping out her food sngfiiis Overproduction of wine

]

This poster was a

encoura its conversion into spirits. there are not far from
2,500, wine and cider producers and a million home distillers (Fréd-
eric Ri secretary of the Le Ligue Nationale contre L'Alcoolisme,

1916), and these constitute a body of interests which have blocked
every effort dur the war to free France from the handicap which
drink places upon her, as stated in the poster already Emented. The
French press publishes um]iy demands that the ts be requisitioned
and turned to military and industrial uses instead of into the stomachs
of the people. “Alcohol,” said Le Figaro a few months ago, " is at the
same time one of the best aids to national defense—in the powder mills—
and one of its most cruel enemies—in the stomachs of the workmen in
mﬂ! inds tﬁn.l? establishments. Who dares hesitate e choose between
uses? "™ .
A recent book by Jean Finot, editor of La Revue, which has been
assed by the censor, portrays some of the conditions with which France

s struggling, due to her wine-spirits interests. (Bee CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, May 4, P 1802.) 1t shows that the wine and spirits sho[)s un-
dermine the hea and morals of the soldlers when off duty; drinking
in convalescence retards or prevents recovery from wounds, increases
infractions of discipline, handicaps employers in the production of
munitions, delays transportation of supplies. Many of the generals have
found it necessary to take measures to protect the soldiers at the front,
Gen. Joffre forbade absolutely the sale of alcohol and of alceholic drinks
to soldiers of all grades in the army zone. He specified as forbidden
“ absinthe, bitters, vermonite, liqueurs, fruit spirits, and all ether alco-,
holic liguids not specified.” He forbade soldlers to accept as a t_ﬁlaﬂ any
amount whatever of the drinks above named, and announced t any
seller violating this rule would be brought before the police and military
courts, and that he would tﬁ so far as to dlﬂlnlteltgeclm ;‘x‘g establish-
ments guilty of violatin 8 decree, Buch are difficulties which
France has had durin e war after prohibiting what was believed to
be her worst enemy nthe—and leaving wine, fruis spirits, and other
drinks.,

How was it before the war?

An officlal proclamation in Paris as long ago as 1903, written by Dr.
Débove, dean of the facully of medicine, and Dr. Faisans, physician to
the prinei eral hospital of Paris, declared that * alcoholism is
chronic poisoning, resulthég from the habitual use of alcehol, even when
not taken In amounts sufficient to produce drunkenness. The so-called
hygienic drinks (wine, beer, and cider) also contain aleohol. The man
who daily drinks an immoderate amount of wine, of cider, er of beer
becomes as surely alcoholle as the one who drinks brandy. Alcoholism
causes a great variety of diseases. It is onme of the most frightful
seourges, whether regarded from the imint of view of the health of the
individuoal, of the existence of the faculty, or of the future of the nation.”

Such was the official warning given in wine and fruit-spirits drinking
France 15 years ago.

A report to the French Academy of Medicine in 1907 by Dr. Fernet
deaths in hospitals and insane lums in
Paris, more than one-third were due in part to alcoholism; alcoholism
was a contributory cause in 23.6 per cent of the cases; the sole cause
in 10.2 per cent.

How cheapness and abundance of wine (such as would be fostered if
fruits among the foodstuffs to be conserved) did not
tend to promote temperance in France is shown béy a survey by Ernest

tolne quarter of Paris in 1901, Of bH00 patients
who came under his observation in the hospital, the average used from
4 to 5 quarts of wine a day; 56 who declared they were never drunk
from 1 to 2 quarts of wine a day and brandy, rum, and absinthe

in addition, and 400 of the 500 patients showed signs ef alceholism,

we do not include
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“ The scourge of drink,” wrote M. Bourgeols, an ex-cabinet minister,
“ has a permanent place in all our social miseries. We meet it M{-
where, It hides itself behind tuberculosis, in insanity, in erime, but it
18 always at the bottom of our evils and degeneracies.”

An enormous increase in tuberculosis in France has been one of the
serious developments of the war in consequence of trench life and con-
ditions. But long before the war physicians had called attention to the
fact that statistics on the consuml:t on of alecohol according to depart-
ments in France showed a parallel with those of tu B Dr.
Jacques Bertillon declared that ** alcobol appears to be the most deadly
cause of the weakening of the organism in preparation for tuhermlou[g:
All other canses disa in comparison.

It is the master cause. ppear
¢l “They talk

Dr. Roubinoviteh, of the Saltpetriere, declared: ! ut the
great scourge, tuberculosis, which decimates France. The greatest
scourge, however, is alcohollsm. It s this which gives up the key to the

house and permits the sacking. There Is no more lmrnlnzn%u on than
the battle against this cause of all other scourges.” , again, Dr.
Landowzy in picturesque phrase declared, “Alcobolism prepares the

for tuberculosis.”

Figures compiled in 1907 under the direction of the French ministry
of the interior (La Sémaine Médicale, July 10, 1907) showed that of
71.551 inmates of insane asylums 9.932, or 13.6 per cent, were there as
the direct or indireet result of alcohol.

These facts are not cited as any derogation of our great ally whose
sglt:tulid spirit and achievements we in this war hail with honor. But
they do show that the natlon which has treelyrproduced and wine
fruit brandy and worse
the war
liguors.

could not stop there, but passed on to the use o
lignors, and that it has suffered before the war and du
fram all the consequences that we had seen from other alcoh

SWITZERLAND'S WARNING AGAINST WINE,

Switzerland. nlg)ther wine-using country, found that aleoholism de-
veloped in alarming proportions. [

In 1885 the Government took a Government monopoly of the manu-
facture and sale of distilled liguors, and has ever since appropriated a
part of the profits to preventing drunkenness and the curing of in-
ebriates. The use of brandy decreased as a result of the monog}y but
the use of wine increased from 38 liters per person in 1884 to 69 liters
in 1808. One of the ardent advocates of the monopoly legislation, B. W.
Milllet, of Bern, found on cogljpﬂring the consumption of actual alcohol
that during the five-year period 1880-1884 preceding the adoption of the
gpirits monopoly the average per caplita consumption of actual alcohol
was 14.3 liters. In the decade 1892-1902, although the consumption of
distiiled lguors had decreased, the consumption of wine had so mtg
increased that the actual ger capita consumption of alcohol had gain
by 10 per cent and amounted to 15.78 liters per capita, as against 14.3
liters before the impetus was given to wine drmﬂi.ns by adoption of
the spirits monopoly.

¢ actual increase was even greater, as during the interval thousands
of Swiss had become total abstainers.

ITALY'S LESSON OF WINE PERILS,
Italy, too, a wine producing and using country, shows a growing

t.u:i'm from drink.
Dr. {,eonardo Bianchi published in Nuova Antologia (&u{uu. 1916) a
long article on the development ot the wine industry in Italy and its
economic dfsadvnnmﬁes to a country which has to import so heavily
its grain su]ivprlea. e u;feu that there be no E;tenstnn of vine cultiva-
tion, that vines destroyed by the phylloxera not replaced, that in-
stead the land be used for the cultivation of wheat and other grains
greatly needed by Italy. .

Bat here, too, i5 a physical problem similar to that of France., * The
problem for Italy,” says Dr. Bianchi, * is not g0 much attenticn to acute
alcoholism (drunkenness) as to chronic intoxleation, which slowly and
daily undermines the vigor of the country.

“In all such diseases as apoplexy, epilepsy, hysteria, Eeneml paralysls,
progressive paralysis, and insanity, suicide, alcohol holds a not insignifi-
cant place as a ecause.” But while he considers that only cne-fifth of
these deaths were attributable in part to alcohol, they mount Into tens
of thousands in a period of years. And * between these and the. per-
fectly healthy of a race is a la gzone which swarms with human
weaklin, delinguents, theose bru to wives and child deaf to the
voice of conscience, and the children who suffer in the higher mental
functions from the influence of alcoholle intoxivation in the nts."”

Dr. Gina Lombroso-Ferrero, daughter of the great crimino Lom-
brose and wife of the historical Ferrero, alcoholism in [taly in a
recent article: * The whole drink problem is being grappled with deter-
minedly In Italy at the present time. The recent increase in alcohol
has been so tremendous as to cause anxiety in Government eircies and
among people interested in social questions.

“ The epidemlc of alcoholism is all the more remarkable in a country
like Italy, because it was practically free from it 30 years igo. Our
experts assign to the evil two main ca the stupend
industrialism smploying machinery, and overproduction by wine growers.

“ From 1890, ard still more from 1900 onward, the evi w. Official
statistics show that the quantity of wine consumed per inhabitant in
1884 was T2¥ liters (a liter Is s ght!y more than a qmrti) ; in 1905 it
was 111} liters. As to beer, the figores for 1879 is 0.50 liter head
and for 1905, 0.89. Consumptioy of distilled alcohol jumped m 0.49

r head to over 1 liter. These figures are in reality much below the

ruth, as they do not cover contraband or illicit drinking. The anti-
aleohol leagne of Milan recently made a cial inquiry, which' showed
that consumption per head of all forms of aleohol in Milan had increased
threefold in 25 years.

“ Parallel with this increased drinking runs a comaponﬁlnl% rise in
the death rate, which was only 1.6 &er 100,000 inhabitants in 1887, and
whicn 1n 1909 had risen to 4 per 100,000

“ It follows as a amatter of course that caszes of Insanity kept pace
with the incresse in alcoholic consumption. Dr. Paolo Amald rector
of the Florence Asylum and one of the leaders of the Ital Anti-
alcoho. League, who has for many years conducted a minate mquntg
into the causes of insanity, has found that in the three years 1903-1
out of a total of 38,764 asylum Inmates (22,168 men, 16,596 women) the
cases due to drink pumbered 3,388 (3,076 men, 328 women). But
these fgures nearly doubled in the triennial period 1909-11, the total
inmates eraged through drink being 7,002,

* Crime, too, kept gace. The ministry of justice has issued statistics
showling that in 1906 the proportion of crimes doe to drink was 4.46
Er cent; by 1909 it had risen to' 6.41 cent, with an'increase

the number of condemnations from 6.4 to 9,302. In additien the
courts found for the same year that drink eaused irresponlihﬂlm
various offenses in 5,426 cases. On this aspect of the drink evil .
broso wrote :

“+ Crime grows apace with pauperism. The old saying, in the pres-
ence of every unsolved criminal mystery, * Look for the woman,” might

.one remembers the best of life; the dirty and tra

ural, pure, and cheap.’
‘poison, 18 in its least

(aleohol habit in France,

wspecially

spread of |

be completed, perhaps corrected, by adding “or the bottle.” Prof,
Ferril discovered the curlous fact that in France, while crimes of boc
injury diminished notably dur & given period, they showed a marke
increase in the month of Nov r, which is the wine-gathering season.

‘And Seclopis declared in our own Parliament that nine-tenths of the

crimes committed in Italy were done in saloons.’ "

< : THE WINE WAY TO DEUNKEENNESS PICTURED.

Vance Thompson, the well-known journalist, in a recent book epeaks
out of perso observation of what has ap})ened in France and Italy:
*“The greater part of my life I have liv n wine countries. Always
¢ parts slip out of
mind. * * * And so with the wine lands. to the real facts
of life—banish the haze of poetic fancy—and what you see Is not the
c!;:}?tlglnmunhng merriment of comic opera but a sadder, drearier way
[ w
“I am of lands where the grapes grow, where wine is *nat-

It is there at its best, The alcohol, always a
n, harmful form concealed in the beneficent juice
of, the gra hidden in suavity and perfume, And what it does to
the race of men, dwellers in sunu%ht. you know ; for you have shud-
dered at these crippled and distorted generations, with their beggars
and Idiots. bearing one and all to the eye of the physiologist the
stigmate of alecoholic ties.

“No drunkenness in southern Europe?

“ He who makes that statement speaks out of deep ignorance. He

. has never dwelt in the villages of Province or wandered over the wide

roads of Italy. You do not, I admit, see so wild and manifest a
drunkenness as In the harsh, northern, spirit-drinking lands; but the
southern drinker, making up in guantity what was wanting in the
aleoholic strength of his bevera reaches the same stage of physical
impairment, begets the same polsoned offspring, dies in the same kind
of alcoholie dissolution—to use the technical phrase. His moral corrup-
tion, as his physical degeneration, is slower in its progress; but statis-
slcs. n:n:st be piled hospital high to show it reaches the same end.

“It was in my horoscope to watch for 20 years the growth of the
1 saw the nation weary of the too feeble
intoxicant of wine and take to strong drink. During those years, the
drinking of absinthe alone arose from an annual consumption of
1,000,0 gallons to ever 5,000,000 gallons. The French race, with
dangerous deterioration, turned from the slow poison of wine to the
fiercer and more active of alcohol peisons—to the wilder alechol of
amers and absinthes,

“ With what fine spiritual energy, born of battle peril, France drew
herself back from the abyss of racial degeneration you shall sce, but
assuredly she was golng—even as the wine boy Is making for whisky
drunkenness—toward the alcoholic deterioration which is national de-
terioration, which is national death.

“Let there be no doubt about it; the wine way to drunkenness is
& way like any other. You say it Is cleaner, with gayer prospects and
brighter skies? Nine-tenths of that is cant and eap apologia eof
second-rate, brandy-loosened peets. It is not a clean way—if you have
followed the trall of the wine drunkard, home faring.”

Thus the experience of three wine-producing and wine-using countries
show that wine production, when encouraged, tends to divert to this
purpose d needed for other foods so long as the growers produce
grapes for wine instead of for food or nonalcoholic drinks. In all
three countries the tendency has been toward an -increased use of
wine, leading to chronic alcoholism, with all its physical and meral
waste of human pewer and efficiency. In both France and Italy, but
in France, it has led to production and use of spirits, which
has intensified the evils of alcoholism and which to-day, in the midst of
this world war, is a tremendous handicntp In affecting the food supply,:
in redue the present effectiveness of the nation, in reestablishing
normal industrial relations whith must be restored as rapidly as pos-
sible, and in impairing the futere generations.

HOW NOT TO DO IT.

For the Unifed States now to leave open the way to these losses by
giving the wine and fruit brandy industries an opportunity to enlarge
and take the place of beer and whisky Is to Ignore the solemn lessons
of experience which are already written large in tragedy in the national
life of these other nations.

If the United States really intends to stop waste of food and human
power by aleohol, it must include the prohibition of the use of frults as
well as of grain in the manufacture of liquor for beverage purposes.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas.

Mr, THOMPSON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inguiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The Senator from Kansas will
state it.

Mr. THOMPSON. Just before the eall of a quorum I rose
and made a parliamentary inguiry which has not yet been
settled, and I should like to have it settled.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it now,

" Mr, THOMPSON. I should like to have the Chair settle it,
so that we may know exactly what we are doing. I wish to call
the Chalr’s attention to the fact that section 12, which we are
now considering, contains the original House provision, with
the original amendment made by the Agricultural Committee;
and there has been read here an amendment infroduced by the
Senator from Oregon [Mr. CrameesrLaiN], which is in the form
of n substitute for that section. Xow, what I want to know is,

-are we not permitted to perfect section 12 as it came originally

from the committee, this amendment of the Senator from Oregon
being in the nature of a substitute which, under our rules, is
simply a motion to strike out the entire section and amend by
the insertion of a new section? There is no section to strike out
until we perfect the amendment of the committee. As I under-

stand the rules, we have the right first to perfect the House

amendment. -

Mr, HOLLIS. Mr. President, may I suggest, as a part of the
parlinmentary inguiry, that, as I understand it, the original
section 12 which came over from the House was proposed to be

-
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amended by the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. Now,
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, through its chair-
man, has offered another amendment, which takes the place of
its first amendment. That leaves the language of the House
section 12 as it came over here the pending question, with the
amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon, a motion to
strike out and insert; so that the two matters to be considered
are the House language in section 12 and the amendment offered
by the Senator from Oregon. I think that must be so.

Mr. ROBINSON obtained the floor.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the Chair get a clear under-
standing. Section 12 as contained in the bill is now before the
Senate, and has certnin committee amendments in it. Does
the Chair understand that the committee has withdrawn the
amendments as shown in the printed bill and offered in lieu of
the House text this amendment?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. That is correct, Mr. President. May
I make this further statement? It is true that section 12 of
the House bill was amended in committee, and it was reported
out with those amendments, but subsequently the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry reported out a substitute for what
they had done in committee. So the pending amendment is the
committee amendment. It was not the purpose of the unani-
mous-consent agreement to prevent the perfecting of the House
provision or what is contained in the bill as originally reported
out from the Senate committee.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand that
the committee has withdrawn the committee amendments to
section 127

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. That is the first report of the com-
mittee, but the committée amendment that is now pending was
reported out on the 28th of June, and takes the place of the
former committee amendment.

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not think there has been any action
in the Senate withdrawing the amendmeni, and my point is
that a committée amendment coming in that way has no more
force than if it were an amendment introduced by an individual
Senator as a substitute, except, of course, it now has the sanc-
tion of a majority of the committee behind it; bat from a par-
liamentary standpoint it does not seem to me to be in any better
situation than if an individual Senator would have offered the
substitute.

It makes no difference when it comes in, but I want a fair
understanding of the matter before we commence to vote, I
should like to have a vote between the original House provi-
sion and the original Senate amendment which is before us now,,
and then, if the former fails, of course a vote would come upon
any substitute to strike out and insert. It has been held here
squarely that we have a right to vote upon and perfect the
section to be stricken out. How can a substitute strike out
something that is not in the bill?

Mr, MYERS. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order, and
I wish to state the point of order. Yesterday I sent to the desk
a proposed amendment to the Chamberlain amendment, and
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Roeixsox] offered a substi-
tute for the Chamberlain amendment. I contend that the
amendment I offered should be disposed of first, that we should
be allowed to perfect the Chamberlain amendnient before we
know whether we want to adopt the substitute offered by the
Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, if I may be permitted to
- make a suggestion in reference to the point of order, not in the
discussion of the amendment of the Senator from Oregon—

Mr. MYERS. I shall be glad to hear the Senator.

Mr. ROBINSON. I will state to the Chair that neither the
amendment of the Senator from Montana nor my own amend-
ment has been formally offered. I have the floor now, and
expect during my time to offer that amendment.

Mr. MYERS. But my point of order is that my amendment
should come first.

Mr, ROBINSON. The Senafor can not take me off the floor
on the theory that he wants to offer an amendment when I
have the floor for the purpose of discussing an amendment
that is already pending. ”

Mr. MYERS. The Senato stated that he is going to offer
a substitute, and it might be voted on before I can offer mine.

Mr. THOMPSON. Will the Senator permit me a moment on
the question of order?

Mr. ROBINSON. DMr. President, as to the parliamentary
inquiry of the Senator from Kansas, the situation is very
simple. The unanimous-consent agreement, according to the

ruling of the previous occupant of the chair, the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr, Horris], and I think it is entirely cor-
rect, is that by virtue of that agreement the Chamberlain

amendment, which is the committee amendment, is the pending

question ; that is, the motion to strike out and insert, and it is

(to that question that I wish to address myself, if I am given
the opportunity of doing so.

The Senator from Kansas will
be afforded his own opportunity, and the Senator from Mon-
tana will have an opportunity of offering any amendment that
he desires.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Now, let us seftle this question so
that there can not be any doubt about if. There is not any
doubt but that the committee had a perfect right to withdraw
the amendment that it proposed to section 12, prior to the con-
sideration by the Senate, and to offer n substitute for section
12 in the nature of an amendment. That leaves before the
Senate the original section 12 of the House and the pro-
posed amendment of the committee in the nature of a motion
to strike out and insert, each of which is open to amendment,
the part to be stricken out being first subject to amendment.
The Senator from Kansas has a perfect right hereafter, not
in the time of the Senator from Arkansas, to offer upon his
own behalf the amendment now printed to section 12 of the
bill and to have a vote upon it.

Mr. THOMPSON, Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.
Does not the action of the Senate have to be taken before a
committee or a Senator can withdraw an amendment?

The VICE PRESIDENT. No: when a committee reports an
amendment the confmittee can withdraw the amendment before
any action has been taken. The Senator from Arkansas has
the floor.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, the amendment which I
intend to offer, in the nature of a substitute for the amendment
reported by the Committee on Agriculture, forbids the use of
foods, food materials, or feeds in the manufacture of distilled
spirits for beverage purposes.

The amendment of the Senate Committee on Agriculture car-
ries substantially the same provision and in addition authorizes
the President to limit, regulate, or prohibit the use of foods or
feeds in the production of vinous, malt, or fermented liquors
whenever he shall find that such action is necessary in order
to assure an adequate and continuous supply of food.

The original provision as it passed the House forbade the
manufacture of distilled spirits and also of vinous, malt, or .
fermented liquors.

It became apparent that controversy over this feature of the
bill was delaying its ?assnge. and the President, who regards
the early. enactment of food-control legislation as indispensable
to the efficient and successful conduct of the war, suzgested to
representatives of the legislative committee of the Anti-Saloon
League of America that vinous, malt, and fermented liquors be
eliminated from the bill. His letter making this suggestion has
been published in the press. It is as follows:

Tae Write Housg,
Washington, D. C., June 29, 1917,

My DEArR Dr. CANNON: I am very glad to respond to the request of
Senator MaARrTIN, the Democratic floor leader in the Senate, that 1 give
to your legislative committee an expression of my opinfon with regard
to the wisest and most patriotic policy to be pursued toward the food
administration legislation now pending in the Congress.

1 regard the immediate passage of the bill as of vital consequence
to the safety and defense of the Nation. Time is of the essence; and
yet it has become evident that heated and protracted debate will delay
the passage of the bill indefinitely if the provisions affecting the manu-
facture of beer and wines are retained and Insisted upon. In these cir-
cumstances I have not hesitated to say to Members of the Senate who
have been kind enough to comsult me that it would undoubtedly be In
the ¥ubllc' interest in this very critical matter if the friends of those

rovisions should consent to their elimination from the present measure.
eellng that your committee is actuated by the same patriotic motives
which inspire me, I am confident that these considerations will seem to
you, as they seem to me, to be imperative.
With much sincerely, yours,
Rev. Jamgs Caxxox, Jr., D. D..

Chairman Legislative Commitiee,

Anti-Saloon League of America.

The legislative committee, the general superintendent, and
the legislative superintendent of the Anti-Saloon League of
America promptly accepted the President’s proposition, and, in
so far as they were concerned, agreed to the elimination of vin-
ous, malted, or fermented liquors from the pending bill, reserv-
ing, however, the right to urge hereafter the passage of legisla-
tion prohibiting the use of foodstuffs in the manufacture of beer
and wines either in the form of a separate bill or in connection
with other war legislation.

The reply of the representatives of the Anti-Saloon League to
the President’s letter has also been published. It is as follows:

\ WasHINGTON, D. C., June 30, 1917.

Woobrow WiLsoxN.

To the PRESIDENT,
White House, Washington, D. C.:

‘We have earneslly considered the statement in your letter of yesterda{
to the legislative committee of the Anti-Saloon League of America tha
in the face of the present food crisis you are tly concernéd lest the
early passage of the food-administration iegislation pow pending in
Congress be jeopardized by a heated and protracted debate upon cer-
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tain ?u-'t}anshot the bill relating to the manufacture of foodstufts nto
toxicatin uors. <

nwxe t‘are fws?‘c of the threats made by the friends of beer and wine in
the Senate of an Indefinite and protracted filibuster against those pro-
vistons of the bill. We beg to assure you that, as patriotic Americans,
determined to uphold you as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy

in the present war, we wiil not, for our vonstituency, offer any obstraec-

tion to the prompt passage of the food-control bill
Of course we can not presume to indicate to Members utm
what action thez should take in view of this est from the ent
of the United States, They will doubtless act in accordance with their
own convictions of duty. :
We are glad to note that your request applies only to the pending
food-administration legislation. It wili be our purpose to urge the
gasaago of legislation pmhib!tlng the waste of foodstuffs in the manu-
acture of beer and wines at the earllest possible date, either in the
form of & separate bill or In connection with other war legislation.
We assure you of our purpose as patriotic American citizens to cuo&
erate in every possible way in the winning of the great war im whi
our Naal;m is (;ngagded. .
Sincerely and respecifully, you
i e R JamEs CANNoN, JT.,
ArTHUR J. BARTON,
Warne B. WHEELER,
E. H. CHERRIXGTOX,
Legislative Committee,
P. A. BAKER,

N C.
. Legislative sw’lenmt.

My substitute for the committee amendment conforms in letter
and in spirit to the compromise suzgested by the President and
agreed to by the Anti-Saloon Lengue. The committee provi-
slon is objectionable because it imposes upon the President a
function which is clearly legislative and which Congress ought to
exercise itself whenever conditions justify or require.

In the next place the committee provision is not only subject
to criticism because it expressly imposes upon the Chief Execu-
tive duties which are legislative in their nature, but it is also
objectionable to Senators on the other side of the Chamber be-
cause they claim it confers a great political power and influ-
ence upon the Executive, It is urged that the existence of au-
thority of the President to confiscate hundreds of millions of
dollars’ worth of property through the activities of agents upon
whose judgment and conduct he must necessarily depend is un-
precedented and unreasonable. Expressing no approval of this
argument, I mention it merely to emphasize the fact that unless
the Congress determines this question for itself the passage of
the food-control bill will probably be indefinitely delayed. 5

As a still further objection to the committee provision it may
be said that since Congress is likely to be in almost continuous
session during the war, the Executive would be very slow to
exercise the power sought to be conferred upon him, and would
likely relegate the matter to Congress. Therefore nothing is
accomplished by its passage.

Much has been said, and no doubt more will be, during the
progress of this debate concerning the subject of bone-dry pro-
hibition. No doubt the sentiment in favor of national prohibi-
tion is growing. The prohibition issue. however, is not directly
involved in this legislation, nor ¢an it be. No provision sug-
gested to this bill contemplates national prohibition.

This, of course, is due fo the fact that under the Constitution
no power exists in Congress to enact a statute forbidding the
sale or use throughout the Nation of liguors as a beverage. Be-
fore such legislation can be passed an amendment to the Con-
stitution is required. The question in Congress is therefore con-
fined to food-conservation measures, and does not seek to pre-
vent the importation or sale of alcoholic beverages. If none
were manufactured in the United States, it would still be pos-
sible to impoert such beverages from foreign countries and sell
them here. If the manufacture of liquors should be totally sus-
pended in the United States, we would not and eould not have
prohubition. Tmportation wounld probably be increased and the
total consumption would probably be diminished beeause of the
inevitably higher prices which would prevail.

Mr. President, I offer the following amendment. I ask that
the Secretary may read the amendment. I offer it as a substi-
tute for the committee provision. It is to strike out the com-
mittee amendment and insert the following in lieu thereof.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read. -

The Secretary. In lieu of the part proposed to be inserted
by the committee inserf: } : :

Sec. 12, That from and after 80 days from .the date of the a val
of this act no person shall use any foods, fruits, fopd materials, or
ot i, che rohetion, <, Slesis Ravor. st 1o, epermmental
violates this section shall, upon conviction thereo]f’f be- punished by a

fine of not exceeding $£5,000 or by imprisonment for not more than
years, or both, :

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I address myself now to the
amendment which I have just offered. ; . :
Importation would probably be inereased and the total con-
sumption would probably be diminished because of the in-
evitably higher prices which would prevail, It is also true that

such legislation might tend to promote national prohibition
through the adoption of the necessary constitutional amendment
and statute. If the committee provision prevails, national pro-
hibition will, in my judgment, be postponed until after the war.
By the adoption of the substitute, which as stated represents
the compromise agreed upon between the President and the
representatives of the Anti-Saloon League, everything of prob-
able benefit will be aceomplished that is likely to be done under
the committee provision. The manufacture of distilled spirits
in the United States will be suspended, and an enormous
amount of food materials which would enter into the same if
manufacture were continued, Will be conserved. Of course a
part of it may be shipped abroad and used there in the pro-
duction of distilled spirits.

If the manufacture of beer is suspended, the price of that
beverage will be greatly increased, because after a short time
only imported beer can be obtained. Many influences are at
work to create unrest and dissatisfaction in the great industrial
centers where it is of supreme importance that nothing occur to
disturb the peaceful and contented attitude of laborers. In
some localities, at least, it is probable that great dissatisfaction
will temporarily grow out of the increase in the priee of malt
liquors, which must oceur if manufacture of beer be at once
suspended. I do not think this eondition could be permanent
or of far-reaching importance, but it is worthy of consideration.

Congress is proceeding rapidly with temperance legislation,
and it is proceeding within the Constitution. We have recently
passed the Webb-Kenyon Act making interstate shipments of
liguors subject to State prohibition laws. That was a great
step forward. We have also enacted prohibition for the Dis-
trict of Columbia. In the Army bill of the present year the
sale of intoxicating liquors to soldiers in uniform is prohibited
and penalized. Congress has also forbidden the publishing of
liguor advertisements in prohibition territory. Dy the legisla-
tion now proposed we are suspending the manufacture of dis-
tilled liquors. It is not remarkable in view of this record that
many of the friends of temperance should be willing and anxious
to avoid the reactionary movements which must inevitaby
result from ill-considered legislation caleunlated to accomplish
nothing of benefit and pregnant with possibilities of evil. The
overshadowing consideration in the minds and hearts of all
patriots is to win the war against Germany and vindicate the
right of our ecitizens to life, liberty, and the peaceful pursuit
of their lawful avoeations; to preserve the spirit of liberty and
enkindle the fires of democracy beneath the thrones of au-
tocracy. I have no doubt that all Senators, indeed, all Mem-
bers of Congress, are imbued with this spirit and purpose. The
war, for the present at least, is to be fought in France. Con-
gress can not regulate the liquor question there. However
closely the promotion of temperance may be associated with

progress, the mere existence of a state of war does not em- -

power Congress to enact national prohibition, I believe this
substitute represents a sane, reasonable, and fair solution of
the present controversy and that it will promote the speedy pas-
sage of this bill. . ?

~ Mr., MYERS. I offer an amendment to the Chamberlain
amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read.

The SeEcrETARY. Amend the committee amendment desig-
nated as section 12 by .inserting between the word * spirits
and the word “ for ™ in line 3, page 1, of the printed amendment
the words “or of vinous, malt, or fermented liquors.” :

Further amend the committee amendment by striking out all
thereof after line 3, on page 1, of the printed amendment,

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I make the point of order
that the amendment of the Senator from Montana is not now in

er.

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I desire to be heard on the point
of order. I contend that we have a right to perfect the Chain-
berlain amendment before we vote on the substitute for it. The
Senator from Arkansas offers a substitute for the Chamberlain
amendment, ' The Senate has a right to take the Chamberlain
amendment in hand and fix it up in the way a majority of the
Senate want it before the substitute is voted on, because we do
not know whether we would perfect the substitute on the Cham-
berlain amendment until a majority of the Senate takes the
Chamberlain amendment and puts it in the shape it wishes if.
Therefore I contend that my amendment should be considered
ahead of any substitute for the entire section.

The VICE PRESIDENT.. The Chair believes the amendment
of the Senator from Arkansas is amendable. The amendment

| of the Senator from Oregon is a proposition to strike out and
insert and, under Rule XVIII of the Senate rules, the part to

be stricken out and the -part to be Inserted must, for purposes
of amendment, be regarded as a question. This rule makes the
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amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoeiNsoN] an
amendment of the first degree. This amendment itself is there-
fore clearly open to amendment.

Mr, CURTIS. I offer the following amendment to the House
provision.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read. -

The SecreTaRY. On page 18 strike out line 16 down to and
including the word * beverages” on line 21 and insert the fol-
lowing :

Sec. 12. That no person shall use any foods, food materials, or feeds
in the produetion of alcohol, except for governmental, industrial, scien-
tifie, medicinal, sacramental, or other nhevérage purp

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, I make the point of order
that the amendment of the Senator from Kansas is not now in
order, and I would like to be heard on it for just a moment, if
the Chair will hear me.

Mr. CURTIS. I offered it on the statement of the Presiding
Oflicer.

Mr. ROBINSON. Will the Chair give me just a moment on
the point of order? I shall take only a momént. I am clearly
satisfied the Chair overlooks +the language of the unanimous-
consent agreement. It is true that under the rule of the Senate
the House provision would be first perfected, but under the
nnanimous-consent agreement it is as expressly provided that the
amendment of the Senator from Oregon shall be first perfected.
The language in that express provision is this:

That the a 1 t pr 1 by the committee, with such amend-
ments as may be offered to ft—

\Which makes my amendment in order; it is subject to being
perfected—
shall be first considered, and that the section as finally amended in
Committee of the Whole—

And so forth.

That reverses by unanimous consent of the Senate the rule of
the Senate, which would ordinarily apply, requiring that the
Senate shall first perfect the House provision. It is an
anomalous sifuation, I will say that I think it is the only
construction that the language justifies. What effect could be
given to the provision that the amendment of the Senator from
Oregon and such amendments as may be offered to it shall be
first considered unless you do give it the construction and effect

‘that I am insisting upon, and that is that before you perfect the

House provision you first perfect this amendment. In other
words, the substantive proposition now before the Senate, the
one that takes the place of everything else, is the amendment
which the Senator from Oregon has offered for the amendment
reported by the committee, and the commitiee amendment, by
virtue of the unanimous-consent agreement, becomes the pending
question, and, by the express language of the agreement and such
amendments as may be offered to it, must first be perfected
before we can take up the House provision. :

Mr. CURTIS. I think the agreement applies to only the Sen-
ate nmendment and was not intended in any way to change the
rule in reference to the vote being first had upon the House
provision. The agreement applies to only such Senate amend-
ments that might be offered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not the business of the Chair
to construe unanimous-consent agreements made by the Senate.
It is a senatorial construction.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I think the Chair is right in
ruling that the amendment offered by the Senator from Kansas
ig in order. Rule XVI provides that when an amendment is
offered by way of a substitute the substitute and the original
House provision can be amended with a view of perfecting them.
The Senator from Kansas offered an amendment to the House
provision to perfect-it. The first vote will come on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas as perfected, but
the vote should not come upon the amendment of the Senator
from Kansas until the House provision is also perfected, so
that the Senate shall know exactly what it is voting upon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ruling of the Chair has not
been changed on the subject at all, This must be construed in

*the light of the rules of the Senate in the opinion of the Chair.

Mr, HOLLIS. I understood the Chair to rule that the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas is in order. If
g0, it is the pending amendment until it is disposed of, and
another amendment can not be also before the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the amendment
of the Senator from Arkansas is in order, and as it is the pur-
pose of both the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from
Arkansas to strike out the original House text, the original
House text is first to be perfected,

Mr. HOLLIS. Then the effect of the ruling of the Chair is
ihat there can be two motions pending at the same time, and

that the amendment of the Senator from Kansas is to be passed
upon before the améndment of the Senator from Arkansas.

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the effect of the ruling of the
Chair is that if an amendmeni to the House text is offered
and there be no amendment pending to it, that amendment is
in order and takes precedence,

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. President, in connection with this
question I beg to call the attention of the Chalr to a decision
of the former President pro tempore, Senator Clarke of Arkan-
sas, on page 259 of the Precedents, wherein it is held exactly
as the Chair has held at the present time. The statement of the
President pro tempore then was:

A substitute under our rules is practically a motion to strike out
and insert; it constitutes two questions. The friends of the original
text of the bill may perfect it—

Just as the Senator from Kansas proposes to do—
if they so desire, before the question Is put on the adoption of the
substitute ; but if no amendment shall be offered to the original bill,
the question will be on the adoption of the substitute.

The unanimous-consent agreement was made in view of the
rules of the Senate——

Mr., ROBINSON. May I be indulged for a few words more?

Mr. OVERMAN. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment
on this question? '

Mr. ROBINSON. Certainly.

Mr. OVERMAN. I wish to suggest to the Senator from
Arkansas, and I eall the attention of the Senator from Kansas
to it, the words the Senator from Kansas proposes to strike
out in his amendment are committee words and were put in by
the committee originally. The committee have withdrawn that
amendment, so his amendmeng is not in order because it pro-
pozu‘:] to strike out words even the committee have not pro-
posed.

The words proposed to be stricken out by his amendment
are:

ac;rhat from and after 30 days from {he date of the approval of this

The commiftee have withdrawn fhat, as I understand it. So
the amendment is not in order from that standpoint.

Mr. THOMPSON. The committee certainly can not withdraw
the House text of the bill. y
. Mr. ROBINSON. The Senator from North Carolina is cor-
rect in his suggestion. The language which the Senator seeks to
strike out is not in the House provision. It is in an amendment
heretofore reported by the committee, and withdrawn by the
committee. So the Senator is seeking to strike out something
that has been heretofore withdrawn. He does not address his
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Oregon, which
is the pending question, nor does he address it to the language
in the House provisions, but he addresses his amendment to
the language which was first reported by the Senate committee
and afterwards withdrawn by it. Therefore he is striking out
something which has already been withdrawn, :

But in addition to that, the remark has been made that the
rules of the Senate govern the matter. Mr, President, the object
of the unanimous-consent agreement is to suspend the opera-
tion of the rule. Everyone understands .that. The plain effect
of this provision, and it must be construed according to its
language, is that the first thing to be considered is the Chan-
berlain amendment, and that that must be perfected together
with such amendments as may be offered to it, That plainly
makes the amendment which I have offered subject to amend-
ment, in my judgment,

Mr. NORRIS. May I ask the Senator a question?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest that there
is an orderly way of overruling the Chair by taking an appeal.

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I think the suggestion of the Chair is
wise, and because the Chair has intimated that the Senate ought
to settle‘it, I appeal from the decision of the Chair.

Mr., ASHURST. I move to lay the appeal on the table.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska ap-
peals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate?

Mr. STONE., Will the Chair state his decigion?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated that notwith-
standing the express terms of the unanimous-consent agreement
the amendment proposed by the committee with such amend-
ments as may be offered to it shall be first considered, and that
the amendment being one to strike out section 12 and insert a
different section, the original section 12 is first subject to
amendment. .

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, T ask to have the amend-
ment proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Curtis] stated.
If it is true that it simply strikes out what was proposed as a
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committee amendment, but never offered as a committee amend-
ment, and leaves the provision as it came to the Senate, then
there is nothing to strike out and nothing to insert, and the
Senator’s object would be accomplished by voting down the
amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is undoubtedly true.

Mr. ASHURST. Mpr. President, in order to cut off debate, I
move to lay the appeal from the decision of the Chai on the
table.

Mr. JONES of Washirgton. On that I ask for the yeas and
nays.

Mr. FLETCHER. I am not debating the matter.
right to have the amendment stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to know
what the amendment is. The Secretary will pleasa state it.

The SEcrRETARY. Mr. Curtis offers the following amendment :
On page 18, to strike out, beginning with line 16, down to and
including the word * beverages,” in line 21, and to insert the
following :

Sec. 12. That no person shall use any foods, food materials, or
feeds in the production of alcobolic beverages or of alcohol except for
governmental, industrial, scientific, medicinal, or sacramental pur-
poses.

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, in order that the Senate may
understand the purpose of the amendment, may I state that all
it proposes to do is to transpose the words “ or of alcoholic bev-
erages” in the House provision in order to make the section
read as it was originally intended it should read. Were the
language left as it now is, it would not accomplish what was
intended to be accomplished by it. I hope the amendment may
be adopted. :

SEVERAL SENATORs, Vote!

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on laying the ap-
peal from the decision of the Chair on the table.

Mr. JONES of Washington. I have asked for the yeas and
nays on the motion.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll,

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I have a pair
with the senior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALTINGER],
but 1 transfer that pair to the Senator from Delaware [Mr,
SAvrssUrY] and vote “ yea.”

Mr. GERRY (when his name was called). I desire to be
counted as present.

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] to the
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kikey] and vote * yea.”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. JAMES (after having voted in the negative). I transfer
the pair I have with the junior Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. WEEES] to thessenior Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
HueaEes] and will allow my vote to stand.

Mr. ROBINSON. I announce the unavoidable absence of my
colleague, the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr, Kmsy].

The result was announced—yeas 55, nays 29, as follows:

I have a

YEAS—G5.

Ashurst Hale Myers Smith, Mich,
Beckham Johnson, Cal. Nelson Smith, 8. C.
Borah Johnson. 8. Dak. New Smoot
Brady Jones, Wash, Newlands Sterlin,
Chamberlain Koilogf Norris Butherland
Colt Kendrick Page Thomas
Cummins Kenyon Poindexter Thompson

“urtis King > Tillman
Dillingham Knox Shafroth Townsend
Fernald La Follette Sherman Trammell
France Lodge Shields ardaman
Frellnghuysen McKellar Simmons Watson
Gore McLean Smith, Ariz, Wolcott
Gronna McNary Smith, Ga.

NAYS—290.

Bankhead Hollis Penrose Stone
Brandegee Husting Phelan Swanson
Broussard James Pittman Underwood
Calder Jones, N. Mex Pomerene Wadsworth
Culberson Lewis Ransdell
Fletcher McCumber Robinson

Harding Martin Shepgal‘d
Hiteheock Overman Smith, Md.

- NOT VOTING—12.

Fall Goft Kirby Walsh
Gallinger Hardwick Owen Warren
Gerry Hughes Saulsbury Weeks

So the appeal from the decision of the-Chair was laid on the
table. %

Mr. MYERS. Mr. President, I move to amend the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBinsox]
by inserting between the word * spirits” and the word * for,”
in line 3, of page 1, of the printed amendment, the words “ or
of vinous, malt, or fermented liquors.” %

LV——302

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas has an
amendment pending.

Mr, CURTIS, I will say to the Senator from Montana that
I have an amendment pending.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend-

ment.,

Mr. MYERS. T did not understand the Senator’s amendment
was pending to the amendment offered by the Senator from
Arkansas.

The VICE PRESIDENT. No; it is pending to the original
bill. .

Mr. MYERS. Is not the amendment offered by the Senator
from Arkansas pending? It was received. ;
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thought the Senate had

just settled that question.

Mr. MYERS. Then, it is not in order to amend his amend-
ment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas [Mr.
Curris] has an amendment pending. The question is on that
amendment. X

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CUMMINS. I offer the amendment to the House text,
which I sead to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The SEcCRETARY. After the word “beverages,” on page 18,
line 21, it is proposed to insert:

Ne aleoholle beverage shall be imported into the United States dur-
ing the existing war, and no part of the distilled spirits now in bond
in the United States shall be withdrawn during
used as a beverage.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I am in favor of the House
provision of the bill as against either of the amendments which
have been heretofore proposed ; but I believe the House provision
is weak in two respects: First, there is nothing to prevent the
importation of alcoholic liquor. I understand that the revenue
bill which is now before the Senate contains a provision of that
kind, but we do not know what its fate will-be. I have there-
fore proposed this as an amendment to the House provision.

One of the objections urged to the House provision is that the
300,000,000 gallons of distilled spirits now in bond ean be used
during the war for beverage purposes, and that we shall thereby
convert this country into a whisky-drinking Nation. There is
some force in the suggestion so repeatedly made that strong
liguor is more objectionable than the weaker liquor; and the
amendment that I have just proposed is intended to keep the
distilled spirits in bond during the war, except in so far as they
may be withdrawn for other purposes, or except in so far as the
President of the United States may commandeer them for gov-
ernmental purposes. The fundamental idea of the amendment
is that we can prosecute the war in which we are now engaged
more energetically and more efliciently without liquor than with
it, and I want the opinion of the Senate upon that subject.

Mr, SHAFROTH. Mr. President, I am opposed to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator® from Arkansas [Mr. RoBinson],
and I heartily approve of the amendment offered by the Senator
from Towa [Mr. Cuasmixsg], which prohibits the importation of
distilled liquors during the existing war with Germany after
their manufacture has been prohibited in the United States.
As the Senator from Iowa has stated, conservation not only of
food but of human energy is sought to be accomplished in this
bill. s

I want to direct attention to the fact that David Lloyd-George,
premier of England, has recently said:

We are fighting Germany, Austria, and drink.
the greatest of these three deadly foes is drink.

YVon Moltke, who for many years was the commander In chief
of the German forces, used this expression:

Beer is a far more dangerous enemy to Germany than all the armies
of France.

Maj. Gen. Frederick Dent Grant used this language:

Ninety-five per cent of the desertions and acts of lawlessness in the
Army are due to liquor. If I could by offering my body as a sacrifice
free my country of this fell destroyer, drink, I would thank God for the
privilege of doing it.

There is the testimony of three men, the most highly qualified
judges possible to be found, and they practically say that we
can not win this fight without adopting measures that will pre-
vent the use of liguor.

Mr. President, some complaint is made that we purpose inter-
fering with an industry, and that to enact prohibition legisla-
tion of this kind will cause that industry to suffer a great
loss. When, however, that question is closely examined, it is*
found not to be serious. The provisions of this bill in regard
to the prohibition of the manufacture of alcoholic liguors will
apply only for the duration of the war. Consequently, if the

e said war to be

8o far as I can ses,
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war ends in six months all the loss sustained will simply be that
resulting from closing the breweries and the distilleries for that
period of time,

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, if the Senator will per-
mit me to say just one word at this point, I wish to say that
whenever the United States goes “dry " for two years, it will
never refurn to the liguor traffic.

Mr, SHAFROTH. That may be true; and I hope there will
never be a return to the traffic. We can then provide for an
equitable arrangement.

Mr. President, there is also a clause in the House bill provid-
ing for the commandeering of distilled liquor, and when we
consider that it takes 1 pint of alcoliol to manufacture 1 pound
of powder, and further, that at the present time in this war
more powder is being used in every three minutes than was ex-
ploded in the three days’ battle at Gettysburg, we can realize
the extent of the demand there will be for alcohol for the pur-
pose of manufacturing munitions of war. Consequently there
should practically be no loss to the distillers by rcason of the
passage of this bill.

Mr. President, in every prohibition measure that has been
presented or adopted in the States beers and wines have been
included with distilled liquors.

Why is that? There must be some reason for it. It is true
that beer is a milder drink than whisky ; it is true that wine is
a milder drink, but why are they always coupled with distilled
liquors? It is because if they are not coupled the saloon is
bound to exist. That is the reason. We will have wine saloons
and we will have beer saloons, which will also mean a great deal
of *bootlegging " of distilled spirits. It is only by including in
prohibition measures all intoxicating liquors that we can get
rid of the saloon.

Mr. President, it does seem to me that when we consider the
fact that prohibition already exists in 24 or 25 States, the effect
of this bill will not be so serious as Senators contend. The
fact that there are large numbers of men employed In these
industries is no indication that we are going to throw out of
work permanently the 289.000 men now in the employ of the
liquor industries. There is now a greater demand for labor
at higher wages than has ever existed in the United States, and
hence they will not remain without employment. That labor
as now used is nothing but wasted energy—nay, more, it is

"used in the manufacture of that which weakens our energies
and impairs our minds. According to a recent resolution of the
American Medical Association, “alcohol is wholly without drug
value, either as a tonie or stimulant or in any other therapeutic
way.” The imperative need of this crisis is the production and
preservation of foods and the prohibition of the use of those
things which impair our efficiency. It is only by the conversion
of useless into productive labor that we can hope to win the war
and thereby accomplish our high ideals in the preservation and
extension of human liberty.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Colo-
rado has expired. L

Mr. BRADY. Mr. President, I had not intended to address
the Senate on the pending amendment relative to prohibition
for the reason that I know full well that no amount of argument
by another Senator could eause me to change my views, formed
after'due deliberation and careful thought on the subject of
temperance, or as to the advisability of permitting the use of
beer and wine during the war, and I am equally certain that
nothing I may say will change very many of the votes that will
be cast to-day cn the amendment now pending relative to the
manufacture and sale of wines and beers during the present
war. But as a member of the Agricultural Committee that con-
sidered and reported this bill, I feel that I owe it to myself, my
constituents, and the country to offer a few words of explana-
tion relative to the action that I shall take to-day when the
final vote on this question is taken; for I shall vote against this
amendment and in favor of the House one, for the reason that I
am opposed not only to the use of distilled liguors, but am also
opposed to the use of wine and beer as beverages.. What I shall
gay will be somewhat in the nature of a review of the history of
the bill so far as it concerns the Senate and the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

On June 25 H. R. 4961 was introduced, read twice, and
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. On
June 26 the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry appointed a subcommittee, consisting of seven members,

o consider the bill and make recommendations relative to the
same to the full committee. The subcommittee appointed by the
chairman agreed upon the following amendment.

Mr. President. I ask that this amendment be printed as a
part of my remarks without reading.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is so
ordered.

The amendment referred to is as follows:

(a) That [1om aod alier U days [row tue date of the approval of
this act it shall be unlawlul for any person, Ur, oF corporation tu use
in the manulacture of any intoXicaliog liguors for beverage purposes
any perishable or nonperisbabie fecds, [ovus, or lood materials. (b)
Wuenever the President soall find it necessary Lo conserve the perish-
able products referred to in the precedisg paiagrapo uve is empowered
to permit the use of such products in the waunufacture of yinous
liguors; and when l(be gquestion arises &8 (v woaeluer any particular
product is perishable or nonperishable, or 1s sultable for loods or
leeus, the Presiueul I8 auluoised Lo ueterwiue tusl guestion, aud his
determination suall pe conclusive for tue purposes of wis act. (e¢)
Whenever in the judgment of the l'resident the publi¢ julerest would pe
Subserved thereby ne s empowered 10 permit tue limited use of the
materials mentioued o paragrapn (a) of thus secilon tn the mavulac-
ture of malt or tecwenled lyuors, and to prescribe the alcobuiie con-
tents tonereof. (d) Tue Commissioper of loternal Kevenue sualli ve
charged with the administration of this section, and he 15 authorized
wiin the approval of the Uresident to reyuire the taking out of such
permits, the keeping of such records, the execution of such bonds, and
the pbservance ol such rules and regulativus as may be necessary and
proper for the execution of the same. (e) Any person wioo willfully
violates this section suall be deemed guilty of a wmisdeweanor and soall
upon conviction thereof be punisaed by a fine not exceeding $0,000 or
by imprisgnmwent for not more tbhan (wo years, or both.

Mr., BRADY. On June 27, ut a full meeting of the Senate
Committee on Agricuiture and Forestry, after due considera-
tion of H. R. 4961, adopted an ameudument, which was in sub-
stunce the House amweudment forbidding the wanufacture of
foodstuffs into intoxicating liguors, with an exception of wine-
making from fruits; and another awendment authorizing and
directing the President to coummuandeer distilled liquors for
wur purposes was made mandutory. 1 ask, Mr. President, thut
the amendments referred to, being sections 12 and 13, be in-
serted in the Ilecorp, as a purt of my rewarks, without read-

ing.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence ef objection, it is
so ordered.

The sections referred to are as follows:

Sec. 12, That from and after 30 days from the date of the approval
of this act no persvn shali use any toods, food materials, or teeds in
the production of aicohol, except [or guvernwentai, iudustriai, scien-
titic, medicinai, sacramental, or oither nunbeverage purposes. Any per-
son who willfully violates this section shail, upon cenviction thervof,
be punished by a fine not exceeding $0,000 or by lmprisomment for not
more than two years, or both: Provided, That whemvyer the President
shall find It pecessary to counserve perishabie fruits he is empowered
to permit the use of such perishable fruits in the manulacture of
vinous liguors; and when the question arises as te whether auy par-
ticular fruit is perishable or mounperishable the President is autborized
to determine that question. amnd his determinatien shall be conciusive
for the purposes of this act: Provided Jurther, That the Commissioner
of Internal Revenue sha.l be charged with the administration of this
section, and he Is authorized, with the approval eof the President, to
require the taking out of such permits, the keeping eof such records,
the execution of such bonds, and the observance of such ruies and
reguiations as may be necessary and proper for the execution of the

same, -

Sec. 18. That the President is authorized and directed to com-
mandeer any or all distilled spirits in bond at the date of the approval
of this act for redistillation i1n so tar as such redistillativn mway be
necessary to meet the requirements of the Gevernment in the manu-
facture of munitions and other military and hespital supplies, or in
so far as such redistillation would dispense with the necessity of
utilizing products and materials suitable for foods and feeds in the
future manufacture of distilled spirits for the purposes herein enu-
merated. 'The President shal determine and pay a j"uJ;t compensation
for the distilled spirits g0 commandeered ; apd Il the comprosation so
determined be not satisfuetory to the persom entitled to receive the
same, such person shall be pald 75 per cent ef the amount so deter-
mined by the President and shall be entitled to sue the United States
to recover such further sum as, added to said 75 per cent, wiil make
up such amonnt as will be just compensation for such spirits, in rhe
munner provided by section 24, paragraph 2Zu, and section 142 of the
Judiciat Code. ;

Mr. BRADY. This amendment, with the full committee pres-
ent, was adopted by a vote of 9 to 7, and the bill with this
amendment was reported to the Senate and substituted for
8. 2463 ; and the Senate commenced consideration of the bill and
it was presumed by the minority, although they voted against
the amendments offered to the House sections, that the matter
was settled and that the members of the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry would give their support to the measure
as agreed upon by the full committee on June 27.

On June 29, 1917, the President wrote the following letter to
Rev. James Cannon. I ask, Mr. President, that the letter of the
President be inserted in the IRecorp, without reading.

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

The letter referred to is as follows:

JUxE 29, 1917.

My DEAR Dm. Caxxox: I am very glad to respond to the request of
Senator MARTIN, the Democratic floor leader in the Senate, that I give

our legislative committee an expression of my opinion with regard to
fhe wisest and most patriotic mlic{nm be pu toward the food-
administration legislation now pending in the Congress., | ard the
immediate passage of the hill as of vital consequence to-the safety and
defense of the Nation. Time is of the essence; and yet it has become
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evident that heated and protracted debate will delay the passage of the
bill indefinitely if the Emvlslons affecting the manufac of r and
wines are retained and insisted upon, In these. circumstances I have
not hesitated to say to Members of the Senate who have been kind
enough to consult me that it would undoubtedly be in the publie inter-
est in this very critical matter if the friends ol those provisions should
consent to their elimination from the present measure. Feeling that
your committee is actuated by the same patriotic motives which ire
me, I am confident that these considerations will seem to you, as they
seem to me, to be imperative. '

With much respect, sincerely, yours,

Reyv. James Caxxox, Jr.,, D. D,
Chairman Legislative Committiee
Anti-Saloon League of America.

Mr. BRADY. In consequence of this letter written by the
President, the committee was again called together and the
committee by a vote of 6 to 5 adopted the following amendment
prohibiting the making of whisky and other distilled liquors
and leaving beer and wine to the discretion of the President:

8ec. 12, That it shall be unlawful for any person, firm, or corpora-
tion to use any foods, food materials, or feeds in the manufacture of
distilled spirits for beverage ﬂurpoﬁes. (b) Whenever the President

Woobrow WILSON,

shall find that limitation, tion, or prohibition of the use of f
food materials, or feeds in the production of vinous, malt, or fermen
liquors, or that reduction of the alcohollec content of any such 1 urg
0
food or feed, he is authorized, from time to time, to prescribe ve
public notice of the extent of the limitation, regulation, prohibition, or
reduction so necessitated. Whenever such notice shall have been given
and shall remain unrevoked, no person shall, after a reasonable e,
which shall be prescribed in such notice, use any foods, food materials,
or feeds in the production of such vinous, malt, or fermented liquors
except in accordance with the limitations, regulations, and prohibitions
prescribed in such notice, or to produce any such lignors having an
alcoholie_content in excess of the amount ¥wmrim erefor in such
notice. When the question arises as to whether any

is sultable for fi or feed, the question shall be determined by the
President and his determination shall be conclusive for the pur of
this section. (c) Except as otherwise herein provided, t!g.e (I;ommls-
sioner of Internai-Revenue shall be charged with the administration of
this section, and he is authorized, with the approval of the President, to
require the taking out of such permits, the keeping of such records, the
execution of such bonds, and the observance of such rules and regula-
tions as may be necessary and Prcper for the execution of the same.
(d) Anwrson who willfully violates this section shall be deemed Ity
of a misdemeanor and shall, upon conviction thereof, punished by a
fine not exceeding $5,000 or by imprisonment for not more than two
years, or both,

Mr. President, as a member of the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry, I voted against this amendment in the committee
and reserved the right to oppose it on the floor of the Sen-
ate. It is plain to be seen that in consequence of the Presi-
dent's interposition the committee vote of 9 to 7 for the
amendment above described was suddenly changed to a vote of
6 to 5 in favor of the amendment, leaving the manufacture of
beer and wine to the discretion of the President. It is my desire
and purpose to support the President whenever I can conscien-
tiously do so, and I will do so whenever I believe that it will be
for the benefit of my country or will contribute to the winning of
the war; but I do not propose that the President shall set moral
standards for me when in doing so we weaken rather than
strengthen the defense of our country. No intoxicated general
ever won a battle; no intoxicated soldier ever did effective
service in the line of battle, and no man can produce food, fuel,
or munitions of war, all of which are necessary for the defense
of our country, if he spends his idle hours in drinking wine,
beer, or intoxicatinz liquors of any kind, and I do not propose
by my vote to place temptation before the young men that we
are compelling hy conscription and draft to sacrifice their lives,
while we permit the slackers at home to consume by drink and
to thus waste the products of the soil that we need so much to
feed the needy and the hungry. If we ask the soldier to die for
us, we ought to be willing to go dry for him.

I am in favor of the House provision, and I hope that it will
be adopted. .

Mr. President, I therefore ask to have inserted in my remarks
the portions of the CoNGRESSTONAL RECORD on pages 4584 and
4585, being a statement by the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
CHAMBERLAIN], who has charge of the bill, and some remarks
by the junior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. VArpaamax], to-
gether with a telegram received by him and his answer to it.
It seems to me that that part of the Recorp would be especially
interesting at this time, and I hope that each and every Member
of the Senate will again read it.

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

The matter referred to is as follows: :

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. * * * Mr Hoover, accompanied by Jud
Lindsley, who advises with him on the legal aspects of the food bill,
came to see me Saturday morning just before the convening of the
Senate to discuss a few proposed amendments to the bill,
near the hour of convening the Senate that I requested them to come
up to the office Sunday morning, and promised them I would endeavor to
have the members of the Agricultural Committée present so that the
proposed amendments might be discussed by them.

I submitted the matter of Mr. Hoover's request to the members of the
committee, and they subscribed to the following agreement:

articular product

We, members of the Committee on Agriculture and I-‘orrestry will
meet informally with Mr. Hoover Bunday morning at 10 o'clock in the
Military Affairs Committee room of the Senate to discuss with him cer-
tain features of the food-regulation bill.
GrorcE E. CHAMBERLAIN,

A, J. GRONXA,
WiLLiam H. THOMPSON,

James H. Brapy.

T. P. GOrE. WiLLiam 8. KExYoN.
Morgis SHEPPARD, G. W. Nommis.

Hore SwmiTH. Joux B. KEXDRICK,
E. D. SMITH. JosErH E. RANSDELL.

Ep. B. JoENsON. F. E. WARREN,
1 belleve the agreement was signed by every member of the committee
to whom it was presented.
In pursuance of the request of the committee, a meeting was held In
the Military Affairs Committee room at 10 o'clock. Mr, Hoover was
er:sent, and Judge Lindsley as well, the proposed amendments were

- - - L] - - *
T will say, Mr, President, that I do not remember ever having met
any of these gentlemen except Mr, Dinwiddie, and he has always treated
me with the greatest courtesy and consideration, and has never at-
tempted to intrude his presence upon me either as a member of the
Agricultural Committee or in any other way. 1 think the article in
question does all these distingulshed gentlemen very great injustice. I
ask that the letters to which 1 have referred may be read.
The Vice PresipENT. The Secretary will read as requested.
The Secretary read as follows:
JuUNE 20, 1917,
My DeEAr Dn. Caxxox: I am very glad to respond to the request of
Senator MARTIN, the Democratic floor leader in the Senate, that I give
your legislative committee an expression of my opinion with regard to
the wisest and most gatriutlc polil:,}r to be purposed toward the food-
administration legislation now pending in the Congress. I regard the
immediate passage of the biil as of vital consequence to the safety and
defense of the Nation. Time is of the essence; and yet it has become
evident that heated and protracted debate will delay fhe passage of the
bill indefinitely if the provisions affecting the manufacture of beer and
wines are retained and insisted npon. In these circumstances I have
not hesitated to say to Members of the Senate who have been kind
enough to consult me that it would undouhtedi{ be in the public interest
very critical matter if the friends of those provisions should
consent to their elimination from the present measure. Feeling that
your committee is actuated by the same patriotic motives which in-
ired me, I am confident that these considerations will scem to you, as
they seem to me, to be imperative. :
With much respect, sincerely, yours,
Wooprow WILSOX.
Rev. Jasmes Caxxox, Jr, D. D,
Chairman Legislative Committee
Anti-SBaloon Lcaguc of America.
Juse 30, 1917,
To the PRESIDENT,
The White House, Washington, D, C.:

“We have earnestly considered the statement in your letter of yester-
day to the legislative committee of the Anti-Saloon League of America,
that in the face of the present food crisis you are greatly concerned lest
the early I?:.mgu of the food-administration legislation now pending in
Con, eoglnrdized by a heated and protracted debate u{wn certain
sections of the bill relating to the manufacture of foodstuffs into intoxi-
cating liguors,

We are aware of the threats made by the friends of beer and wine in
the Senate of an indefinite and protracted filibuster against those pro-
visions of the bill. We beg to assure you that as patriotic Amerieans
determined to uphold you as Commander in Chief of the Army and
Navy in the present war, we will not for our constituents offer any
obstruction to the prompt passage of the food-control bill. £

f course we can not presume to indicate to Members of Congress
what action they should take in view of this request from the Presi-
dent of the United SBtates. They will doubtless act in accordance with
their convictions of duty. 5

We are d to note that your uest applies-only to the pending
food-administration legislation. It will be our purpose to urge the pas-
sage of legislation prohibiting the waste of foodstuffs in the manufac-
ture of beer and wines at the earllest possible date, either in the form
of a separate bill or in connection with other war legislation.

We assure you of our purpose as patriotic American citizens to co-
operate in every possible way in the winning of the great war in which
our Natlon is engaged.

Sincerely and respectfully, your%

. A. BAKER, !

General Superintendent.

EpwiN C. DINWIDDIE,
Legislative Buperintendent.
James Canxox, Jr.,
ARTHUR BARTON,
Wayxe B. WHEELER,
Legislative Committee.

Mr, CHAMBERLAIN, Mr. President, in pursuance of the call of the
members of the committee for the meeting gesterdag,' the committee
met and discussed some of the proposed amendments, and adjourned to
meet again this morning at 10 o’clock. The amendments which were
suggested h{ the eommitiee will be reported to the Senatesin due course,
The committee, not by unanimous consent, but by a majority of the
members ﬂ.l'eﬁent, have agreed upon a substitute for the liquor provision
in the bi I desire at this time to have it read into the Reconrp, so
that SBenators may know what has been done with respect to it.

Mr. VarpaMmax. May I ask the Senator in charge of the bill if he
knows whether or not the President made the request of the patriotic
Senators who opposed this prohibition feature of the bill to withdraw
their op tion in order that the bill might pass?

: AMBERLAIN. Mr. President, the foregoing letter contains all I
know about the President’s views, I have not had any communication
with or from on the subject, and the letter which has just been
read covers all 1 know about his views. 1 ask that the proposed
amendment be read.

The Vice PrRESIDENT. The Secretary will read it.

The tary read as follows:

“ Bec, 12. That it shall be unlawful for any perscn, firm, or corpora-
tion to use any foods, food materials, or feeds in the manufacture of
distilled spirits fov beverage purposes, (b) Whenever the President
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Intlnn. or prohibition of the use of foods,
oduction of vinous, malt, or fermented
iquorn or that reductio n ot t alcoholle content of any such unors
is essential, in order to assure an adequate and mntinmn mp
food or reed be is authorized, from time to time, to prescribe and give
publie notice of the extent of the limitation, regulatio pruluhmon. or
reduetion 80 necessitated. Whenever such notice shall have been given
and shall remain unrevoked, no person shall, after a reasonable time,
which shall be preseribed in such notice, use any foods, food materials,
or feeds in the production of such vlnous, malt, or fermented liquors
except In aceordance with the limitations, regulations, and prohibitions
prescribed in such notice, or to produce any such liqguors having an
alcohollic content in excess of the amount Elrum‘lbed therefor in such
notice. When the question arises as to whe her any Iartlmlaerd product

ghall find that limitatio
food materials, or feeds

is suitable for f or feed, the question shall by the
President, and his determination shali be couchmhe for the of
this section, (c¢) Except as otherwise herein provided, mmis-

gloner of Internal Revenue shall be charsed with the adminlstration of
this secuon. and he is authorized, with the approval of the dent, to
require th { out of such %ermltlt. the keeping of such records, the
execution of euch bonds, and the observance of such rules and regula-
tions as may be necessary and
(d) An
of am
fine not ti;refdth. ing $5,000 or by imprisonment for not more than two
years, or

My, Vanpaxas. Mr, President, I wish to ask permission out of order,
and I think it is pertinent at this time, to have a telegram read, ad-
d ;esui‘d to me from the Anti-Saloon League of Mississippl, and my re‘ply
thereto

The Vice PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and
the Secretary will read as requested.
The Secretary read as follows:

“ Senator J. K. Vnm.nna'
Washington, D. O.:
* We are depending on yeu to do your best for a bone-dry war measure.

not exempt beer and wine.
* MississIrrl ANTI-SaALooN LEAGUE,
“Per T. J. BAILEY, Superintendent.”

“WasHINGTON, D. C., July 1, 1917,
“Rev. T. J. BamL

« Snpcrfatendeai Anti-Saloon League, Jackson, Miss.?

“Your telegram recelved.

* The good old ship Prohibition, heavily loaded with the lu;pes of mil-
lions of consecrated women and men for nation-wide prohlblt on, sailing
with fair winds and good prospects to the port of victory, was sub-
marined day before yesterday by the President of the Un ted Btates.
It is now lying on the bottom beneath about 40 fathoms of beer and
wine, with one whole side knocked out. I am afraid some of the officers
of the crew deserted before it went down. Will do my best to save the
wreck. But it is my deliberate Judgment that no power on earth exeept
the people can raise it.

ﬁ oper for the execution of the same.
reon who wil.fully violates this section shall be deemed gullty
emeanor and shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a

“Jacksox, Miss, July I, 17,

“ JamEs K. VARDAMAN."

Mr. BRADY. I ask, Mr. Pres.ident. to have inserted as a
part of my remarks the views of the minority of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, signed by the Senator from
b1\'¢:px-th Dakota [Mr. Groxwa] and myself, on section 12 of the

ill.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is
granted.

The matter referred to is as follows:

VIEWS OF THE MIXORITY, H. R. 4061, SENATE COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE
AXD FORESTRY, ON NEW SECTIOXN 12 (SUBSTITUTE FOR OLD SECTION 14).

On calendar day, June 22, H. R. 4961 was read twice and referred to
the Committee on Agrlm‘ltu.re an& Forestriy The chairman of the com-
mittee appointed a subce ttee of seven to consider the bill and recom-
mend amendments. On June 27, at a full meeting of the Senate Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, after due consideration of H. R.
4961, it rejected what is known as the prohibition amendment recom-
mended by the subcommittee and adopted House amendment forbid-
ding the manufacture of foodstuffs into intoxlmttn llqnurs. in sub-
stance, with an exception of wine making from lllgl and another
Hounse amendment authorizing the President to commandeer distilled
liguors for war purposes was made mandatory. These are sections
14 and 14a in House act—12 and 13 in Senate revision as reported in
the bill now before the Senate for consideratio

July 1 another meeting of the Agricultural Committee was called
and the committee was asked to reconsider that action ado ting sec-
tions 12 and 13. The same was reconsidered and a sect owWn Aas
section 12 was adopted, permitting the manufacture of wines and giving
the President power to authorize the manufacture of beer, authority
being given in subsection (b), which reads as follows:

“\Whenever the President shall find that limitation, regulation, or
prohibition of the use of foods, food materials, or feeds in the produc-
tion of vincus, malt, er fermented lquers, or that reduction of the
alecholle content of any such llquors is essential, in order to assure an
adequate continuous supply of food or feed, "he is authorized, from
time to time, to prescribe and give public notice of the extent of the
limitation, r tion, prohibition, or reduction so necessitated. When-
ever guch notice shall have been fiven and shall remain unrevoked, no
person shall, after a. mhle t e. which shall be prescribed in such
notice, use any f ials, or feeds in the production of such
vinous, malt, or termented liqlum except In accordance with the limita-
tions, regulations, and prohibitions prescribed in such notice, or to pro-
duce any such quuors baving an_alcoholic content in excess of the
amount prescribed therefor in such notice. When the gquestion arises
as to whethet' any particular. I?rm]m.t is suitable for food or feed, the
question shall be determined President, and his determination
shall be conrlmxiv! for the&u.rpom section.”

‘I'he m ty adhere to the previous amendments, which was at best

made for the sole purpose of assisting in the the speedy pa.
or uze bm snd with the t at a later data the committee t
report a bill creating e!ec ve prohibition. We glve notice that we will
move to strike out sections 14 and 14a, House bill, and insert the
same amendment as reported June 27, execept such minor corrections
In the lanﬁnmol the amendment, . The amendment to be offered will
read as follows:

“ 8gc, 12, That from and after 30 days from the date of the approval
of this act no person shall use any food-. food materials, or feeds in the
production of nlmholie liqguors except for governmental, l.ndultrhl.
sclentific, medicinal, sacramental, or other nonbeverage purpcses.
g:mn who wlllf'ull) viclates this section shall, upon convietion lheno{
punlx.hcd hy fine not exceed.l $5.000, or by imprisonment for not
ha 0 Years, o ded, That whenever the President
ahull nd it NeCcessary to conuem perishlble fruits he Is empowered
to permit during the year 1917 only the use of such perishable fruits
in the manufacture of vinous liguors; and when the question nrlm as
to whether any particular fruit g;‘i le or nonperishable the Presi-
dent is autho to determine estton. aud his determination
11 be conclusive for the purposes of Lia vided further, That
the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shall he ehum with the admin-
istration of this section, and he is authorized, with the approval of the
President, to require the taking out of such permits, the keeping of such
records, the execution ef such bonds, and the observance of such rules
ﬁ reg-ulaﬂm as may be ry and proper for the execution of
same,

Jaues H. Brapr.
A, J. GRONNA.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have just examined the pend-
ing amendment. It seems to me that the first part of the amend-
ment relating to the importation of distilled liquors is clearly
going beyond the power of the Senate. That is provided for in
the revenue bill now pending, which contains a provision prohib-
iting the importation into the United States of distilled liquors
of any kind. That is where the provision should be—in the bill
to raise revenue, which has come from the House. But I do not
think, in connection with this bill, the Senate can originate reve-
nue legislation, and the matter is entirely taken care of, as I
have said, in the revenue bill.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts make a point of order?

Mr. LODGE. I can not make a point of order on the Con-
stitution.

Mr. CUMMINS. But it sounded very much as though the
Senator were making a point of order.

Mr. LODGE. I merely wished to call attention to the fact
that we were exercising the power of originating revenue legisla-
tion. and I do not think under the Constitution the Senate can
do that. I know that it is rather old-fashioned to refer to the
Constitution, but the House is apt to-stand upon its rights in
that matter.

Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. President, the House ought to stand on
its rights; but fhis is not an amendment for raising revenue.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has spoken .
once.

Mr. SHERMAN I should like to make an inquiry of the
Senator from Massachusetts for information. I have under-
stood, from the arguments of many Senators here of long ex-
perience and great ability, that the Constitution has been sus-
pended by the declaration of war.

Mr. LODGE. That is a possible view.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I am opposed to
the amendment known as the Chamberlain amendment. I am
opposed to it, because I am not in favor of placing the responsi-
bility upon the President of determining a matter which we
ought to determine ourselves, The Congress of the United
States knows whether or not it wants to conserve the food of
this country by stopping the manufacture of beer and wines.
If it wants to do that, it ought to do it, and it ought not to im-
pose & burden of that character upon the President of the
United States, who already has sufficient duties to perform,
even though the President may have been in favor of having
a duty of this kind placed upon him, as would appear from the
original bill as introduced in the House of Representatives,
which provided for placing this whole power, not only with
reference to wines and beer but also with reference to distilled
liguors, upon his shoulders.

Mr. President, I am opposed to the amendment in the nature
of a substitute proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
RosinsoN]. I am opposed to it, because it does not attempt to
prohibit the manufacture of foodstuffs into wine and beer. I
am in favor of the House provision. I am in favor of it un-
amended, if it can not be amended in certain particulars, I am
in favor of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa
to the original text of the House bill. I hope that it will be
adopted. It may be that the revenue bill has a provision in it
prohibiting the importation of distilled liquors, but we do not
know what will be the fate of that provision on that measure.
This amendment is not an amendment raising revenue, and I
‘doubt very much whether it is subject to the constitutional ob-
jeetion which has been raised.

The amendment also provides that distilled liqguors in bond
shall not be taken out and used for beverage purposes. That
ought to please the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Lobnge], who made such a great speech a few days ago in behalf
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of the manufacturers of beer out of the foodstuffs of the coun-
try in this time of stress and sorrow. He was fearful that if
we prohibited that we would drive men to drinking distilled
liquor or whisky. Now, Mr. President, we want to meet that
very serious objection of the honorable Senator from Massachu-
setts by prohibiting the use of distilled liguors for beverage
purposes ; and I hope that the amendment of the Senator from
Jowa will have his support.

Mr. HOLLIS. Mr. President, the constitutional prohibition
in regard to revenue bills is that they must originate in the
House of Representatives. This bill did originate in the House
of Representatives. Moreover, this is not a bill to raise reve-
nue, nor is the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa
an amendment intended to raise revenue. It is a prohibitory
amendment pure and simple. There is not even an incidental
revenue in it.

I make these remarks because the Senator from Iowa had
spoken once, and was not free to support his own amendment,
and I think there can be no doubt that the amendment is per-
fectly constitutional.

Mr. GORE, This is a regulaﬁon of commerce, and obviously
constitutional.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I should like to make an in-
quiry of the Senator from Iowa with regard to the purposes of
his amendment. I did not hear his remarks in explanation of
it. I was called out, and while I suppose he made an explana-
* {ion of the purposes of his amendment, I did not hear it.

Just what object has the Senator in mind to accomplish by
the amendment which forbids the withdrawal of distilled spirits
in bond during the period of the war?

Mr, CUMMINS, The purpose is to limit the amount of spirits
that can be consumed during the period of the war, I would
rather fight the war sober than otherwise.

Mr. STONE. That is a frank statement. I understand, then,
stating it in a somewhat different way but in substance the
same, that the Senator's purpose is not to decrease or diminish
revenue, nor is it te conserve the production and distribution
of foods or foodstuffs. 1t is not to accomplish anything of that
kind, but just simply to put upon this bill an amendment which
in its essence—aye, in its declared and inevitable purpose—is to
forbid the withdrawal from bond of distilled liquors for con-
sumption during the period of the war. The Senator proposes
that, notwithstanding the fact, with which he must be familiar—
I would not suppose that any Senator here could be more
familiar with that fact—that it would involve a loss during
the war of a revenue amounting to approximately $250,000,000,
which would have to be made up in some way, either by the
levy of additional taxes directly on the people in some form
to be collected during the current fiscal year, or by the Issuing
of interest-bearing nontaxable bonds. Now, there is the propo-
sition presented by this amendment.

Mr, NORRIS. Mr. President, the question as to whether the
use of foodstufls should be permitted in the manufacture of beer
is a question of conservation. There are other reasons, I con-
cede, sufficient to impel me, at least, to vote against such permis-
sion ; but I want now for a few moments to consider it entirely
and solely as a conservation proposition. As a conservation
proposition it is closely related to the problem of winning this
war.

In round numbers there are about 50,000,000 bushels of barley,
15,000,000 bushels of corn, and 2,000,000 bushels of rice used
every year in the manufacture of beer. Mr, President, we are
engaged in a war that we all want to win. We are all willing
to make all kinds of sacrifices in order that we may win. The
widow must give up her son to be sacrificed on the altar of his
country. The wife must surrender her husband. The maid
must bid farewell to her lover. We must all part from those
that are near and dear to us in order that they may, if necessary,
shed their lifeblood in the trenches on a foreign soil. Every-
body is ealled upon to sacrifice something. All over the country
we are now organizing the women to conserve the food supplies
of the Nation. Everyone is called upon to sacrifice, to eat less,
to work more, fo give up all luxuries in order that the food for
the Army and the Navy and those who are laboring to sustain
and supply the Army and the Navy may be conserved and used
to the best possible purpose. Women are doing the work of
men in order that the ranks of the Army may be kept filled: In
all the patriotic homes of America we are called upon to con-
serve and prevent the waste of food in order that we may be able
to feed the soldiers and contribute to the food supply of our
allies. Every patriotic citizen is called upon to do his utmost
in the production and conservation of human food In order to
win this war. He must give up all his luxuries and many of the
comforts of life, He must not hesitate to make any sacrifice

in this hour of his country’s distress. We are facing a world
shortage of food. Disaster and defeat will be ours unless we
do our part in conserving the food of the world. The major part
of the food must come from America. In this predicament is it
asking too much to demand that men should give up their beer?
It may mean the difference between victory and defeat. Can
patriotic men refuse to make that much of a sacrifice?

Why is it that we demand of all of our people these sacrifices,
and yet when it comes to the manufacture of Lver we apply a
different rule? If we must give up the lives of those we love,
if we must surrender the luxuries and the comforts of life, if we
must all strive in every way possible to produce a little more
food, why should not those who make beer be culled mpon to sus-
pend their operations in order that the food that is used in the
man?nractnre of beer may be utilized for the sustaining of human
life

Mr. President, it seems to me that it should be done alone on
the ground of conservation, to conserve the food products of the
country, in order to feed not only ourselves and our soldiers but
the soldiers and the people of our allies. How many loaves of
bread would these millions of bushels of grain make? How many
hungry children would they feed? How far would they go to-
ward sustaining human life where it is imperatively necessary
in order that success may come to our arms?

It is argued here that those who have been In the habit for
yvears of drinking beer will object to it. Why it is even said by
some that they will strike. I do not believe it. I will not
impute to the laboring men of* the country who drink beer such
a lack of patriotism. Can it be possible that men will refuse
to give up the pleasure, the comfort, or even the benefit, if you
want to put it that way—although I do not concede that it is a
benefit—of drinking beer when by continuing to do so they will
lessen the efficiency of the American Army and the efficiency of
the armies of our allies and make it harder for the people who
are not in the Army to sustain human life?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from
Nebraska has expired. The question is on the amendment of
the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. CUMMINS. On it I ask for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to eall the roll.

Mr, COLT (when his name was called). I have a pair with
the senior Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAvurssvry], but I am
at libﬁrty to vote upon this bill and the amendments. I vote
“nay.

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). I announce
my pair and its transfer as before and vote “ yea.”
Mr. SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I have a

pair upon this question with the junior Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. WEEks]. I therefore withhold my vote. If at lib-
erty to vote on this subject, I would vote “ yea.”

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] to
the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kiksy] and vote “ nay.”

Mr. LODGE (when Mr. WEEKs's name was called). My col-
league [Mr. WEEKs] is unavoidably absent from the city. His
pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. SuTHER-
1AxD] has already been announced. If present, my colleague
would vote * nay.”

The roll eall was eoncluded.

Mr. STONE (after having voted in the negative).
to change my vote from “nay ™ to “yea.”

Mr. ROBINSON. I again announce the unavoidable absence
of my colleagne [Mr. Kimrny].

The result was announced—yeans 54, nays 30, as follows:

I desire

YEAS—G4.
Ashurst Johnson, 8. Dak. New Smith, 8. C.
Beckham J'onu. Was h., Norris Bmoot
Borah ellﬁ Overman Sterling
Brady ck Owen Stone
Chamberlaln Kenyon Page Swanson
Cu King Phelan Thompson
Curtis Knox Poindexter Townsend
Fernald La Follette Ransdell Trammell
Fletcher T Robinson Vardaman
Gore MeEellar Shafroth Walsh
Gronna MeNary Bheppard Watson
Hale Martin Sherman Woleott
Hollis Myers Bhields
Johnson, Cal. Nelson Smith, Mich.
NAYS—30.

Bankhead Frelinghuysen L Thomas

Gm- oy ﬂlol;j&n Tillman
Broussard Newlands Underwood
Calder Httch.mcl: Penrose Wadsworth
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NOT VOTING—12.

Fall Hardwick Pittman Smith, Ariz.
Gallinger Hughes Baulsbury Sutherland
Goff Kirby Simmons Weeks

So Mr. Cuommins's amendment was agreed to.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I wish to ask whether a motion
to reconsider will be in order at any time during the considera-
tion of the amendment covered by the special unanimous-
consent order of the Senate?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that a
motion to reconsider would be in order at any time while the
bill is in Committee of the Whole.

Mr. CUMMINS. Well, Mr. President——

Mr. STONE. I desire to say that before the pending mat-
ter—that is, section 12—is disposed of, I shall desire to make
a motion to reconsider the vote by which the amendment
offered by the Senator from Iowa was agreed to.

Mr. CUMMINS, Mr. President, I did not hear the early
part of the suggestions of the Senator from Missouri. Does
he move to reconsider, or merely give notice of his intent so
to do?

The VICE PRESIDENT. He gives notice of his intention to
move to reconsider before the amendment is finally passed on.

Mr. STONE. I think that is what I will do; but I asked the
Chair a moment ago, and I understood the Chair to state that
I could offer a motion to reconsider at any time while the bill
was in Committee of the Whole.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair expressed the opinion
that the Senator has a right to do that.

Mr. STONE. I understood the Chair to say that; and I said
I thought I would do so before section 12 was finally dis-

posed of.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I hope the Chair will not
forget the unanimous-consent agreement; and I doubt whether
a motion to reconsider this particular amendment would be in
order after the final vote upon this section, as provided for in
the unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, what is the pending ques-
tion? :

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending question, if the Chair
can remember it, is the amendment offered by the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. Rosinson] to the committee amendment.

Mr, MYERS. Mr, President, I move to amend the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas by inserting a
comma after the word “ distilled " at the end of line 3, and in-
serting after the comma the words * vinous, malt, or fer-
mented.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment
will be stated.

The Secrerary. In the amendment offered by the Senator
from Arkansas, at the end of line 3, after the word * distilled,”
it is proposed to insert a comma and the words * virous, malt,
or fermented,” so that it will read:

From and after 80 days from the date of the nplprovu‘l of this act,
no person shall use any foods, fruits, food materials, or feeds in the
production cof distilled, vinous, malt, or fermented liquors, except for
governmental, Industrial, scientific, or medicinal purposes,

Mr. MYERS. Mur. President, there is a great movement on in
this country to bring about economy in everything during the
prosecution of the war, and especially economy in the use of
foodstuffs. We have been advised from high sources to waste
nothing, especially to waste no food, to eat less, and to see that
no more food is put on the table than will be consumed. We
are urged to have wheatless days, wheatless meals, meatless days
and meatless meals. The good housewives of the country are
signing pledges to economize in the household in every way
possible, to restrict as much as possible within the limits of

* reason and the bounds of health the amount of food prepared and
- consumed. Cards by the hundreds of thousands and millions
are being distributed all over the country, and the signing of
those pledges has begun here in Washington, the fountain head
of our Government. The foremost Iadies in the land are signing
those cards, thus pledging themselves to economy in the use,
preparation, and consumption of food. It will rapidly spread
all over this city and over all the country. v

I understand that about 112,000,000 bushels of grain are con-
sumed in this country annually in the manufacture of beer;
and yet, while we are binding ourselves to the strictest economy
in the matter of food, in preparing and eating less and wasting
none, if the amendment presented by the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. Rosixnsox] prevails we will be devoting 112,000,000 bushels
of grain per year to the manufacture of beer in this country.
It seems to me it would be highly inconsistent for housewives
and families to be grinding themselves down to the last ounce
of food that will maintain health and strength, and then to

bt];xe:ow away 112,000,000 bushels of grain in the manufacture of
T,

- /

It reminds me a good deal of a man saying to his family:
“ Now, mother, you must prepare just as little food as possible ;
you must give the children just as little food as necessary to
keep them alive; you must mend and patch their old clothes ;
you must deny yourself many of the comforts of life,”” and they
act upon his advice, and then he goes out and spends 50 cents
or a dollar each and every day for beer. I think that would be
inconsistent and farcical. It seems to me we would be acting
upon the same principle if we should put that plan into practice
on a broader scale by adopiing, unamended, the amendment of
the dSenator from Arkansas. We should be consistent in all
we do. :

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator
that everybody is expected to make sacrifices except the man
who has a thirst for liguor or the man who owns a brewery.

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, as I understand it, this amend-
ment extends to beer and wine the prohibition of the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Arkansas which is confined to
distilled liguors. If I am wrong the Senator from Montana will
correct me.

Mr. MYERS. That is correct, Mr. President. -

Mr, ROBINSON. The statement of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts is correct. If the amendment of the Senator from Mon-
tana is agreed to, it will be substantially the House of Repre-
sentatives’ provision which forbids the use of food material and .
feeds in the manufacture of either distilled spirits or malt or
vinous liquors. I am unable to agree to the amendment which
the Senator from Montana has offered. In presenting my
amendment to the Senate I discussed the fact that in order to
effect what appears to be a fair and reasonable settlement of
this controversy the President suggested, and the representatives
of the Anti-Saloon League agreed to the elimination of malt and
vinous liguors from the bill. That, of course, does not bind any-
one upon the subject of national prohibition or other legisiation
that may hereafter arise.

The necessity for the speedy passage of this measure has been
emphasized by many Senators as well as by the President. I
am aware that some criticism of the President’s action has heen
interposed here this afternoon on both sides of the chamber. I
do not believe the men who represent the prohibition, who con-
sented to the suggestion the President made, or anyone else who
has fairly considered the subject, will reach the conclusion that
the President did anything else than what he considered to be
his patriotic duty in order to relieve the country from the perils
that now threaten it by reason of the speculation in food pred-
ucts which are necessary to maintain our Army abroad and our
people at home,

I express the hope under these circumstances that the amend-
ment of the Senator from Montana may not be adopted.

Mr. PITTMAN,. Mr. President, I did not vote on the last
amendment because I could not vote on it and maintain a con-
sistent stand. I will vote for a bill separate and apart from
this bill that shall provide for bone-dry prohibition in this
country during the war. I have heretofore gone as far as I
could on this matter under the constitutional authority of
Congress. y

But I know this that these prohibition amendments are being
voted for by certain Senators here not because they want pro-
hibition, nor because they expect prohibition in any form what-
ever, but solely for the purpose of killing this bill. There are
Senators in this body who have spoken against the House pro-
vision and have spoken against provisions such as we just car-
ried, and yet they voted for the amendment just now. Why?
It was not because they wanted it, it was not because they ever
expected it to be a law, and therefore it must have been be-
cause they sought an excuse to filibuster against the passage
of this bill.

There are two classes of Senators in this body who are op-
posing the bill. One of these is opposing it because they are
opposed to prohibition. The other class is opposing it for the
reason that they resent any Government control over the busi-
ness interests of this country. Neither one of these classes hasg
sufficient votes to prevent a cloture bill from passing, but both
classes acting together have more than one-third of this body
and can prevent any vote from being obtained on the bill at
any time. That is the whole situation.

I am going to vote against the tacking of a beer-prohibition
amendment on this bill, because I believe that by the defeat
of such amendment we will obtain the necessary support for
the bill of that class who are against prohibition. We will
then get two-thirds of the votes of this body, and it requires two-
thirds of the votes to terminate debate and obtain a final vote.
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As if requires two-thirds of this body to stop debate, it can only
be accomplished by dividing the opposition to the bill. This fact
is well known to practically every Senator on this floor.

I know that there are thousands of families in this country

who are the victims of alcohol, but there are 100,000 times as
many who are suffering to-day by reason of the criminally exor-
bitant price of food.
" Much as I would like to crush out the effect of liguor in
this country, I would far rather to-day place in the reach of
the poor people of this country the food that they must have.
This fight is now on between those who seek to immediately
grant food to the poor and those who are opposed to the bill or
who hold prohibition above human life. That is the thing we
are facing now, and I regret to say that some Senators on
this floor who are to-day voting to put prohibition amend-
ments on the bill will later be found using such amendments, if
they are adopted, as an excuse for a fillbuster against the bill
1 ask the country to watch and see if some of the men here who
are voting to tack on this bill prohibition amendments do not do
everything in their power to prevent the bill from ever coming to
a vote. If that is so. then their votes are insincere and are
given for the very purpose of defeating the bill, and for no other
purpose. -

I regret to see some of those who have charge of-the bill on
the floor here voting for prohibition amendments that they will
later move to strike out. It is an inconsistency that the country
will not understand, and it is their own fault if the country does
not understand them, There is not a Senator here who does not
know that if yon tack prohibition on this bill it means the death
of the bill, because more than one-third of the body are op-
posed to prohibition and will do everything in their power to
prevent prohibition from being maintained. I but seek the
passage of the bill. I will vote for the bill with or without
prohibition amendments.

The VICE PRESIDENT., The time of the Senator from Ne-
vada has expired.

Mr. THOMAS. T should like to ask the Senator in my time
if he is not aware of the fact that the amendment which has
just been adopted upon the liguor traffie, if my information is
correct, does not affect rectified spirits at all? Consequently its
operation would be only upon the manufacture of artificial Yiquor
and a monopoly of the whisky business of the country during
the war.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I have heard it said often
that there are Senators who are going to filibuster agninst this
bill; in fact, that the prohibitionists are going to filibuster
against it. If it is going to be filibustered against by somebody
else—— 3

Mr. PITTMAN. I did not understand the Senator.

Mr. NORRIS. I have heard it said repeatedly by various
classes of Senators that Senators were going to filibuster against
the bill. I have never believed it. I do not believe it now.

Mr. President, I have the greatest respect for those who are
opposed to the so-called prohibition provision. They are just
as loyal as the other Senators are to the country. They are
Jjust as anxious to give honest legislation; they are viewing it
from their viewpoint. But, Mr. President, io say that if pro-
hibition is tacked on the bill it means the defeat of it, because
more than a third of the Senators are opposed to prohibition, it
seems to me, is making a statement that is without any founda-
tion whutever. e

There has been no debate on the bill that has not been legiti-
mate, Although I have not agreed with those who are epposing
parts of it and some who are opposing the entire bill, I must
concede that they have made logical and able arguments from
their standpoint.

Are we to get frightened because some Senators who are op-
posed to prohibition threaten a filibuster? 1T think it is only a
bluff. There will be no filibuster. Let us settle the guestion
on its merits, I certainly would not want to admit that the
liquor interesis were so strong that they could hold up such
important legislation, using the United States Senate as the
instrument.

The President is likewise entitled to his view, but he shounld
nof be allowed to frighten anybody. He said in a letter:

Time 8 of the essence; and yet it has become evident that heated
anid protracted debate will delay the passage of the bill indefinitely if
the provisions affecting the manufacture of beer and wine are ntn&ed
and Insisted npon.

Mr. Preident, somebody ought to tell the President that he
is mistnken; that he is misinformed. That was the argu-
ment the President used in his letter. It had the effect of
changing the Agricultural Committee. That committee, after
extended hearings, put in a provision that prohibited the use
of foodstuffs in the manufacture of beer; but when the Presi-

dent wrote that letter, and after it had been circulated, the
committee met again and undid all of their work along that
line. They went up the hill as prohibitionists, but when the
President spoke they went down on the other side with their
prohibition knocked out. They heard the President; and it is
av:dent that at least some Senators recognized the master’s
voice. :

Mr. President, this prohibition question ought to be deter-
mined on this measure upon its merits. No man ought to be
induced to vote one way or the other through fear of defeat
of the bill if some particular thing happens.

as I am concerned, if somebody wants to filibuster
they must take the responsibility. 1 do not believe there Is
any Member of this body who has any intention or idea of
filibustering. He will probably debate the bill legitimately and
honestly and from his viewpoint bring out what argument he
may think has a proper bearing upon the guestion; but there
is not any danger, in my judgment, of the bill not passing. I
think a large majority of the Senators are for it.

I am going to vote for it myself even though I expect to vote
for a good many of the pending amendments, whether prohibi-
tion is put on or whether it is left off. I believe that the effect
of putting on or taking off the prohibition amendment will not
control on the final vote half a dozen votes. At least, the fate
of the bill does not depend upon it. It is hardly fair, it seems
to me, for Senators to say if we put on this amendment we de-
feat the bill, and try to induce those who are anxiously trying
to bring about the passage of the bill to vote against such an
amendment. z

Mr. President, while T am on my feet I want to put into the
Recorp some correspondence. 1 have a letter from Gustave
Hafer, the president of the Farmers Feed Co., of New York
City. This is a company that deals in feed products, and
makes a specialty of brewers’ wet and dried grains. He wrote
a letter making an argument against the prohibition of food
products in the manufacture of beer. 1 consider it a very
able argument. It is scientific in its nature.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from Ne- -
braska has expired.

Mr. SHERMAN, Mr, President, T have two telegrams which
I have selected from a great number which I have received. I
am in favor of the amendment offered by the Senator from Mon-
tana. I do not desire at this time on this amendment to take the
time of the Senate, but I send to the desk two telegrams urgently
in favor of the manufacture of malt liquors and the use of the
same, and I ask the Secretary to read not only the body of the
telegrams but the names.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Horris in the chair), With-
out objection, the Secretary will read the telegrams.

The Secretary read as follows:

CHicaco, 1LL., June 27, 1917,
Senator Lawrexce Y. SHERMAN,
Washington, D. C.:
Remember the laboring class; a glass of beer Is Invigorating after a
day's hard work. .
Alex Jankowski, Willlam Kavalikas, Henry Telkes, F. Kazl-
mir, F. KEruting, P. Dubikaitis, Charles Jankaitls, P,
Sirios, C. Chris n, John Chovanee, W. Michalowskl,
M. Somson, August Graff, G. Kurnlakop, W. Facklan,

CHicAGo, I June 27, 1917,
Senator L. Y. BHEERMAN iy
Wukﬁwfou. B

We and our wives and grown-up childreny desire a glass of beer with
our meals, Don't take it away from us,

P. Vishontas, Charles Luzaitis, N. Faguttia, Peter Rosja, J.
Woluzis, T. Pappas G. Bolchardt, 8. Bousami, Ed
Thomenz, Albert Pohl, . Zopletal, F. Teister, B. Suk, R.
Eral. M. Segdonna, M. Miller, F, Fiedler, 8. Ewalt.

Mr. GORE. I merely wish to say, Mr. President, that 1 was
under the impression thé proceedings of the Senate were con-
ducted in English,

Mr, STONE. Mr. President, I should like to have the pend-
ing amendment read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Seccretary will read it.

The Seceeraxy. The Senator from Montana [Mr. Myess]
proposes to amend the amendment offered by the Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. Rosinson] as follows: After the word distilled
and before the word * liquors” insert a comma and the words
“ vinous, malt, or fermented,” so that it will read——

Mr. STONE. Yes; I know how it would read. Of course that
amendment, if agreed to and written into the law, would per-
emptorily end the manufacture not only of distilled spirits but
of fermented and vinous beverages.

Mr. President, I am not going to debate this at this time. I
say at this time I am not going to undertake in the four or five
minutes at my disposal to state my objections to that scheme, but,
to my thinking, the proposition is so absolutely indefensible that
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it ought to be debated and must and *will be debated in the
Senate before the bill passes if it is agreed to here now. That
ought to be understood.

1 am not willin
should be enacted into law right off the bat, so to speak. I am
not going to discuss it. I mean later, if the occasion should
unhappily arise—I say unhappily, perhaps I should say un-
wisely projected here—I shall debate it at such length as I
please, and I think there are other Senators who will do the same
thing.

Mr. President, I believe the President of the United States is
absolutely right. I want to ask gentlemen here—I will not say
upon this side or that, for it is not a partisan question—I want
1o ask Senators whether the President was right when he asked
that the question of fermented and vinous manufactures should
be eliminated from the bill in the interest of expediency if noth-
ing else, and he put expediency on the ground of patriotism? (

We did not enter into an agreement by which we are bound to
vote upon section 12 with a limitation on debate of five minutes;
but if a proposal like that of the Senator from Iowa [Mr.
Cuamins] is written into this section I will be heard from a
little later on, I repeat that the request, the urgent invocation
to the Congress of the President, based on high principles of
patriotism——

The PRESIDING OFFICER,
Missouri has expired.

Mr. STONE. I am sorry, for I had not quite finished.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr, President, I intend to vote against
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr.
Myens], not because I am opposed to prohibition, for I believe
in it,-and the people of my State have adopted it, but I place
the national crisis above the wishes of any class of citizens in
my State.

Mr. President, in the great crisis that confronts us now, it
seems to me there are enough delicate questions to bemet and
overcome without injecting into the situation a provision in
this bill which will antagonize a great many of the people of
our country, particularly in the larger cities. That one ques-
tion might be eliminated from this erisis, and we ought to
eliminate it, if it is possible to do so. The President has un-
dertaken wisely to eliminate it; the Senate committee has un-
dertaken to eliminate it by absolutely prohibiting the use of
food products in the manufacture of distilled spirits, and leaving
to the discretipn of the President the question of permitting the
use of such products in the manufacture of malt and vinous
liguors, in such quantities and at such times as his judgment
dictates.

Mr. President, it seems to me that the temperance people
and the prohibitionists as well, one of whom I happen to be,
have an opportunity to fortify their position in this country for
prohibitory legislation by voting for the amendment as reported
out of the committee by me and as the action of the committee.
The prohibitionists have an opportunity to strengthen and
fortify the prohibition sentiment by leaving to the President
the power of controlling the situdtion during this crisis; s and if
the President does, as I think he will do—for he is an astute,
wise, and a patriotic man—control the manufacture of malt
and vinous liguors and the alcoholic contents thereof, at the end
of three years he can practically put the American people upon
a nonstimulating beverage, and eventually bring about pro-
]flibil[on in its best, in its wisest, and in its most statesmanlike

orm.

For that reason, Mr. President, and not because I am in favor
of the manufacture of alcoholic liquors of any kind, I am going
to vote against the amendment of the Senator from Montana,
in the hope that the Senate will in its wisdom adopt the propo-
sition which was reported out of the commitfee and for the com-
mittee by myself,

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, a few days ago
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobge] prophe-
sied n rebellion if this provision were inserted in the bill. He
said thgt the laboring men were the ones who were likely to
rebel. That was a libel upon labor and the laboring man. Mr.
President, the people of this country now see where the rebel-
lion comes from. We have a rebellion threatened here upon
the floor of the Senate; it is a remarkable spectacle, and yet I
am glad that it has been presented. I am glad that the people
of the country have the declaration made here on the floor of
.the Senate by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Prrraan], and
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. SToxE], showing clearly where
the rebellion will come from.

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator trom Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Nevada?

The time of the Senator from

that a bill containing a proposal of that kind

Mr. JONES of Washington. I can not yield, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington
declines to yield. :

Mr, PITTMAN. The Senator misrepresents——

Mr. JONES of Washington. The Recorp will speak for itself.

~ Mr. PITTMAN. T rise to a question of privilege.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has no right to
Interrupt the Senator for a question of privilege. He will e
recognized after the Senator from Washington has concluded.

Mr., PITTMAN. The Senator has misrepresented my - posi-

tion.

Mr, JONES of Washington. .The Recorp will speak for iiself.
I certainly do not desire to misrepresent him., The Senator
from Nevada, as I remember, stated that there were a third at
least of Senators on this floor who would not consent to a con-
clusion of the debate on this bill, and who would not vote for a
cloture resolution under which debate could be closed. If that
is not rebellion or a threat of rebellion against the action of a
majority of the Senate I do not know what it is.

The Senator from Missouri, after he had joined in the unani-
mous-consent agreement on yesterday that not only should we
vote upon section 12 but that, after we had done so in Commit-
tee of the Whole, it should not be reserved for the consiidera-
tion of the Senate, makes a threat. If that is not rebellion,
I do not know what it is. I am glad, however, that the people
of the country have it shown clearly upon the Recorp who it is
who propose to defeat this bill unless their will is incorporated
in it.

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosinson] referred to the
Anti-Saloon League. 1 am not here to speak for them; I am
here as a Senator; I am not acting under their direction. I
am discharging my duty as a Senator from the State of Wash-
ington, but, Mr. President, I do not think the Senator's state-
ment with reference to the temperance organizations of ihe
country was just exactly fair to them.. I know the Senator
did not intend it to be unfair, but the President appealed to
these organizations, Instead of coming. to the Senate or to
Congress in an-official way and appealing to the Representa-
tives of the people here, who have sworn to do their duty, he
went to outside organizations and appealed to them as patriotic
citizens to withdraw their efforts in behalf of certain legisla-
tion. They patriotically said they would agree to do that, but
they did not agree to support any legislation that might be
proposed here. They did not agree to the proposition of the
Senator from Arkansas; it was not presented to them, but they
did say this:

We are aware of the threats made by the friends of beer and wine in
the Senate of an indefinite and protracted filibuster against these pro-
visions of the bill. We beg to assure you that as patriotic Americans,
determined to uphold you as Commander in Chief of the Army and
Navy in the present war, we will not for our constituencies offer any
obstruction to the prumpt passage of the food-control bill.

Mr. President, they are not offering any obstruction to the
passage of this bill. The Senators on this floor in favor of
temperance are not offering any obstruction to the passage of
this bill. We agreed upon yesterday to a proposition submitted
by the friends of the brewery interests, and now it is before
the Senate under that agreement. It is for a majority of the
Senate to say what legislation they desire and to represent
their counstituencies and the great majority sentiment of the
people of this country.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator has
expired. '

Mr. PITTMAN. Mr. President, I think the Senator from
Washington [Mr., Joxes] might be excused, because of his
fanaticism, if he had not known how the Senator from Nevada
stands on this question. Thé Senator from Nevada has voted on
prohibition measures in this body in the presence of the Senator
from Washington, and has on every and all occasions in the last
few years voted on the prohibition side. Therefore, if there was
any doubt as to the.meaning of the Senator from Neyada in the
remarks he made, and had the Senator from Washinﬂton de-
sired to be just in his expression, he would have resolved the
doubt at least along the line it was natural to resolve it. He
should have asked the Senator from Nevada what he meant by
his statement if he were in any doubt.

The Senator from Washington knows that the Senator from
Nevada stated here that he would vote for absolute prohibition,
and that statement stands in the record of my remarks. I
stated very plainly here that the only reason why I was voting
against attaching this prohibition amendment to this bill was
because I believed it was intended to kill the bill, and whether
it was intended in that way or not it would kill the bill. That

-is what I said, and I stated that I refrained from voting upon

the Cummins amendment because it would be inconsistent for
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-mie to vote against the Cum;nins amendment when I favored

that kind of legislation and yet later vote to eliminate that
character of legislation from the bill because I believe it will be
destructive of this bill. My whole position in this matter must
have been understood. It was understood by the other Senators
in this body, but it seems that there are some here who are
uncharitable to others whenever their position is opposed at all.
I do not eare for that; I do not care for the criticism of the
Senator from Washington. It neither injures me in the eyes of
my people, nor in my self-respect; but I regret that at this time,
when there are thousands of poor people throughout this coun-
try barely able to get sustenance, that this matter should be
dragged in here for months and months of debcte, to satisfy the
vanity and the love of publicity of some Members of this body
It is to be deplored.

My position is known here. I say that the fight against this
bill to-day is furthered on one side by intent and on the other
by ignorance. There are those here who openly have declared
on this floor that they are opposed to any form of control of
big business in this country through the means of Government
There are others here who have time and
time again declared to the country their unalterable opposi-

‘tion to prohibition, and they have demonstrated by their actions

that they will go to any length, that they will filibuster for any
length of time, to defeat a bill that contains such a provision.

We know now that that which urged the President of the
United States was the deplorable condition throughout this
country to-day ; we know that that which actuated the President
of the United States was patriotism of the highest character—
‘a patriotism that can be realized by a man of intelligence, but
can not be comprehended by those lacking in that respect. I
would rather follow him blindly than to follow some of the
Senators in this body even after months and months of their
harangues and debates; but I do not have to follow him
blindly. I know that there are over one-third of the Mem-
bers of this body, including those who are bitter antiprohibi-
tionists and those who are bitter anti-Government controllers,
who would prevent this bill ever coming to a vote. I am not
one of those, and none of my actions in the past Would Justify
any such accusation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time ot the Senator from
Nevada has expired.

Mr. JONES of Washington.
tion of personal privilege.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to make an
explanation. The Chair was informed before the Senator from
Nevada [Mr. Prrrman] was recognized a second time, that the
Senator’s previous speech. was on the Cummins amendment;
otherwise the Senator would not have been recognized, and his
being recognized is not to be taken as a precedent for anyone
else being recognized on a question of personal privilege.

Mr, STONE. I desire to rise for the same reason. ;

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri
has spoken once on this amendment. So has the Senator from
Washington.

Mr. STONE. I rise to a question of privilege,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator can not be recog-
nized under the unanimous-consent agreement for a question of
personai privilege.

My, STONE. The Chair did recognize another Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was under a mistake, and
if any Senator had objected the Chair would not have recognized
that Senator. -

Mr. STONE. Very well; I do not care.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada pro-
ceeded by unanimous consent.

Mr, PHELAN. Mr. President, as I understnnd. the amen(b
ment before the Senate is the one proposed by the Senator from
Montana [Mr. Myers], which would, in effect, forbid the manu-
facture of distilled, vinous, and malt liguors in any form; in
other words, it would serve the purposes of those who desire
to make the country * bone dry ” not only during the period of
the war but for all time.

The President of the United States at this st.uge has ven-
tured his views, and I submit that the President of the United
States is in the possession of information of the most serious
and. impelling character; otherwise heé would not have taken
part in a controversy of this kind, certainly not for protecting
either vinous or malt liquors for their own sake. He had in
mind the effect of invading the rights of the people with respect
to their habits of life.

The Constitution is the protection of the people, and the Con-
stitution does not tolerate the invasion of personal rights in
this manner, as I take it, beeause the law frowns upon the doing

Mr. President, I rise to a ques-

indirectly what can not be done directly. There has been pro-
posed a constitutional amendment by which the manufacture of
all liquors-will be barred in this country, and that doubtless
will- come up sooner or later; but now the advocates of that
constitutional amendment are seeking by mere legislation to
accomplish the same end, which, I contend, is something which,
310 the essence and in the spirit, is not jurisdictional for the

n
" The President is of the opinion that the masses of the people
of this country—and they may be very remote from the Senate
and they have not always had spokesmen in Washington—con-
sider the proposed legislation an invasion of their rights, in so
far as it affects their daily habit of drinking beer with their
luncheons or their dinners, and as well an intolerable inter-
ference; and they laugh derisively at the claim that this is a
free land which denies them a privilege which is enjoyed in
the autocratic countries from which they came.

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. SHErRMAN] proclaimed yes-
terday that he was a “bone dry” advocate, and, I think, as
a matter of pleasantry he introduced telegrams, appended to
which were the names of some of our foreign fellow citizens
who have done much to develop industrially the United States
and who should be considered in all measures of legislation,
I would be sorry to believe that the Senator had been imposed
upon ; but it does not detract one iota from the appeal which was
made because there were appended to those telegrams unpro-
nounceable names,

There are involved these two questions—and I know my time
is very brief—one the destruction of a valuable industry with-
out compensation—something repugnant to the ideas of equity
of all good men. This property has yielded vast revenues to
the Government, and which is to be destroyed at one fell blow.
One hundred and forty million deollars, under the new revenue
bill, will be yielded by beer and five or six million dollars by
Wine--incomes which we need very much at this erisis.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from
California has expired.

The question is on the amendment offered by the Senator
from Montana to the amendment proposed by the Senator from
Arkansas,

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, shortly after the present
session of Congress began I. was asked by representatives of the
press as to the course I intended to pursue in reference to prohi-
bition. I replied that I would continue to do everything I
could for prohibition; that I believed it especially desirable as
a war measure, but that I would not support prohibition or
anything else to the extent of interfering with the plans of the
President for the conduct of the war. When, therefore, the
President publicly announced that it had become evident to him
that insistence on the wine and beer provisions of the bill to
conserve the Nation's food supply, as reported by the Senate
Committee on Agriculture, would delay this great measure in-
definitely—a measure the immediate passage of which the
President said he considered as of. vital consequence to the
safety and defense of the Nation—I concluded, so far as I was
concerned, that I would not insist on those provisions, but would
fight for compleie, unqualified prohibition in connection with
some other measure or in the form of separate legislation. The
present bill does not by any means offer the only opportunity of
voting for prohibition during the present session. I propose,
so far as my voice and vote may go, to hold up the hands
of Woodrow Wilson in the management of this war.

Mr, PAGE. Mr. President, I expect to vote for the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Myers]. If I
correctly understand his amendment, I am in full accord there-
with. . I do not like to have anyone question my patriotism be-
cause I vote in this way, for I am voting in accordance with my
own judgment and conscience and in accordance with what I
believe to be the will and wishes of a very large majority of
the people of the State which I have the honor in part to rep-
resent.

I have taken very little time in the discussion of this measure,
as you all know, and I have made it a point from the beginning
not to ask for the publication in the Recomrp of a single tele-
gram or letter of the many I have received on this bill; but I
have received a letter recently which considers this question
solely upon the ground of food and labor conservation, a letter,
by the way, written by a man who confides that he sometimes
drinks. From the viewpoint of labor conservation he certainly
has valuable views, and I am going to read them, if my time will
permit. The letter is very brief. It is from the manager of the
Jones & Lamson Machine Co., of Springfield, Vt.. one of the
largest, the most vigorous, and most prospersus of the business
corporations of Vermont. It is a corporation composed of -men
of the very highest character, and its manager, Mr. Flanders, T
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personally know to be a man of great executive and business
ability. :
1 read from Mr, Flanders's letter:

BPRINGFIELD, VT., June 26, 1917,
Hon. CArrROLL 8. Paae,
Washington, D. O.

My Dear SExaTor: The backwoods Vermonter has no convenient way
of knowing what goes on in Congress other than through the re‘rorta
in the daily papers. I see by the New York Times that the food biil
bas come to the Senate from the House with a drastic- prohibition
clause attached to It. I see also that there is danger of this being
modified or mollifled or nullified in the Senate. That would be without
any question a serious mistake.

{n giving m? reasons for asking you to use all your wisdom and
energy in retaining a drastic measure of prohibition in this bill, let
me state fArst that I have never called m f nor allowed myself toe be
called a teetotaler. I drink beer oceaslonally, and am rticnlarly
fond of some varieties of wines, though I do unot often 1ndull::e in them.
I fcel, however, that these indulgences on my part are a matter of very
small importance as compared with the following considerations relating
to probibition as a war measure :

he first and most important advantage of it is, of course, that it
will release a large volume of food that [s urgently needed. Grains
employed In the manufacture of malt or spiritnous liquors, even when
the brewers’ grains are afterwards used for feeding st do not
finally hring into the homan system anything like the amount of food
value they would bring If u as foods in the first place. There is,
of course, no argument about this matter,

The thought in the next paragraph is one to which I wish
the Senators would give especial attention:

The second argnment for war -prohibition relates to its effect on the
labor market. We and every other indostry are feeling the labor
ghortagze very keenly, and will feel it still more when we come to re-
move 500.003 men from productive work and put them into the mon-
productive activity of war. The hundreds of thousands of men en-

ged in the manufacture and sale of aleoholie liguors should be the

rst source of supply drawn on to fill in this tremendous hole in use-
ful Industry. They will thuos be removed from labor that ls almost
invarinbly useless and harmful, to activities that will be of the utmost
fmportance for the malntenance of our existence as a natlon.

f: the third place, prohibition: will affect not merely the gantity of
labor available, but also its quality as well. No one knows better than
a large mploiver of labor the Immense amount of mental Incapacity,
bodily i1l health, and unprellabllity in .workinF time caused by liquor
drinking, and this condition ean be seem as plainly in a so-called pro-
hibition loeaiity like our own as it can anywhere, .

This brings me to a fourth consideration, which 1s purely a personal
one, namely, that this business of trying to make a pretense of keep-
fng up prohibition against liquor selling in a community surrounded
by liguor selling, Hguor mapufacturing, and liguor dealing areas is a
colossal farce, t is one that sickens every decent Christian cltizen
every time he looks Into it, and it I8 thrust under his nose so strongly
that he has to look into It whether he wants to or not. It would be a

reat persopal eatisfaction, despite my liking for some of the lighter
forma of sleoholle drinks, to have its manufacture absolutely shut off.

Lastly, let me say with all earnestness that no one, except those
interested, are fooled for a moment by the plea that the business is
needed for the sake of furnisning taxes. It would be ten times® prefer-
able to take the tax raised by this industry and pot it directly onto
income—the burden would be less heavy in the long ron. The waste-
ful consumption of food materlals, the dirinishing of the quantity of
labor available for the necessities of the war, and the reciation in
the quality of that labor impose a tax Infinitely ter than the few
millions of dollars of revenue obtained from the business itself.

Yours, sincerely,
RALPH E. FLANDERS,

Mr. HUSTING. Mr. President, I have here a letter which
I desire to read to the Senate, written by Hon. John M, Olin,
of Wisconsin, one of the foremost lawyers of Wisconsin, if not
of the Northwest, and a man who has been more prominent in
the prohibition movement in Wisconsin than any other one
man in the State. I received from him a letter dated June 26,
as follows:

MaApisoN, Wis., June £6, 1917,
Senator Pavr 0. HusTiNg, =
Washington, D. C.

Deasr Mg, HustTixe: I am inclosing herewith eogy of a letter which
I have just dictated to the chalrman of the prohibition national ecom-
mittee, and am also including the elrcular letter which I got from

such chairman, thinking that you might be interested io the matter.

Very truly, yours,
Jorx M, OuiN,

The inclosure is as follows:

Mr. VinciL G. HINSHAW,
Chairman Prohibition National Committee,
326 West Madison Street, Chicago, I,

Dear Bir: T have your letter of June 21, asking contribution toward
meeting expense of securing ﬂpetltlons, ete., in favor of prohibition of
the manufaciure of any intoxieating liquors, including wine and beer,

I have for some 40 fﬁﬂﬂ or more been in favor of absolute prohibi-
tion, but 1 cap not aid In any such movement as is being made at
Washington, the object of which Is to attach to a bill for regula-
tion of food, etc., a provision in effect establishing absolute prohibition
during the continvance of the war. | do not believe in any such
method as Is here being pursued and recommended by your eircular
letter. The result of such legislation at this time, put through in this
wa'lg would be, I think. disastrous.

he bill, as shown by the vote in the House, is not an honest one,
or at least is not being advocated honestly. 1 refer here to the vote in
favor of the bill in the House by those who are known as * wets."
w does this element In Congress vote for this bill? This guestion
is very easily answered, They are voting for the bill for the purpose
of harassing the President in the measures that should be taken to
prepare for and prosecute the war. 1 hope sineerely that your move-
ment will not succeed,

Juxe 26, 1917,

Prohibition should stand upon its own merlits, If you desire to ask
for a prohibition amendment at this time, then have a resolution in-
troduced to that effect so that the different Members of Con can
vote squarely on the question ome way or the other without tying the
matter up to anly other phase ot legislation,

Very truly, yours, Jorx M, Ouix,

Mr. President, 1 believe that is the view held by a great many
people of the United States who favor prohibition, They object
to having it counsidered at this time or attached to this bill for
fear it may delay, hinder, or defeat this bill. I believe that
Mr. Olin agrees with the chairman o# the Anti-Saloon League.
I have stated before that I am not in favor of prohibition, but
if or when the time comes when the barley or other cereals
needed in the manufacture of beer are necessary for the purpose
of food conservation I shall vote for it. I can not believe, how-
ever, that that is necessary now, nor can I bring myself to vote
for it when the effect of this bill will be not to conserve the
food but merely to shift it into the markets of our allies, who
have not yet seen fit to prohibit the brewing of beer. Now, I
find no fault with that. I cite that, however, as evidence which
convinces me that the time has not yet arrived when it is nec-
essary for the United States to do something which the allies
by their actions say is not necessary. If that is the ecase, I do
not believe we are justified in bringing about the disastrous
results that this amendment would bring to people intimately
connected with this industry, or to disarrange or put awry the
domestic eonditions of this country, .

There are two kinds of people in this country, some favoring
prohibition and some opposing it, and they are very evenly
divided. I do not believe in rolling the apple of discord into
the arena at this time, to divide the people, when it seems to me
the vital thing to do is to cement the people together and not
drive them apart. 1 do not look to see anybody rebel, no
matter what happens in this matter, but I do not believe in
promoting the possibility or probability of any such thing.

I stand by the President on this matter. He has taken this
thing under advisement, and he believes, and even those who
are strongly in favor of prohibition agree with him, that it
would be unwise at this time to fasten a prohibition bill on n
food bill, which may result in its defeat or its indefinite post-
ponement. The thing in which I am vitally interested is the
winning of this war, and I am going to vote for anything and
everything that will promote that end.

Now, this proposition as a prohibition measure has no place-*
in a food bill. As a food-conservation measure it would be
futile, inasmuch as our allies are now using the grain in the
same way we are now using it. Thus no benefit to anybody
could come of it, The sacrifices of those who would sufler
disaster thereby would be fruitless and the injury done them
wanton. Its passage would hinder, delay, if not defeated, the
food bill, which is particularly caleulated to remedy serious
publie ills whereby millions and millions of people are suffering
and in want because of these delays. The defeat of the food
bill would spell irretrievable disaster. The President is right
in asking to have the prohibition question set aside rather than
imperil the bill, and that he is right is acknowledged by some of
the warmest and most zealous prohibitionists both tn and out-
side this Chamber. S

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from
Wisconsin has expired. * The question is on the amendment
offered by the Senator from Montana to the amendment of the
Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. McKELLAR. On that I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll. .

Mr. FLETCHER (whén his name was called). Making the .
game announcement of my pair and its transfer as before, I vote
“nay.”

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Gorr] to
the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Kmny] and vote * nay.”

Mr. LODGE {when Mr. WgEKs's name was called). My col-
league [Mr. WEEks] is detained from the Senate and is paired
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. SUTHERLAND].
If my colleague were present and at liberty to vote, he would
vote “ nay.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr, SUTHERLAND. 1 have a pair on this subject with the
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks], and therefore
withhold my vote. If at liberty to vote, I would vote “ yea.”

Mr. ROBINSON. T again announce the unavoidable absence
of my colleague [Mr. Kirny].

The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 52—as follows:

YEAS—34.
Ashurst Brady Dillingham Gronna
Beckham Cummins Fernald Hale
Borah Curtis Gore Johnson, 8 D.
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Jones, Wash. Myers Sherman Townsend
Kellogg Nelson Shields Trammell
Kendrick Norrls Smlth Mich, Vrrdaman
Ken‘you Page Smoot Wolcott
McCumber Poindexter Sterling
McKellar Shafroth Thompson
NAYS—b2.

Bankhead Hollis New Bmith, Ga.
Brandegee Husting Newlands Smith, Md.
Broussard James Overman Smith, 8. C,
Calder = Johnson, Cal, Owen Stone
Chamberlain Jones, N. Mex. Penrose Swanson
Colt King Phelan Thomas
Culberson Knox Pittman Tillman
Fletcher La Follette Pomerene Underwood
France Lewis Ransdell Wadsworth
Frwi!nghuysen Lodge Reed Walsh

McLean Robinson Warren
Ilnrdying McNary Sheppard Watson
Hitchcock Martin Simmons Williams

NOT VOTING—10.

Fall Hardwick Saulsbury Weeks
Gallinger Hughes Smith, Ariz.
Goft Kirby Butherland

So Mr. Myers's amendment to the amendment of Mr. Roe-
1X80N was rejected.

Mr. CUMMINS. I offer the following amendment to the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
amendment to the amendment.

The Secrerary. Insert after the word "purposm." in line
5 of the printed amendment, the following:

No distilled liquors or spirits now In bond in the United States
shall during the existing war be withdrawn to be used-as a beverage,
nor shall there be imported into the United States during said war
any distilled liquors.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, according to the amendment
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, prohibition is limited
to distilled liguors or spirits. The amendment which T now pre-
sent prohibits the importation during the war of distilled liquor
or spirits, and also prohibits the withdrawal from bond of such
liguor during the same period. It is exactly the same amend-
ment limited to distilled spirits that the Senate has already
adopted modifying the House provision which is extended to
fermented and vinous liquors.

I have nothing to add to the suggestion I have already made
with regard to the propriety of such an amendment. I have
heard it said that if the amendment were adopted by the Senate
rectified spirits would not be included. That is true in so far
as rectified spirits have passed out of the supervision of the
Government and taxes have been paid upon them. I do not
hope to be able to bring within the provisions of the amendment
all the liquors in the United States, but it is my desire to bring
just as many of them within its scope as is possible.

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the
Senator from Iowa presents two distinet and separate proposi-
tions, first prohibiting withdrawal of whiskies in bond, and
second the prohibition of the importation of whiskies. I ask
for a division of those two questions.

Mr., WILLIAMS. Mr. President, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts made a point on the prevlons amendment which was
lightly cast aside by the Senator from Iowa, in which I think
there is very much merit. This House can not originate a reve-
nue measure nor can it originate a revenue amendment or a
revenue provision, I heard the new and startling doctrine
that a provision which affected the revenue was not a revenne
provision unless it increased- the revenue. Of course, a provi-
sion decreasing revenue is just as much a revenue measure as
a provision increasing it. This provision if it is adopted by the
Senate will reduce the revenue of the United States on liguors
imported and liquors forbidden to be taken out of bond when
the tax is paid, and that is, when it is paid, $250,000,000, as I
roughly estimate it in my mind now. It is a provision affect-
ing the revenue; it is a revenue provision, and there is no right
to originate it In this House.

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, the House provision itself would
preclude the manufacture of not only distilled liquors but vinous
liquors as well. The Senate therefore has a perfect right to
amend the bill in such form as it sees fit. Moreover, while it
has been argued that the liquors in bond have been used as the
basis ef credit, and that might affect business conditions in the
country, I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that while
it would have the effect of making certificates issued against
such property in bond no longer a quick asset it would be an
asset of constantly increasing value, because under this process
the whiskies that would be in bond would continue to increase
and would increase quite rapidly as an asset although not a
quick asset.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I shall be perfectly will-
ing to vote that no food material should be used for the manu-

facture of distilled liquors during the period of the war, but
I am unable to support this amendment, which provides that
no distilled liquors or spirits now in bond in the United States
shall during the existing war be withdrawn to be used as a
beverage. It seems to me that would be an aet of pure confisca-
tion. A man who has invested his money in liquor or who has
manufactured liquor and put it into a bonded warehouse is
paying storage on it and insurance, I assume. If he can not
withdraw it to sell it in the market, if it is for beverage pur-
poses, we aré practically saying that all the liquor that is in
bond shall be kept thére during the war at the expense of the
man who put it there, although it is his property and he desires
to sell it. The only thing he can do to stop the running charges,
the insurance on storage, is to destroy his own property himself,

I do not think that such an amendment is either wise or nec-
essary at this time. It must be so that hundreds of thousands
if not millions of dollars have been borrowed upon liquor that
is now in storage. It affects existing contracts. It would im-
pair many banks and business men.

At the outset of :b 3 war, with every foreign belligerent hav-
ing participated in t_e war pretty effectively for two or three
years without any such drastic legislation as this, it does not
seem to me that it is necessary for this country to start with
th a revolutionary and possibly unconstitutional procedure as

s,

I have no doubt in my own mind that if the country can be
put upon a beer and light-wine basis, if the subject is approached
reasonably in a spirit of gradual progress, a great deal of good
can be done, and I have no doubt whatever that any possible
stopping or decrease in the bringing of distilled liquors which
might be accomplished by legislation of this kind will be tre-
mendously overbalanced by the wave of indignation that will
arise from all classes in this country.

The greatest source of strength that this Nation can have in
the war is to have a united spirit of its people in favor of its
prosecution, but if one-half or more of all the people of this
country are to be hounded and persecuted by the other half in
a hysterical spirit of bigotry and intolerance, instead of fighting
a foreign war we will be fighting an internecine war, and we
will be fighting ourselves when we ought to be fighting the for-
eign enemy.

For that reason, Mr, President, I can not support the amend-
ment.

Mr., POINDEXTER. Mr, President, in regard to the point of
order made by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Wirriaums],
he says that this amendment is out of order because it affects
the revenue and consequently must originate in the House of
Representatives, I do not think the Senator from Mississippi
would seriously urge that position. There is not any constitu-
tional requirement that bills which affect the revenue shall origi-
nate in the House of Representatives. The Constitution says
that those raising revenues shall originate in the House of Repre-
sentatives. To hold that a bill which cuts off revenue of the
United States comes within that provision of the Constitution
would be equivalent to saying that a prohibition law itself passed
by a State was unconstitutional, because it affected the revenues
of the United States. and nobody ever heard of such a suggestion
or ever would make it.

This amendment of the Senator from Iowa might cut off
some revenues of the United States, just as legislation which
is passed almost évery day by Congress affecting the business
of the country affects directly or indirectly the sources of
revenue, We have an income tax. We pass a law authorizing
the Government to commandeer a man’s business, his shipyard,
or his coal mine. It destroys the income of that man or that
corporation, and consequently destroys that source of revenue
of the United States. All that is no more beyond the power
of the Senate to enact on that account than this amendment
of the Senator from Iowa, nor is the amendment any more
beyond the jurisdiction.of the Senate than such legislation as
that.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wash-
ington yield to the Senator from Missouri?

Mr. POINDEXTER. I yield.

Mr, STONE. This is an academie discussion.

Mr. POINDEXTER. I do not think it is academic unless the
Senator from Mississippi is not going to insist upon his point
of order.

Mr. STONE. I will take the floor in my own time, but I
will ask a question of the Senator. We have now a law levying
an income tax, levying an excess profits tax, and so on. Does
the Senator think that a bill eould be introduced in the Senate,
originated here in the Senate, be considered find passed merely
to reduce—not to raise but to reduce—the income tax, to reduce
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the excess-war profits tax, or reduce any other tax levied? Does
he draw the distinction in this way, that it is all right and within
the Constitution to have a bill in the Senate that reduces taxes
but unconstitutional to put a bill in the Senate that raises
taxes. Is that the Senator's view? I

Mr. POINDEXTER. Not at all. The case the Senator states
is an entirely different case from the amendment of the Senator
from Iown, for this reason, that that would be a revenue act;
it would be nécessarily an amendment of the existing Inw, as
it reduces the income tax or the import duties; it is a change
of the revenue law, and consegquently fixes the terms of the
revenue law itself, and under which the revenue is raised.
This has nothing whatever to do with any. revenue law. It
does not change in the slightest degree any existing revenue
statute. It affects conditions of business and trade which in-
directly may affect sources of revenue, the means by which
the business of the country pays revenue for the support of the
Government. That is an entirely different thing from a law
raising revenue,

~The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from
YWashington has expired.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, a short time ago I was about
to place in the REcorp some correspondence in regard to the
question of the food value of the ingredients of beer. I was in-
terrupted by the expiration of my time. As I ‘was about to say,
I had a letter from Mr. Gustave Hafer, president of the Farmers’
Feed Co., of New York City, a company engaged in brewers'
wet and dried grains, in which Mr. Hafer made an argument
showing the value of these feeds aftér the beer had been ex-
tfacted from them. It was, I thought, a very able argument
from that standpoint, and to a great extent it was a technienl
one. I sent the letter to E. A. Burnett, one of the professors
of the University of Nebraska, who is the dean of the College of
Agricultuyre of that State, and asked him for his analysis of it.
I got a reply from Prof. Burnett. I ask unanimous consent to
insert in the Recorp without reading the letter of Mr. Hafer and
also the analysis mmde by Prof. Burnett. 2

The VICE PRESIDENT. Withouat objection, it is so ordered.

The letters referred to are as follows:

Faryers™ Feep Co.,
New York, May 3, 1917,
Hon. GeorceE W. Normis,
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.

Dran Mg, Norris : In this great crisis, and actuated by a sineere desire
to assist the Government In its effort tending to a conservation of all
sod preducts and the protectlon of business interests, we beg to sub-
Join cencisely the following facts and statisties concerning the ameunt
of grain utilized in brewing during the past year and the salvage re-
covered from that process, which is used for the purpose of feeding
dairy cattle and horses:

TOTAL AMOUNT OF GRAIN USED IN BREWING BEER DURING THE PAST YEAR.
Product in natural state, Bushels.

In this connection we beg to submit a unit of welght per bushel and
the protein contents per pound: necht

Per

Di
bushel. ﬁ‘:ﬂﬂih

As shown above, approximately half a milllon tons of brewers’ dried
graing and malt sErouts are produced and used im the United States
annually, and, as their digestible E’otein contents are about three times
greater than the original raw grain, it is clear that over a million tons
of the latter, or its equivalent, would have to come from somewherd in
order to fill up the hole in the Nation's food supply If these excellent
products were taken off the market. |

In view of the recent agitation to curtail the production of beer dur-
ing the war on the theory that it will release a quantity of grain for
more useful or necessary purposes, permit us to suggest, {n view of the
ahove tables, which show so small a proportion of the total crop diverted
to brewing operations and so large a conservation In reclalmed by-
rmdnrts. that dynu will be doing the agricultural interests of the country
n fencral. and milk producers in particular, a very marked service by

ving these important facts {our serfons consideration. ?

We feel that anything broadly affecting the agricultural and live-stock
Interests of the country can not fail to be the concern of every gooil
American among us, which, we trust, is sufficient apology for addressing
you in the matter.

Very truly, yours, FarMERs’ Frep Co.,
GusTAVE HAFER, President.

THE TWNIVERSITY OF NEBRASKA,
COLLEGE OF AGRICULTURE,
Linecoln, May 28, 1917,
Hon. GeorcE W. Noneis,
United Statcs Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Me. Normrrs : Your favor of the Gth instant inclosing a let-
ter from Mr, Gustave Hafer has lain sometime on my table awalting an
opportunity for answer,

have asked our chemist to go over this letter and he disagrees with
Mr. Ffafer on several important nts. In the first place, it would
seem that Mr. Hafer has undertaken to estimate feeding value purely
upon protein eontained in the grains as compared with that contained
in the salvage recovered. This is not an accorate method of estimating
feeding value, which should be determined either upon dry matter or
?m ble nutrients, including both protein and ecarbohydrate

1 have no figures to show the accuracy of this letter as to the amount
of grain ased in the brewing industry. You would have much better
faelllifes than T to determine whether or net this estimate ls correet.
The nualysis made by our ehemist, Dr. F. W. Upson, is as follows :

“ The 635,000,000 bushels of grain used in the brewing Industry are
equivalent to 1,621,000 tons of grains. The recovered by-prodoets ac-
cording to Mr. Hafer’'s own statement are equjvalent to 500,000 tons,
In other words, of the total amount of grain which goes into the proe-
ess, 50.8 per cent by welzht is recoverad in the by-products. The differ-
ence of (9.2 per cent is largely carbohydrate lost in the brewing process,

“The statement that ‘' One bus of Lrewers' dried zrains of 18
pcunds per bushel has the feeding value of a bushel of oats of 32

Barley 48, 000, 000 | pounds per brshel,' iz not true. The table at the bottom of page 2 has
Corn grits. 15, 000, 000 | po meaning for the reason that the unit for the protein is not stated.
Rice 2,.000, 000 wn‘na lit litr%ue ta;lt tl:lle Dﬂmﬂ?;e by welgh{: o; pmbt::g 21 %he!bre}:eu‘
== —— —— | grains is higher than in oats, per cent of carbohydrate s lower.
Total used in brewing beer— . _______ 65, 000, 000 | The following table shows the number of guunds of food material in 1
By-product consumed as @ dairy feed and horse ration, tl“smg‘;!]:f‘:“ts' 32 pounds, as compared with 1 bushel of brewers’ grains,
Bushels.
Brewers’ dried grains egga! to 450,000 tons______________ 50, 000, 000 Carbo-
Malt sprouts equal te 50,000 tons. 7,142, 857 Water. | Ash, |Protein.| Fiber. |hydrate| Fat.
Recovered for utilization as dairy feed and horse (staroh).
ration e BT, 142, 857
(One bushel of brewers” dried grains of 18 pounds per bushel has the | yhushel oats, 32 pounds, | Pounds, | Pounds, | Pounds. Pounds. | Pounds.
feeding vaiue of a bushel ef oats of 32 pounds per bushel.) eon ____‘__’_??fl‘__"’_ 3.3 1.02 3.85 Pﬂ;ﬁ% 19,0 1.53
Total amount of grains produced in the United States in 1915 and 1916. | 1 r"“"“! s 9 o ol s e "8 <
1915 136
**We see that one bushel brewers' grain contains more protein than
one bushel pats; not, however, twice as much, but one and ome-fourth
Bushels as much. The brewers’ grains contains, however, 7.62 pounds carbo-
2,583, 241 ‘ooo | hydrate per bushel, as against 19 pounds for a bushel of oats. Accord-
839, 886 0o | ing to Henry the total digestible food material in one bushel of oats (32
47 3%3 00p | bounds) equals 20.1 &undm and in one bushel of dried brewers’
180.927 600 | Srains 10.2 pounds. ¢ bushel oats has therefore twice the feeding
1,251,902,000 | value of one bushel dried brewers' grains.
Anrp ““The statement in paragraph 1 on paﬁgn3 of Mr. Hafer's Ietter I8
4,703, 420,000 | Misleading. He states that over ome mil tons of grain wounld have
i to eome from somewhere in order to fill up the hole in the Nation's food
these excellent products (brewers’ grains) were taken off the

The brewers consumed of these grains a total of 65,000,000 bushels
per annum, or a percentage as follows :

< Per_cent.
1915 AR z 1.116
1916 T e R Oy it

A comparison of the raw ins consumed in the brewing process and
the salvage recovered in the form of by-products will show as follows :

Bushels.
Utilized in brewing. - 65, 000, 000
Recovered through the operation of brewing,-directly avail-
able as a dairy and horse food__. 57, 142, B5T

LR

supply if
m:rpkgl:. The answer Is that if no n were used for hrewing we would
have Mr. Hafer's million tons in the grain thus saved, plus 621,000 tons

left over.
“ We should call attention also to Mr. Hafer’s inconsistency in em-
hasizing the impertance of the 500,000 tons of brewers’ grains to the
g , while admitting the importance of the million-odd
tons which are lost te useful purposes in the brewing process.”™
1 am returning you the letter of Mr. Hafer and hope that this state-
ment may still be useful to you.
am, very traly, yoars, B A Bmxm._
AMr, CUMMINS. Upon the amendment pending I ask for the
yeas and nays.
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Mr. JAMES. T asked for a division of the amendment. The
Vice President was not in the chair at the time. The amend-
ment provides for a prohibition against the importation of
liguors in the United States, and also prohibition ngainst taking
out of bond whiskies in the United States. There are two sep-
arate and distinet propositions, and I ask for a separate vote.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kentucky is en-
titled to it. The vote will be taken on the first part of the
amendment :

No distilled liquors or spirits now in bond in the United States shall
during the existing war be withdrawn to be used as a beverage.

That is the first part of the question involved upon which the
yeas and nays are requested.

Mr., CUMMINS, I ask for the yeas and nays upon both
propositions.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to call the roll. :

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement of my pair as before and its transfer, I
vote " yea’l' .

The roll call was concluded.

Mr, TILLMAN, Making the same announcement as heretofore
of my pair and its transfer, I vote “ yea.”

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I desire to make the same announce-
ment as to my pair and its transfer as I did on the previous vote.
1 am paired with the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr,
Weeks], and therefore withhold my vote. If permitted to vote,
I should vote “ yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 41, as follows:

YEAS—44,
Ashurst Johnson, Cal. Nelson Smath, Ga,
Beckham Johnson, 8. Dak. Norris Smith, Mich.
Borah Jones, Wash, Overman Smith, 8, C.
Brady Kellogg Owen Smoot
Cummins Kendrick Page Sterling
Curtis Kenyon Phelan ompson
Fernald La Follette Poindexter Townsend
Fletcher MeCumber Ranedell Trammell
Gore McKellar Shafroth Vardaman
Gronna MeNary Sheppard Walsh
Hale Myers Sherman Wolcott
NAYS—41,
Bankhead Harding New Swanson
Jrandegee Hitcheock Newlands Omas
Broussard Hollis Penrose Tillman
Calder Husting Pittman Underwood
Chamberlain James Pomerene Wadsworth
Colt Jones, N. Mex. Reed arren
Culberson Knox Robinson Watson
Dillingham Lewis Simmons Williams
France Bge Smith, Ariz.
Frelinghuysen® McLean .. Smith, Md.
Gerry Martin Stone
NOT VOTING—I11. 1
]'(;a!]h Il;l[arctllwick lsiirliurh {i‘;lt]:lkerlu.nd
allinger ughes aulsbury eeks
Goff King Shields

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the first part of the amendment
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. CuarMmixs], the yeas are 45 and
the nays are 40. So that is agreed to. The vote will now be
taken on the second part of the amendment, which reads:

Nor shall there be Imported into the United States during sald war any
distilled liquors.

The yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Secretary will
call the roll.

The Secretary proceeded to eall the roll.

Mr. FLETCHER (when his name was called). Making the
same announcement as heretofore of my pair and its transfer, I
vote “ yea.,”

The roll call was coneluded.

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I desire to make the same announce-
ment with regard to my pair as heretofore. I am paired with
the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEKs] and there-
fore withhold my vote.

The result was announced—yeas 69, nays 10, as follows:

YEAS—@9,

Ashurst Hale et Nelson Smith, 8, C,
Bankhead Harding New Smoot
Beckham Johnson, Cal. Norris Bterling
Borah Johnson, 8. Dak. Overman Swanson
Brady Jones, N, Mex. Owen Thomas
Brandegee Jones, Wash. Page Thompson
Calder Kellogg Phelan Townsend
Chamberlain Eendrick Pittman Trammell
Colt . Keny *n Polndexter Vardaman
Cummins King Ransdell Wadsworth

rtis Knox Reed Walsh
Dillingham La Follette Shafroth Warren
Fernald MeCumber Sheppard atson
Flatcher MeKellar Sherman Williams
France MeLean Bimmons Woleott
rrelinghaysen McNary Bmith, Ariz,
Gora Martin Bmith, Ga.
Gronna Myers Smith, Mich.

NAYS—10. b
Broussard Hollls Lewis Underwood
Ger Husting Pomerene
Hiteheock James Robinson
NOT VOTING—IT. .
bers: Hugh Saulsbur, Tillman
o Kirhy Shields Weeks
Gallinger g Lndﬁe Smith, Md.
Goft Newlands tone
Hardwick Penrose Sutherland

The VICE PRESIDENT. The entire amendment of the Sena-
tor from Iowa is adopted.

Mr. CUMMINS. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. If
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
RonixsoN] by way of substitute is rejected, will the amendment
which has been proposed on behalf of the committee by the
Senator from Ovegon [Mr. CuHamserraix] be still open to
amendment under the unanimous-consent agreement?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. The question is on the
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas as amended.

Mr, CURTIS. Mr. President, I am opposed to the Chamber-
lain amendment or the committee amendment. I am also op-
posed to the Robinson amendment. I prefer the House provision
as amended to either, but I believe the Robinson amendment is
better than the Chamberlain amendment. I believe it would be
a mistake to leave the-question as to beer and wine to the Presi-
dent of the United States, as is done by the Chamberlain amend-
ment, and I shall therefore cast my vote for the Robinson amend-
ment, and upon the final vote shall cast my vote for the House
provision.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoriNsoN] as amended.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Sena-
tor from Arkansas if he would be willing to accept an amend-
ment to his amendment which would insert the word “ manufac-
turing ™ after the word * industrial ”? I believe that that would
clarify the section somewhat and permit the use of distilled

irits,
spM.r. ROBINSON. I have no objection to the amendment, and,
so far as I am authorized to do so, I am willing to accept it.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York [Mr.
WabsworTH] offers an amendment, which will be stated.

Mr. PENROSE. I was going to offer an amendment in view
of certain things which have occurred, but I shall take the oppor-
tunity perhaps to offer it later on some other occasion.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from New York to the amendment will be stated.

The SecreTarY. The Senator from New York [Mr. Waps-
worTH] moves, after the words “ governmental, industrial,” to
insert “ manufacturing.”

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

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. REED. I now ask that the amendment as amended be

reported. .

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend-
ment as amended.

The SecrerarY. In lieu of the words proposed to be in-
serted by Mr. CEAMBERLAIN for the committee it is proposed
to insert the following:

Sic. 12, That from and after 30 days from the date of the aPprovnl
of this act no person shall use nél:iy foods, fruits, food materials, or
feeds in the production of distill liguors exce?t for governmental,
industrial, manufacturing, scientific, or medicina émrnoses. No dis-
tilled liguors or spirits now in bond in the United States shall, durin
the existing war. be withdrawn to he used as a beverage; nor shal
there be Imported Into the United States during said war any distilled

liquors. person who willfully violates this section shall upon
conviction thereof be punished by a fine of not exceeding £5,000 or by
imp t for not more than two years, or both.

Mr. VARDAMAN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.
Is that the amendment that is offered as a substitute for the
committee amendment?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan, Mr. President, if I understood the
reading of the amendment, it relates to * persons” entirely,
and not to companies or corporations. Am I correct in that?

Mr, GORE. The word “persons” is defined in the bill as
including corporations.

Mr, SMITH of Michigan. That is a part of this bill?

Mr, GORE. It is a part of the bill

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, did the Senator frbm Michl-
gan address an inquiry to me?

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, if the Senator from
Arkansas will permit me, I understand the committee bill
defines a person fo be a company or corporation, artificial or
natural? f
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Mr. MARTIN ahd others, Question!

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Rosinsox] as amended.
l(lﬁ.“ttimg the question:) By the sound the “ayes” seem to

ve it >

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend-
ment to the amendment. After the word * purposes,” I move
to insert the following proviso: :

Provided, That the word “ manufacturing'™ as uséd in this para-
graph shall not include the manufacture of brandles and distilled
spirits for the fortification of wines.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Pennsylvania to the amendment of the
Senator from Arkansas as amended. -

Mr. POMERENE. 1 ask that that amendment to the amend-
ment be again stated. I am not quite sure that I understand it.

Tne VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the
amendment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania. .

The SECRETARY. After the word “ purposes,” in line 5
of the amendment of Mr. RoBiNsox, it is proposed to insert:

Provided, That the word * manufacturing'™ ss used in this para-
graph shall not include the manufacture of brandies and distilled
spirits for the fortification of wines.

Mr. PHELAN. Mr, President, I do not desire the Senate to
act upon that amendment or any other amendment without un-
derstanding its significance. The question was about to be put
by the Chair and the sentiment seemed fa be in favor of the
Robinson amendment.

The amendment of the Senator from Arkansas forbids the use
of distilled liquors except for governmental, industrial, seien-
tifie, and medicinal purposes. The word * manufacturing ¥ was
proposed to be added by the Senator from New York. If the
amendment as originally proposed by the Senator from Arkansas
were adopted, I contend that the word * industrial” would em-
brace wine-making, and therefore I supported the amendment.
I think the amendment proposed by the Senator from New York
is superfluous. It is merely cumulative, because * industrial”
and * manufacturing ” are substantially the same thing. How-
ever, because 1t is cumulative, I am in favor of it.

But the Senator from Pennsylvania, for reasons best known
to himself, has seen fit to introduce an amendment which will
prevent the manufacture of sweet wines. I voted against
whisky because I am opposed to whisky. I voted for the Cum-
mins amendment because I believe it to be in the public interest,
and I have consistently contended that the use of light wines
and beers has never done anyone any harm; that to prohibit
them is an invasion, without sufficient justification, of the per-
sonal rights of our citizens; and that there is no strong demand,
either in this Chamber or outside of this Chamber, for the aboli-
tion at this time of light wines and beer. The people who work
with their hands and support this structure of Government ask
for that little comfort with their daily meals—the mixture of
water and wine and the glass of beer. It does not seriously
affect the purposes of the war by the conservation of food.

I am opposed to whisky because it destroys the food of the
people and destroys the life and moral stamina of the people.

Now, if the Senator from Pennsylvania, for the purpose of
punishing those who favor light wines and beer, as an eleventh-
hour provision seeks to prevent, in this food measure, the manu-
facture of light wines and beer, then I should like to know it
and I should like the line to be drawn in this Chamber.

Are we to abolish light wines and beers because King John
Barleycorn decrees it—he who is consuming the substance of
the people and the grains and cereals of the land?

I hope that the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania
will not be adopted.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I do not intend to speak in
favor of this amendment. I only wanted to have an opportunity
of calling to the attention of the country the broad and patriotic
and statesmanlike qualities of the Senator from California, his
sympathies embracing, as they do, the needs and reguirements
of 100,000,000 people, extending from the Atlantie to the Pacifie
Ocean. ;

It is unfortunate that whisky in bond is not loecated in Cali-
fornia, If it were, its beauties would immediately become ap-
parent and the zealous activities of the Senator from California
would be enlisted. But it happens to be largely a product of
New England and the East, and hence it is obnoxious in his
sight. But as to wines, they are medicinal and healthful and

inspiring, no matter how decocted or adulterated, provided they
are made in California.

The Senator has been most active in trying to have everything
done to diminish taxation on wines of every kind, so that they
might escape their burden of war taxes, and in every way to
He has deliberately by his vote prac-

benefit this industry.

tically destroyed by confiscation several hundred million dollars,
much of it carried in banks, loaned in good faith, located in New
England and in Pennsylvania, and helped to enact a law which
will unquestionably be unconstitutional, and which places tha
Senate of the United States before the people of all the world as
prompted by a spirit of fanaticism to absolutely ignore the Con-
stitution and the rights of property not located in California.

Mr. PHELAN. Mr. President

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from California has
had his time.

Mr. PHELAN. Has my time expired?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Yes; the Senator has had his time,
The question is on the amendment of the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. PENROSE. I call for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded
to cali the roll.

Mr, SUTHERLAND (when his name was called). I make
the same announcement as before with reference to my pair,
and withhold my vote, not knowing how my pair would vote on
this question.

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. KNOX (after having voted in the afirmative). I voted
under a sympathetic misapprehension. [Laughter.] I desire
to change my vote from * yea " to “ nay.”

Mr. FLETCHER. I make the same announcement as before
as to my pair and its transfer and vote * nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 6, nays 72, as follows:

YEAS—G,
MeCumber Sheppard Btone i Townsend
Reed herman g
NAYS—T2.. b i
Ashurst Hale Martin f Smith, Ga
Bankhead Hollis Myers Smith, Mich,
Beckham Husting Nelson ' Smith, 8. C.
Borah James ew s Smoot
Brady Johnson, Cal. Newlands 4  Bterling
Broussard Johnson, S, . Norris Swanson
Calder Jones, N, Mex, Overman Thomas
Chamberlain Jones, Wash. Owen Thompson
berson Kellog Page Tillman

Cummins Kendrick Penrose Trammell
Curtis Kenyon Phelan Underwood
Dillingham King Pittman Vardaman
Fernald Knox Poindexter Wadsworth
Fletcher La Follette Pomerene Walsh

ance - Lewis Ransdell Warren
Frelinghuysen Lod Robinson Watson
Gerry McKellar Shafroth Williams
Gronna McNary Shields Wolcott

NOT VOTING—18. -

Brandeges Gore Kirby» Smith, Md.
Colt llaralnF McLean Sutherland
Fall Hardwick Saulsbury Wecks
Gallinger Hitcheock Simmons
Goff Hughes Smith, Ariz,

Mr. Pexrose's amendment to the amendment of Mr. Ropis-
soN was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on the
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. RoBiNsoN] as
amended.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I desire to state my po-
sition on this guestion.

So far as I am personally eoncerned, I should be very glad to
vote for an amendment or a bill that would conserve the grain
supply of the country to the people of the United States; and it
was my purpose to vote for an amendment that would prohibit
the use of grain in manufacturing distilled spirits during the
period of the war, if I could have done so. As this amendment is
now presented to the Senate, by reason of the amendment offered
by the Senator from Iowa, it presents the proposition that in
order to vote to conserve the grain supply of the country I shall
be compelled to'vote to confiscate a large amount of property
without just compensation. I shall also be compelled to vote
to destroy something like $300,000,000 of revenue to this Govern-
ment. If this bill as now amended becomes a law, I doubt its
constitutionality, but it is not for mé to pass upon that ques-
tion now. I believe the Supreme Court will decide in the end
that you can not take a man’s property without paying just
compensation ; and if you provide in the bill that liguor in bohded
warehouses can not be taken during the period of the wuar, for
the time being and perhaps forever, you take away these peo-
ple’s property. You destroy the securities on which thousands
of dollars have been loaned by the banks of this country. You
may produce a financial panic.

I am not willing, for the sake of conserving a portion of the
grain supply of this country, to jeopardize the financial condi-
tion of the country by my vote. I am not willing to vote to take
a man's property without just compensation. If you want to
add to this bill a provision that if this property is withheld
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the Government of the United States shall pay for it, I am
willing to go that far with you; but I am not willing to con-
fiscate the property of these people, nor am I willing to destroy
this revenue. Therefore, I find myself in an attitnde where I
ean not vote for this amendment as it is presented, or any other
amendment carrying these terms,

I have not discussed the guestion, but I do not think I ean
allow my vote to stand in the negative, as I intend to vote,
without making this explanation in the Recorp to endeavor to
show my constituents what my position is.

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I simply desire to say that I
entirely concur in what the Senator from Alabama has said, and
1 intend to vote against the amendment.

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, I voted against the
amendment offered by the senior Senator from Iowa for
the same reason as stated by the Senator from Alabama;
but I much prefer the Robinson amendment to the so-called
Chamberlain amendment, which is the committee amendment,
gnd I know that if the Robinson amendment should be voted
down the Senator from Iowa will probably offer the same
amendment to the Chamberlain amendment, and the votes are
here to put it on. Therefore, unwilling as I am to vote for it
in its present shape, I find myself in the dilemma of being com-
pelled to choose the lesser of two evils, and on that theory I shall
vote for the Robinson amendment. Whether or not I shall vote
for section 12 of the bill as amended I do not know.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will
vote down the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, be-
cause that leaves the whole question as to vinous and malt
liguors open to be fought out on the floor of the Senate in some
other shape,

Now, Mr. President, the committee amendment, it seems to me,
will settle this question. I think I may safely say that with the
exception that it absolutely prohibits the use of food products
in the manufacture of distilled liguors, it is in conformity with
the wishes of the Commander in Chief of the Army and of the
Navy as originally expressed to the House of Representatives.
I do not say that that is a sole reason why the Senate should
adopt the committee amendment, but I say that he, as the Com-
mander in Chief of the Army and Navy, is in a position to know
just what is best to be done in this critical emergency.

The amendment that comes from the committee absolutely
prohibits the use of food products in the manufacture of dis-
tilled liquors, and it leaves to the President the power to say
what amount of food products shall be used in the manufacture
of malt and vinous liquors and .to fix the alcoholic content.
Now, with that power, and with his ample knowledge of the con-
ditions which confront this country, it seems to me that the
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas ought to be voted
down and the committee amendment adopted, leaving it to the
President, as the emergencies present themselves in the course
of the war, to adopt that policy which will be safest for the
country. I am satisfied that the Members of the Senate have
enough confidence in the President to know that power will be
used by him only in such a way as to best suit the emergencies
as they arise during the progress of the war.

I hope the committee amendment may be adopted, and to that
end the pending amendment voted down.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. Do
I understand that in case the Robinson amendment should be
adopted, we would then have an opportunity to vote upon that
as a substitute for section 127

The VICE PRESIDENT. Undoubtedly.

Mr. BORAH. And we have a choice between section 12 and
the Robinson amendment?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Between section 12 and the Robin-
son amendment,

Mr. BORAH. Mr, President, I shall vote for the amendment
offered by the Senator from Arkansas because I believe that
this is a matter which the Congress itself ought to meet and dis-
pose of. I think it is a responsibility which rests upon us. It
is a policy that is either wise or unwise, and we should not shift
that responsibility.

Believing that the Congress ought to meet the question and
determine it and settle it for itself, I prefer to vote for the
amendment offered by the Senator from Arkansas rather than
the*amendment offered by the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, we have in this body, conjointly
with the House of Representatives, from time to time passed
laws providing that they should be executed by different heads
of departments according to the time and oceasion requiring
sueh ; notably, the regulations concerning the pure-food act, the
execution of which was put in the hands of the Secretary of
Agriculture and his agents; that concerning oleomargarine, for

a long time under the Secretary of the Interior and his agents;
those respecting the administration of public lands, in certain
respects under the administration of the Secretary of the In-
terior, to be enforced or not, limited or expanded, according to
the neces as they shall develop,

‘With this policy in my mind I introduced an amendment here
as a substitute to take the place of section 12, providing, sir,
that the whole subject matter of the limitation of the use of
food for beverages should be left to the same source at which
the food act has been left for administration. Such is my view
now. I feel that the whole matter should be left to the Presi-
dent to be executed by him through such aid as shall be pro-
vided, upon the same theory that we have left the administra-
tion of other foods to the Secretary of Agriculture and the
administration of land to the Secretary of the Interior. )

My view, which I beg to impose on the Senate, is this: Con-
ditions to-day may justify to the mind of Senators a peremptory
and absolute enactment which may so change when we are not
in session as to seriously embarrass the enactment of that law
and embarrass the Government in the execution of it. There-
fore for myself I regard it more prudent for the country, I
regard it more for its welfare, to vest the execution of such
a measure in the discretion of those who command the whole
subject, that it may from time to time change such adminis-
tration of it or limit it according to the conditions as they arise.

For that reason, Mr. President, I prefer to support the
amendment of the committee and oppose the amendment of the
distinguished Senator from Arkansas, thinking that the method
of the amendment by the committee would serve a better objeet
and a better purpose to the end which we have in view.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President. when the present food-
conservation measure came from the administration, after hav-
ing been developed by the combined efforts of the House and
Senate Committees on Agriculture, the Secretary of Agriculture,
and various agricultural authorities and heads of farmers’ or-
ganizations throughout the country, it contained a section giving
the President the power to limit, regulate, or prohibit the making
of foodstuffs into any kind of alcoholic liquors, and anthorizing
him to determine the aleoholic econtents thereof in the interest
of food conservation, This is a complete answer to the charge,
so widely repeated, that prohibitionists forced the figuor ques-
tion into the deliberations on this bill. The presence of this
section in the bill, as originally framed, showed that the Presi-
dent, the Secretary of Agriculture, and both House and Senate
Committees on Agriculture believed that the use of foodstuffs
in making alcoholic liquors was a waste, and that power to limit
or prevent this waste should be given. This section was in the
bill when the President requested both these committees to
confer with him at the White House, and when fromn time to
time he talked to Members of both Houses regarding the measure,
expressing the deepest anxiety over its fate. The House amended
this section by directly prohibiting the making of foodstuffs into
aleoholic liguors. The Senate Committee on Agriculture re-
ported a similar amendment, except as to wine, after the bill
had reached the Senate, and it was then that the beer interests
threatened the defeat of the entire measure. Evidently the
President had in mind the provision added by the Senate com-
mittee, in line with the House action, when he made an appeal
for it,s elimination.

It would be a distinet step backward therefore, if an amend-
ment should now be adopted relieving wine and beer of all re-
striction and control. Whatever decrease may take place in the
amount of grain made into whisky will be largely «ffset by the
making of additional foodstuffs into beer and wine, due to their
increased consumption, which is sure to follow, if no restrictions
are imposed. and no material saving in foodstuffs would in the
end be effected. Dr. Wiley, one of the greatest food experts of
the time, tells us that barley, the main constituent of beer, is
an excellent human food, as well as a valuable animal food.
Alcohol is a liguid poison, which attacks the tissues composing
every organ of the human body. As the tissues composing the
brain and nerves are the most delicate of all, it attacks them
first, and the result is a loss of control over the normal functions
of thought and action, ranging from hilarity to munlder. This
is the result whether alcohol is taken in the form of wine or
beer or whisky, or in some other guise. It has been demonstrated
that the alcohol in a single glass of beer will so affect the brain
and nerves and arm of an engineer as appreciably to prolong the
time between the sight of a danger signal and the swing of
the throttle, and thus to imperil or destroy the lives of hundreds
of passengers. The need of a clear brain and steady nerve in
an age of machinery is doing more for prohibition than all other
agencies put together. Men drink whisky, wine, and beer for
the same purpose—for the alcohol they contfin.
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Let me quote here a resolution adopted by the American Medi-
cal Association at its sixty-eighth annual session held at New
York City last month:

Whereas we belleve that the use of alcohol as a beverage is detrimental
to the human economy ; and

Whereas its use in therapeutics, as a tonic or a stimulant, or as a food
has no sclentific basis: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the American Medical Association opposes the use of
alcohol as a beverage ; and be it further

Resolved, That the use of alcohol as a therapeutic agent should be
dlscunragcd.

Let me say that therapeutics is the term applied to that branch
of medicine which deals with the methods of curing disease, or
of controlling and resisting its evils. The language of the
above resolution is that of one of the foremost scientific bodies
of the world, not the language of dreamers, enthusiasts, or
fanatics. It is one of the plainest and most effective indict-

- ments of alcohol that has yet been drawn. It makes no distinc-
tion as to whisky and wine and beer, because all represent
stages of alcoholism. Prohibition prevails by State or local
action in three-fourths of the territory of the United States, a
territory in which lives more than 60 per cent of the American
people, and yet in none of this territory is the line drawn be-
tween whisky on the one side and beer and wine on the other.

The difference, therefore, between the amendment proposed
by the Sepator from Arkansas and that proposed by the.Sen-
ator from Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] is fundamental. If we
surrender control of wine and beer in this dreadful time and
regulate whisky alone, we endeavor to draw a distinetion which
does not exist and blind ourselves to the truth. The object of
food conservation is the development of man power to the
highest possible limit. Put wine and beer beyond control and
our man power will be menaced by alcoholism practically as much
as ever before. The adoption of the amendment proposed by the
Senator from Arkansas will destroy the admirable plan which
the President evidently had in mind when this food-protection
bill was first developed, namely, the gradual decrease of the
aleoholic contents in all ligquors until the shackles of alcoholism
could be permanently broken, an emancipation comparable to
-that which his immortal predecessor, Lincoln, effected for mil-
lions of the human race. If the Chamberlain amendment should
be adopted, the President will gradually lower the alecoholic con-
tents of beer and wine until those addicted to these beverages
will have become accustomed to the change and we will pass to
the condition of a dry nation without the disturbance and
without the resentment and financial loss so many seem to fear.

I hope therefore that the Chamberlain amendment will finally
be adopted.

Mr, CUMMINS. Mr, President, in view of the observations
of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UspErwoop] I desire to be
heard just a moment upon the pending question. The amend-
ment which has been adopted and which I had the honor to
offer does not take property without due process of law. It
merely suspends for the time being the right of the citizen to
use the property. I assume that it is within our power to say
that in the period of storm and trouble through which we are
now passing, if any citizen has property that can not be used
without inereasing the storm and trouble, or if being used
diminishes our power and strength to pass safely through the
storm, he must not use it until the storm has passed.

If when war is over, Mr. President, the Government shall de-
termine that intoxicating liquor of this kind shall not be used
in the United States, then common fairness and honesty will
require the Government to make adeguate compensation for the
property which it has taken; but until that time comes we
need not meet the point raised by the Senator from Alabama.
I know that it will deprive for the moment the country of a
revenue of some $200,000,000 or $250,000.000, but it must be
remembered, Mr. President, that when the 300,000,000 gallons
of whisky are sold the people of the United States will pay for
it nearly $2,000,000,000, and by just so much will their capacity
to respond to the demands of this time be lessened. I would
rather lose a revenue of $250,000,000 than stand by, when every
resource is tv be called upon, and see the people of the country
pay out $2,000,000,000 a year for the beverages from which we
derive a revenue of $250,000,000.

I shall feel constrained to vote against the amendment pro-
posed by the Senator from Arkansas because, as much as I
believe in the Senate or Congress determining for itself this
matter of commerce, I would rather leave to the President the
power to exclude beer and wine from the commerce of the
country than to do nothing whatever with respect to those
beverages.

I would have some hope that in the exercise of his discretion
he would banish these drinks from the public use, and therefore
I think the amendment of the committee is preferable,
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I say now, as was anticipated by the Sepator from Connec-
ticut, that if the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas is
rejected, I shall offer as applicable to the committee amendment
the same provision with regard to bonded spirits and imported
spirits that has already been adopted to the House text and to
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas

Mr. HARDING. Mr. President, I am moved tv make some
remarks because the Senator from Towa [Mr. CumMInNs] has
touched on the particular theme that impels me to oppose the
pending legislation. I have understood that the question of
the prohibition of manufacture was introduced as a method of
food conservation, and the drift of the afternoon is toward
prohibition, not toward food conservation.

If T could have my way, Mr. President, I would give assent
to the complete abolition of the liquor traffic in this land, but
I shall never give my vote to that abolition when I think the
procedure is unjust; and I contend that the amendment of the
Senator from Iowa is unjust in every application. If it does not
literally confiscate the lawful property of the United States,
it does suspend the use of that property for the period of the
war, and the war may be 1, 2, or 10 years in duration; and
by the suspension of the use of that property you jeopardize
every loan, amounting to millions of dollars. secured by certifi-
cates of storage., Aside from that, you apply the lash of cen-
fiscation to lawfully existing property that has been taken
under the wing of Government partnership since the first inter-
nal-revenue law was ever written.

Mr. President, there seems to be an impression that we have
got to become a prohibition country to win the war. It ought
to be the first thought in the'mind of every Senator and every
citizen to win the war. I am for that, and if I believed it were
necessary to adopt prohibition in this country to win the war.
I would vote for it in spite of my conviction of the injustice
involved.

But, Mr. President, it has not been proven necessary for the
United States to be prohibition to win a war. We have never
been a prohibition Nation heretofore to win a war, and there
is not an allied country engaged in this war with us that is a
prohibition nation. I know of only one prohibition nation on
the face of the earth, and it has the least to its “redit in the
way of triumphant warfare. I refer to Turkey.

It is not, Mr. President, that I for a moment rise to defend
“ John Barleycorn™ or the malted beverages of this land. I
have already stated my position. I think no man can stand
and make a speech in defense of intoxicating liquors. But,
Mr. President, on the calendar lying on my desk, on page 6,
calendar No. 61, is a joint resolution proposing an amendment
to the Constitution of the United States. In that amendment
the prohibition question itself is frankly, flatly, and squarely
submitted. Why has not this body the courage to take up and
settle the prohibition question under that amendment? Then
when such an amendment is adopted the country can righteously
and justly undertake to dispose of the liquor traffic and the
manufacture of distilled and fermented liqguors and add a just
compensation to the property thereby destroyed. Whenever
that is proposed it shall have my vote in this body.

I want to be just, Senators. At the same time I want to be
committed to the cause of this country. Let us for a moment
put aside the narrow view. I ean not find fault with the pro-
hibitionist who is insistent on furthering the cause in wikich his
heart is so deeply enlisted; I can not find fault and I do not
find fault with the manufacturer of intoxicating beverages who
is opposing this legislation, but I have a very strong conviction,
Senators, that this difficult question ought to be settled quite
apart from the extremists on either hand. This is a time when
men can march safe to the front in the middle of the road, and,
coming to the front, settle this question.

In my State, Mr. President, we have twice had the prohi-
bition question submitted to a vote of the people, and though
we are very evenly divided, the majority "has been against us.
The same story might be told of many other States that are
still in the liberal column. On the other hand, there are some
24 or 25 States in the Union in the dry column. Why, in the
name of sense, must we as a war proposition divide among our-
selves and rend the concord of American spirit and the unity
of American citizenship, which is far more essential to the
winning of this war than the adoption of prohibition for the
moment ?

Mr. President, I presume I am trespassing. Perhaps later

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expired.

Mr. SHAFROTH. In my time I should like to ask the Sena-
tor from Ohio a question,

Mr. HARDING. I wceuld be glad to have the Scnator
ask it,
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Mr. SHAFROTH. Would it be acceptable to the Senator for
a commandeering provision to be made in either of these
amendments by which the Government of the United States
would pay to the person who owned these liquors the fair value
thereof?

Mr. HARDING. Mr. President, if the Senator from-Colorado
can write an amendment that will stand not only for com-
mandeering liquor in the storage warehouses of the country but
under Government supervision and at the same time take over
every brewery and distillery in the United States, I shall sup-
port him and vote for the prohibition which will result from
that amendment.

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I will vote to settle the prop-
erty rights involved in this amendment in its own time and place,
if given the opportunity. I wish the question now settled
whether a sober nation is a better nation in war and that we
approach that settlement freed from the entangling questions
of property rights. That is what the Senate has this day voted.
I am looking in the faces of Senators on the majority side of
this Chamber whose ancestors saw vanish overnight by the
signature of an Executive pen countless millions of property
that was as sacred as the property contained in a whisky barrel.
. Mr. HARDING. Mr. President——

. The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Illinois yield
to the Senator from Ohio?

Mr. SHERMAN. I yield.

Mr. HARDING. I do not want to trespass, but the Senator
will say that the Great Emancipator himself believed in justice
and desired to compensate for the property that was taken.

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; he did, and it was rejected by certain
of the States to which the proposition was made. I could not go
into that detail now in the time allotted here. It is known to
the Senators and their constituents of that time. Your ancestors,
my fellow Senators, in the States where you lost the property
by the proclamation of half century ago, when slavery melted
instantly into nothingness, bound up your wounds, economically
and otherwise, turned to your ruined homes, girded up your loins
like men, and bore the loss without complaint. Not one dollar
has ever been paid you by this Republic. Your fathers and
grandfathers lost every dollar of the slave property that van-
ished into thin .air overnight. It was the fortunes of war,
and, like vanquished warriors, your fathers bore the burdens
of defeat,

Is a distillery more sacred than a human soul, in peace or in
war? If your ancestors in certain States lost millions by the
proclamation of emancipation, can you not stand overnight
sincere to your convictions, and continue to vote steadfastly as
you have begun, and that the holders of stocks of whisky may
abide the results of this amendment, and trust hereafter to legis-
lation to pay for the property values involved in the action of
this day? I will meet that, Mr. President, when I reach it in
due time.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Illineis a guestion?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Illinois
yield to the Senator from Mississippi?

Mr. SHERMAN., Yes, sir.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Does not the Senator from Illinois recog-
nize a clear distinction between confiscating the property of
an enemy and confiscating the property of your own citizen?
My father’'s property was confiscated, but he was an enemy fight-
ing the United States,

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a distinction without a difference.
The man who for pecuniary gain will pour liquid hell-fire into
a soldier's blood and brain under the pretense of making a
soldier of him is a public enemy. He is worse infinitely than the
one who raised the standard of revolt in 1861. If this Nation
endures it will not be gaved by the spurious courage born of
whisky but the clear eye and steady hand of sober men. - Your
ancestor felt the bitterness of defeat. To-day his descendants
are living under the flag and are patriotic and making the same

- sacrifices we of the Northern States are making, who won in

that great struggle. Do not think for a moment I do not appre-
ciate the spirit that animates you Senators and your constitu-
ents of this day. You made the great sacrifice; you are in
the Union; you are here now as living evidences, preserved to
this day, of the loyal sentiment that animates you this year
and hereafter in this war of a united American people. There
‘is, it is true, a distinction, but it is a distinction without a
difference i

The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from
Illinois has expired. LM

Mr. REED. I offer an amendment, to come In after the
amendment of the Senator from Iowa.

LYV——303

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment
will be stated.

The Secrerary. At the end of the amendment heretofore
agreed to it is proposed to insert the following proviso:

Provided, however, That the Presldent is hereby empowered to permit
the withdrawal of liguor in bond if, in his opinion, such withdrawal is
in the public interest.

Mr. STONE. How would it read if that amendment were
agreed to?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend-
ment as it will read as proposed to be amended.

The Secretary read as follows:

No distilled 11 or spirits now in bond in the United States shall,
during the e war, be withdrawn to be used as a beverage; nor
ghall there be imgorte{l into the United States during sald war any
distilled liguors: Provided, however, That the President iz hereby em-
powered to permit the withdrawal of liguors in bond if, in his npfnlon.
such withdrawal is in the public interest.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, the vote on the adoption of the
amendment of the Senator from Iowa was pretty close, and it
seems to me that the amendment I have offered may afford a
means of adjustment. There is much to be said in favor of the
argument which was adduced by the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Harping]. The cold truth of the matter is, I think, that nearly
all of the liquor, or at least a great part of the liquor, that is held
under Government bond has been mortgaged to banks and other
finaneial institutions. This law would, of course, make it im-
possible to foreclose upon that liquor ; hence the security would
be destroyed. It is likely to break some banking institutions
and to visit loss upon innocent stockholders. I think we can
become so radical that we will do harm instead of good. I
believe it would be safe to pass this question over to the Presi-
dent ; and if, upon investigation, he finds that great injustice is
to be done, and that it is to the public interest to relieve this
liguor from the inhibition of the bill, he can be trusted to act
wisely and justly in the matter.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Question!

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment
of the Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the Senator
from Arkansas as amended.

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Oregon
if he will not consent to let us recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow
morning, and in the meantime I will ask if the Senate will not
direct that section 12, with the amendments so far agreed to,
may be printed. We can consider it then to-morrow morning
advisedly. This very important matter involves far more than
the mere question of stopping the sale of liguor. It involves
other things, and I think, Mr. President, we ought to allow the
section to go over until to-morrow morning, in order that Sena-
tors may familiarize themselves with it as it now stands.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, quite a number of Sen-
ators have expressed a desire to see the amendment printed in
its amended form, so that we may act intelligently upon the
matter when the vote is taken; and, at the suggestion of the
Senator from Missouri, if there is no objection to taking a recess,
I move that the Senate take a recess until to-morrow morning
at 11 o'clock. -

Mr. STONE. I suggest that the Senator ask that the section
be printed as amended.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. And in the meantime I ask that the
section as amended be reprinted.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the section as
amended will be reprinted.

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Orezon
withhold his motion just a moment?

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. I withhold the motion.

Mr. CUMMINS. I ask unanimous consent to present an
amendment to the bill, not relating to this section, for the pur-
pose of having it printed and referred to the Cominittee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
will be received, printed, and referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

Mr. KING. - If the Senator from Oregon will withhold his
motion for a moment further, I desire to submit an amendment,
and ask that it be printed and lie on the table.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be received,
printed, and lie on the table. z

BECESS.

Mr. CHAMBERLAIN. Mr. President, I renew my motion

that the Senate take a recess until to-morrow at 11 o'clock.
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 30 minutes
p. m,, Friday, July 6, 1917) the Senate took a recess until to-

morrow, Saturday, July 7, 1917, at 11 o’clock a. m.
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Frivax, July 6, 1917.

The House met at 12" o'clock noon.

_ The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

Take us, O God our Heavenly Father, into Thy confidence
and make us susceptible to Thy will, that we may be faithful
servants in the working out of Thy plans and purposes.

‘We can not always trace the wsdy
Where Thou, Almighty One, dost move;

But we can always, always say
That Ged is love.

And that in the dispensation of Thy providence the dark shall
be made light, truth though erushed to earth shall rise again,
and every wrong shall be made right. For faith shall find its
purpose, hope its answer, and love its full fruition. Man may
retard or accelerate, but he can never thwart Thy purposes, for
Thou art God.

Hear us and answer our prayer, in His Name, Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, July 3, 1917, was
read and approved.

LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS.

Mr. LONGWORTH. DMr. Speaker, I ask permission to extend
my remarks in the Recorp by publishing two statements, one
by Dr. Taylor, an aid of Mr. Hoover, on the relation between
the manufacture of yeast and malted liquors, together with
some comments of my own thereon.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right
to object, I wish, in this connection, to direct the attention of
the House to what was said here on Friday, June 29. I do this
now because inadvertently, when I reserved the right to object
on Tuesday last, I mentioned the wrong date, Saturday, June 30,
in referring to what the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr.
KircaiN] had said. I should have referred to his language on
Friday, June 29, and therefore before this request is granted
I desire to remind gentlemen of the agreement made by the
House on that day.

On page 4491 of the Recorp, right-hand column, after some
preliminary remarks, the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr,
KirrcHiN] said:

We can have an understanding that nothing will be done during the
woeek exi'ept to meet and adjourn for three days at a time until Mon-
daflgeflﬂ;\unow. If the gentleman will yleld for one minute, I want to
emphasize the importance of understan: i absolutely that noth will
be done except what is stated, because if Members go away under a
gentlemen’s agreement and a handful come here and some gets up
a little l;jﬁlxn ficant thing and asks unanimous consent it ousilt not to
be;fg.ogﬂi:nm. I think every man will be committed in honor to stand
by this understanding that nothing will be done next week except to
meet and adjourn over.

Now, the understanding was clear that nothing of any sort
was to be done here except to obey the constitutional mandate
which prohibits an adjournment for longer than three days
without the consent of the other House. That this was the
understanding is shown by what the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. Lexroor] said during the same discussion, on page
4492, left-hand column, near the top:

Mr. LExrooT. The gentleman's agreement, as stated, would not &:{u
mit even a request for unanimous consent. My only point was £
should not apg ¥ to a request for unanimous consent, but that if this
bill comes back the gentleman should have full opportunity to object,

The discussion went on, and the gentleman from North Caro-
lina [Myr. Krrenin] said:

My judgment Is we will lose no time, but make time, by consenting
to the unanimous-consent request that I have made.

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

- Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I yield to the gentleman from
exas.

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman believe that the asking
of unanimous consent to extend remarks in the Recorp is em-
braced in that agreement? If I got the gist of that agree-
ment, and, as I understood it on the floor at the time, there
was to be no business transacted in the House that the Journal
would record. The mere extension of remarks is not a matter
that is embraced in the Journal. If a bill were called up here
for action by unanimous consent, certainly it would be ob-
Jected to, and ought to be under that agreement, but I can not
see any particular objection to gentlemen extending remarks.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARNER. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The other day when I reserved
the right to object, somebody else made the objection. Having
heard what the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENroor] said

on Friday, June 29, by way of interpreting the agreement as
proposed by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KircHIN],
and remembering the general acquiescence of the Members of
the House in that interpretation, I sought the other day to re-
mind the House of this understanding that absolutely nothing
should be done here during the present week except to meet
and adjourn. We are awaiting action by the Senate on bills we
have passed and sent to that body.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Bat if the gentleman will pardon me, I
doubt the aecuracy of his conclusion as to our gentleman's
agreement. I do not think it ever prohibited the extension
of remarks in the Recorp. But even if it did, that was violated
about 10 times on Tuesday, and it was not until I made my
request that the gentleman from Wisconsin and other gentlemen
rose. It is very seldom that I ask to extend remarks in the
Recorp. I only do it now because I hope that before final
action on the food bill Members will read in the Recorp some
data and information that I want to present. That is my only
reason for asking consent at this time, because the food bill
will probably come back to us from the Senate very shortly.

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin permit
this suggestion? There is a very vast difference, as he knows,
between the ReEcorp and the Journal. Anything undertaken to
be done by the House that would have to be recorded in the Jour-
nal would, I think, be a legitimate subject to object to under
this gentlemen's agreement.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker, before I reply to
what the gentleman from Texas has said, I wish again to direct
attention to the language on June 29 of the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Apamson]:

If the gentleman will yield for one minute, I want to emphasize the
importance of understanding absolutely that nothing w be done
exeept what Is stated, because if Members go awny under a gentlemen's
agreement and a handful come here and sume&)dy gets up a little
:lhﬂgneﬁlmnt thing and asks unanimous consent it ought not to be

owed.

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, will the genfleman yield?

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. One moment. I am not going to
object, but that was an express statement, not questioned by
anybody, that under the agreement nothing would be done ex-
cept to meet and adjourn for three days. Now, in reply to the
question of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. GArxer] let me put
a question to him. If is a supposititious ease, but it might
occur : Suppose that somebody had printed an article in a news-
paper that the gentleman from Texas did not think told the
truth about a subject important to him, and that some Member
wishing to get it into the Recorp should ask leave to extend his
remarks and, leave being granted, should print that article
while the gentleman from Texas was absent. Might not that
l%e a m;.tter of serious consequence to the absent gentleman from

exas

Mr. GARNER. I will say to the gentleman that I do not
anticipate any such state of affairs.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is not a question of whether
the gentleman would anticipate any such state of affairs. I
am directing attention to the agreement of June 29 which
sought to make such a thing impossible.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Waldorf, ifs enrolling
clerk, announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amenil-
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 1811)
providing for counting of service in the Army or Navy of the
United States as eguivalent to residence and cultivation upon
homestead entries, and in the event of the soldier’'s death in
such service providing for the issnance of patent for such land
to his widow or minor children, had requested a conference with
the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereomn,
and had appointed Mr. SmarrorH, Mr. Prrryas, and Mr,
Saoor as the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
the following concurrent resolution:

Senate concurrent resolution 8.

Resolved by the Semate (the House of Representatives mcurﬂm&.
That there be printed in document form 50,000 copies of the bill (H. R.
4280) to provide revenue to defray war ges, and for other pur-
poses, and Senate Report No. 75 thereon, of which 25,000 shall be for
the use of the House of Re&:ﬂggtadvm 20,000 for the use of the

Senate, 2,600 for the use of mmittee on Ways and Means of the
House of Representatives, and 2,600 for the use.of the Commitiee on
Finance of the Benate.

SENATE BILL REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following title
was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce:

8. 1854. An act to save daylight and to provide standard time
for the United States.
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ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPECWAL

Mr. LAZARO, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that on June 30, 1917, they had presented to the I’real
dent of the United Sl‘.ates, for his approval, the tol.lowing bill:

H. . 3548. An act providing for the modlﬂcatlon of the de-
signs of the current quarter dollar,

ADJOURN MENT. J

Mr. DIXON. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 12 o'clock and 12
minutes p. m.) the House, under its previous order, adjourned
until Monday, July 9, 1917, at 12 o'clock noon.

Mr.

EXECUTIVE GOMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, recommending an
authorization for the use of the appropriation of $30,000 for
equipment for the commissary department, United States Naval
Academy, contained in urgent deficlency appropriation act ap-
proved June 15, 1917, for pay of additional employees of that

~ department (H. Doc. I\'o 248) ; to the Committee on Approprla-
tions and ordered to be printed

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a,
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report on preliminary exami-
nation of Little River, 8. C. (H. Doe. No. 249) ; to the Committee
on Rivers and Harbors and ordered to be printed.

3. A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans-
mitting copy of communication of the acting president of the

. Board of Commissioners of the District of Columbia, submitting
supplemental estimates of appropriations required by the Dis-
trict of Columbia for the fiscal years 1917 and 1918 (H. Doc. No.
250) ; to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

4. Alefter from the chairmanof the Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, transmitting report of tests of the Wooding train-
control system (H. Doc. No. 251) ; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce and ordered to be printed with
illustrations.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORTALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 5325) in relation to trading with
the euemy; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merc

B\ \[r DENT : A bill (H. R. 5326) to authorize the President
to increase temporarily the Signal Corps of the Army, and to
purchase, manufacture, maintain, repair, and operate airships,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. KEHOE: Memorial of the State Legislature of the
State of Florida, requesting that the reservation known as the
Choctawhatchee Reservation in West Florida be withdrawn and
the land therein be restored to homestead entry ; to the Commit-
tee on the Public Lands.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and reselutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 5327) granting an in-
c;‘eam of pension to Robert J. Clark; to the Committee on Pen-
sions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 5328) granting a pension to Mary J. Allen;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 5329) grant-
ing an increase of pension to William H. Rock ; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHOUSE: A bill (H. R. 5330) granting an increase
of pension to William Criswell; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SWEET: A bill (H. R. 5331) granting an extension

of patent to Rosella Rebecea Reilly ; to the Committee on Patents,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of the City Couneil
of Cedar Rapids, Iowa, praying that the President and Congress
of the United States insist on the freedom and independence of
Bohemia ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also (by request), petition of Tyler Place Senior Christian
Endeavor Society, St. Louis, Mo.,, fayoring war-time prohibi-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

Also (by request), petition of the National Woman's Party,
meeting at Salt Lake City, Utah, protesting against imprisoning
women pickets in the District of Columbia; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

Also (by request), petition of the membership of the Congre-
gational Church of Wasco, Cal., favoring national prohibition;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also (by request), petition of Kauai (Hawnaii) Chamber of
Commerce, pledging loyalty and support to the Government of
the United States; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petitions of Jesse Wright and 184
other citizens; W. S, Walker and 40 other citizens; Mrs. E. W.
Prentiss and 50 other citizens; Rev. P, F. Meek and 73 other citi-
zens; J. 8. Vanzant and 28 other citizens; C. H. Edson and 15
other citizens; Miss Ethel Cunniff, noble grand, and 22 other
ladies of the Rebekah Lodge: Mrs. M. D. Shamblin and 18 other
ladies; Mrs. E. 8. Miner and 56 other citizens; R. J. Tilley and
33 other ecitizens, all of Bethany, Harrison County; and Mrs.
A. O. Stanley, Mrs. V. H. Sanders, and 70 other ladies of Sheri-
dan, all in the State of Missouri, favoring the prohibition of the
liquor business as a war measure; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BROWNING: Memorial of Haddon Grange, Patrons
of Husbandry, No. 38, favoring the closing of distilleries and
breweries in the United States as a war measure; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of the Evangelical
Lutheran Congregation of Edgerton, Wis,, asking that the law
relating to the carrying in the mails of matter containing liquor
advertisements be amended in certain respects; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

Also, petition of Mrs, P. L. Munger and other residents of
Janesville, Wis., urging enactment of House bill 5118, providing
for osteopathic physicians in the Army and Navy ; to the Com-
mittee on Military Affairs,

Also, petition of the congregation of the First Evangelical
Luthern Church of Racine, Wis., and the members of the First
Methodist Chureh, Clinton, Wis., urging the enactment of legisla-
tion prohibiting the use of foods in the manufacture of alcoholie
liguors, etc.; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. DALE of New York: Petition of the Evangelical Luth-
eran Congregation of Brooklyn, N. Y,, urging that the act of
Congress approved March 3, 1917, House bill No. 19410, be
amended to allow the mails to carry such mailing matter as is
unconditionally necessary to enable churches, one and all, to
secure the wine needed for sacramental purposes; to the Com-
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

By Mr. DRUKKER: Petition of residents of Paterson, N. J,,
favoring woman suffrage; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
¢ By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of P. F. Volland Co., Chicago, III,
urging that the Federal law against the misuse of the flag be
amended so that it shall not apply to gheet music; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of National Association of Owners of Railroad
Securities, in re the general rate increase requested by the
carriers of the country; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

Also, petition of Federal Council of the Churches of Christ
in America, urging that incopes and profits should be taxed to
the furthest possible point without checking production and
the exemption of the incomes dedicated to the maintenance of
religious and social agencies; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

Also, petition of the Publishers’ Association of New York
City, indorsmg the protest of American Newspaper Publishers’
Association against the levying of a special discriminating
war tax on the newspaper business; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

Also, petition of State Council of the Amalgamated Sheet
Metal Workers' International Alliance of the State of New
Jersey, protesting against the high cost of living and urging
that a remedy be found therefor; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

By Mr. HASTINGS: Petition of Maywood Presbyterian
Church Oklahoma City, Okla., protesting against use of food
supplles in the manufacture of beer, wine, or distilled liguors;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of the Methodist Church South, Atoka, Okla.,
protestlng against the use of any foodstuffs in the manufucture
of beer, wine, or distilled liquors; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,
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By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Petition of members of
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union and voters of the
seventh ward, Tacoma, Wash,, favoring the prohibition of the
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LONERGAN: Resolution signed by 21 Swedish-.

American citizens of Hartford, Conn., in favor of prohibition
during the war; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr, LUNN: Petition of W. A. Campbell and citizens of
Hagaman, N. Y., asking for an amendment to the Constitution
that will suitably express national acknowledgment of Almighty
God, as the source of all authority in civil government, ete., and
the placing of all Christian laws, institutions, and usages of the
Government on an undeniable legal basis in the fundamental
law of the land; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Mrs. John H. Giles, of Amsterdam, N. Y.,
asking for full national prohibition during the period of the
war ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of G. Cozzi, C. Buonocore, N. Fabrioni, Simon
Straus, and sundry citizens of New York City, asking that en-
actment of national prohibition be defeated; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of D, C. Brownell and citizens of the towns of
Perth and Mayfield, asking for national prohibition for the
period of the war as a measure to conserve the food supply of
the Nation; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of J. C. E. Van Etta, of Schenectady, N. Y., ask-
ing that Congress take such measures as may be necessary to
eliminate all sources of profit in the production, transportation,
and distribution of the food supply of our country, to the end
that every man, woman, and child shall be supplied with suffi-
cient good and wholesome food to keep them in perfect physical
condition; to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of Mrs, Francis A. De Graff and 800 members
of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Montgomery
County, N. Y., asking for prohibition during period of the war
and asking that religious papers be exempted from taxation; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MeCLINTIC: Petition of Raywood Presbyterian
Church, Oklahoma City, Okla., signed by E. B. Surface, pastor,
favoring prohibition as a war measure; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

By Mr. McFADDEN : Petitions signed by 99 residents of Mon-
trose, Pa., urging to enact legislation prohibiting the
manufaeture of aleoholic beverages from foodstuffs, to conserve
the world's food supply, and to prohibit the sale of such bever-
ages during the period of the present world war to preserve the
physieal and moral strength of the Nation; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

By Mr. RANDALL: Petitions of Woman's Missionary So-
ciety, Duarte; Woman’s Missionary Society, San Diego; Metho-
dist Episcopal Church South of California; Woman’s Mission-
ary Council of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Downey, a
in the State of California, praying for prohibition as a war
measure; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 180 citizens of Pasadena, Cal,, for national
prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial of Boy Scouts’ Association of Los Angeles
County, representing 2,600 Boy Scouts of the ninth and tenth
congressional districts, with more registered voters than were
cast for President in any one of 18 separate States, that while
Boy Scouts enthusiastically plant§ produce, and save, they call
upon Congress to prevent monstrous waste of food grains in
the breweries and distilleries; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Also, petition of the Philotos Club, of Los Angeles, for prohi-
bition of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liguors dur-
ing the war ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 31 citizens of Glendale and Tropico, Cal.,
favoring national prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judielary.

Also, petitions of 464 citizens of Schenectady, 368 citizens of
Albany, 112 citizens of Amsterdam, and 485 citizens of Water-
town, all in the State of New York, urging Congress to enact
national prohibition of the manufacture and sale of intoxicating
liquors for the period of the war; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. RAINEY : Petition of the Home Missionary Society, of
Waverly; F. H. Payne and 39 other citizens of Maredosia ; the
Methodist Church of San Jose; Mrs. Clara Sperry and 30 other
citizens of Jacksonville; Methodist Church of Rockport; and
First Baptist Church, of Jerseyville, all in the State of Illinois,
favoring national prohibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

Also, petition of First Congregational Church, of Jacksonville,
Ill., favoring food conservation; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.

By Mr. SNELL: Petition of citizens of Plattsburg, N. Y.,
favoring full national prohibition of the manufacture, sale,
and transportation of intoxicating beverages for the period of
the war in conservation of the man power, military and in-
dustrial efficiency, and the food supply of the Nation, and that
all liguors now in bonded warehouses and elsewhere shall. be
commandeered by the Government and redistilled for undrink-
able alcohol, to be purchased by the Government for war pur-
Foses. and that we oppose an increase in the tax on intoxicating
iquors as a means of raising a revenue to prosecute the war:
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Brotherhood of the Keeseville Methodist
Episcopal Church, Keeseville, N. Y., favoring prohibition of the
manufacture and sale of every form of intoxicating beverage
liguor for the duration of the war; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. SNYDER : Memorial of the Mowhawk Valley Branch
of Collegiate Alumnse for the moral protection of the Army:
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Federated Men's Bible Class of the
Mohawk Valley, N. Y., pledging loyalty to the Government and
administration in the present situation of the country; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. STEENERSON : Petition of mass meeting on the
Fourth of July of producers of grains and other food products,
for the passage of laws-prohibiting the manufacture and sale
of intoxicating liquors, to conserve the food and man power of
m?t country and help win the war; to the Committee on Agri-
culture.

Also, petition of the Minnesota Woman Suffrage Association,
protesting against picketing and other unpatriotic demonstra-
tions in Washington by persons purporting to represent the .
iwon;]u;. of America; to the Committee on the District of Co-
um

By Mr. TEMPLETON : Petition of the Trinity Lutheran Con-
gregation of Hazleton, Pa., against the manufacture of intoxi-
cating liquors from grains; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: Petition of J. R. Haynes and 36
other citizens of the State of Colorado, urging prohibition as a
war measure; to the Commitiee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WARD: Petition for the passage of a bill to prohibit
the use of foodstuffs during the war for the manufacture of
intoxicating beverages, signed by John Dingman, presiding
officer, at a meeting of the Evangelical Lutheran Church, Sharon
Springs, N. Y.; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of citizens of Kingston, East Kingston, Sauger-
ties, and vicinity, Ulster County, N. Y., protesting against pro-
hibition legislation ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WOOD of Indiana: Petition of citizens of Reynolds,
Ind., opposing prohibition of the liquor business, and especially
as to wine destined for sacramental purposes; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

SENATE.
Saruroay, July 7, 1917.
(Legislative day of Thursday, June 28, 1917.)

The Senate reassembled at 11 o’clock a. m., on the expiration
of the recess.
CONSERVATION OF ¥0OD AND FUEL. -
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4961) to provide further for the
national security and defense by encouraging the production,
congerving the supply, and controlling the distribution of food
products and fuel.
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a

quorum.
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will eall the roll.
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Hitcheock Myers Smith, 8, C.
Bankhead Hollis Nelson Smaoot
Beckham Husting New Sterling
Borah James Norris Stone

Brad Johnson, Cal. Overman Sutherland
Brandegee Johnson, 8. Dak. Penrose Swanson
Broussard Jones, N. Mex, Pittman Thompson
Chamberlain Jones, Wash, Poindexter Tillman
Colt Kellogg Pomerene Townsend
Culberson Kenyon Reed Trammell
Cummins King Robinson Underwood
Curtis Knox Shafroth Vardaman
Dillin Lewls Sheppard Wadsworth
I Lod, Sherman Walsh
Fletcher McCumber Simmons Wharren
Frelinghuysen McKellar Smith, Ariz. Watson
Gerry McLean Smith, Ga, Williams
Gronna McNary Smith, Md.

Hale Martin Smith, Mich,
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