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SENATE. 

TUESDAY, Ma'rch 11, 19B4. 
The Chnplaln, Rev. J. J . .Mufr, D. D., offered the following 

prayer: 
Our Father, whether it is sunshine or cloud that hovers about 

us, Thou art the same in Thy dealings and constant in remem­
brance of our needs. We come seeking Thy blessing this morn­
ing and ask that every circumstance of life may be realized by 
tIS as of Thy good pleasure. Help us to submit to Thy dealings 

1 
and to walk along the pathway of Thine ordination. We humbly 
ask in J eJ us' name. Amen. 

NAMING A PRESIDING OFFCER. 

The Secretary (George A. Sanderson) read the following com­
munication: 

U~ITED STATES S:iilNATE, 

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORl!l, 

Washin,gto1i, D. 0., March 11, 19Z4. 
To the Senate: 

Being temporarily absent from the Senate, I appoint Hon. WEBLEY L. 
10NES, a Senator from the State of Washington, to pertonn the duties 
o! the Chair this legislative day. 

ALBERT B. CUM1\fL~S, 
President pro tempot·e. 

Mr. JONES of Washington thereupon took the chair as Pre-
siding Officer: · 

THE JOURNAL. 

The reading clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester­
day's proceedings when, on request of l\1r. Cu&Trs and by unanl· 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with and tile 
Journal was approved. 

CALL OF THE ROLL. 

Mr. CURTIS. 1\Ir. Presiden~ I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The principal clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
an ·wered to their names : 
Ashurst Fletcher Ladd 
Ball Frazier Lo:lge 
Borah George McCormick 
Brookhart Gerry 1\fcKeTiar 
Bruce Glass McKinley 
Cameron Goo.ding McLean 
Capper Hale McNary 
CaTaway Harre Id Mayfield 
Colt Harris Moses 
Copeland Ilan-ison Neely 
Couzens Tio\vell Norrl'S 
Curtis Johnson, Mlnn. Oddie 
D::ile Jones, N. MeX. Pepper 
Edge Jones, Wash. Phipps 
Erm:,t Kendrick Pittman 
Ferris Keyes Ralston 
Fess Klug Ra:n.sdell 

Reed, Mo. 
Reed, Pa. 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stephen;J 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Wad worth 
Wa rren 
Watson 
Wfilis 

l\Ir. CURTIS. I wish to announce that the S-enator from 
New Menco [Mr. BURSUM], the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
STANFIELD], the Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH], and the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. ADAMS] ru.·e engaged in a hearing 
before the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. 

The PRESIDING OFFICEK Sixty-seven Senat-Ors having 
answered to their names, there is a quorum present. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaf­
fee, one of its reading clerks, announced that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 518) to authorize and direct the Secretary 
o.f War, for national defense in time of war and for the produc­
tion of fertilizers and other useful prooucts in time of peace, to 
sell to Henry Ford, or a corpvration to be incorporated by him, 
nitrate plant No. 1, at Sheffield, Ala.; nitrate plant No. 2, at 
Muscle Shoals, Ala.; Waco Qunrry, near Russellville, ·Ala.; 
steam-power plant to be located and constructed at or near 
Lock and Dam No. 17 on the Black Warrior River, Ala., with 
right of way and transmission line to nitrate plant No. 2, Muscle 
Shoals, Ala. ; and to lease to Henry Ford, or a corporation to be 
incorporated by him, Dam No. 2 and Dam No. 3 (a designated 
in H. Doc. No. 1262, 64th Cong., 1st sess.), iricluding power 
stations when constructed as provided herein. and for other 
.purposes, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

TWEl\""TY-FIVE PER CENT REDUCTION IN TAXES (S. DOC. NO. 63). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Sen.ate the fol­
lowing message from the President of the United States, which 
wa read, referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered 

, to be pYinted: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
It had been my earnest h'Ope that a 25 per cent reduction in 

taxes to be paid for the CU.ITent year might ·be provided by law 
before the 15th of March current. :Many people have been 
expecting that sueh would be the case and deferred thelr ta.x 
returns accordingly. It ls a matter of such imminent im­
poru.ince that I have no hesitation in recommending that the 
pubhc welfare would be much advanced by temporarily laying 
aside all other legislation and enacting a re olution for this 
purpose, which ought to be by unanimous consent. The tax­
payers, the business interests, agriculture, industry, finance; 
m fact, all the elements that go to make np the economic wel­
fare of the people of America would be greatly benefited by 
sne11 action. It would remove an element of uncertainty :from 
the curr.ent financial year at once, which would be a strong 
stimulant to bu iness, with its resnltant benefit to the wage 
earner and the agriculture of our country. It is impossible to 
see that any harm could accrue from this action, and there is 
every prospect of resulting benefits which would be Yery great. 
It would be a positive step in the right direction which is much 
needed at this time to justify the confidence of 'the people that 
the Government is intent solely on the promotion of the public 
welfare, without regard to any collateral objects. 

CALVIN COOLIDGE. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, March 11, 1924. 

RESIG ATION OF SENATOR LENROOT FROM COllMITTEE O~ PUBLIO 
LANDS AND SURVEYS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Sen­
ate a communication, which will be read. 

The reading clerk read as follows : 
SOUTHERN PINES, N. c., Marci• 10, 1924. 

To the PRESIDI!{G OFPTCER. OF 'l'HE SENA'.l'll: 

I hereby re ign a chairman and member of the Committee on Public 
La11ds 11.nd Surveys. 

IRVINi!l L. L!:YBOOT. 

Mr. WALSH of l\Iontana. Mr. Presiden4 I am in receipt of 
a communication from the junior Senator from Wisconsin. [Mr. 
LE~ooT] eJ...-plaining the tender of his resignation whicI1 has 
just been made. I ask that the communication whi~h I send to 
the Secretary's desk may be read to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator :from Montana 
asks that the communication submitted by llim may be read. 
In the absence of objection, it wm be read: 

The reading clerk read as follows: 
Senator LENROOT, in sending from Southern Pines, N. c .• bis re tg­

natlon as chairDl.Rll and member -0! the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys, gave out the following statement: 

" Since co.ming to ::5outhern Pines 1 have not recuperated a8 I 
had hoped, and it w1ll not be pm1sible for me to ce>ntinue my work 
on the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys. I realized some 
tim ago that I was nearing the point ot exhaustion and stated 
upon the floor of the Senate that tf the oil investigation continued 
indefinitely I would feel compelled to resign from the committee. 
I have given nearly !our months o! servi~ in this investigation, 
trying as best I could to keep up with such other work as eould 
not be neglected, with the result that I can not tn my p1 ent 
state of hes.Ith co-ntinuei any l&nger. 

"I hope to be able to return to Washington next week, but 
shall not attempt anything more than routine work of my office 
until my health is restored." 

PETITIO~S AND MEMORIALS. 

l\1r. LODGE. I present resolutions of the General Court of 
Massachusetts, favoring the passage of what is known as the 
Bur um bill, and also relative to a uniform child labor law. 
I a k that they be api;>ropriately referrec1 and printed in the 
RECORD under the rule. 

The resolutions were refened as follows: 
THE COJ\ll\lONWEALTH OF lliSSACHUSlilTTS, 192-1. 

Re olutions favoring the pas age by Congress of legi lation relntive to 
the reti1·ement of disabled emergency officers o! the United States 
Army. · 

Whereas there is pending before the Congress of the United Stn.tes 
Senate bill No. 33, known as the Bursam bill, being a bill making eligible 
for retirement under certain conditions ofilcers o! the Army 01' the 
United ~tates, other than ruti~rs of the Regular Army, who incurred 
physical dli!a.bility in line of duty while in the ~rvice of the United 
Sta tes durtDg the World War ; and 

Whereas such proposed legislation is equitable and seeks to do 
justice to a class of worthy disabled officers, entitled because of their 
se1·vice, their wounds, and disabilities incurred ther from to the S!lme 
consideration a11d privileges as men of their rank who performed the 
same service but were ot the Regular Army ; and 
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Where.as th~ officers of such class .are the .only disabled officers to 

which the privileges of retirement have not been extended, the same 
class of officers of the Navy and -Marine Corps already being retired 
under law : Therefore be it 

Resol-ved, That the General Court of Massachusetts urges .npon 
Congress the importance and desirability of speedily passing such 
legislation in order to extend the necessary aid to the 1mrviving 800 
wounded and disabled emergency officers of such class, who rendered 
such gallant and coDBpicuous service; and be it further 

llesoived, That copies of these resolutions be sent by the secretary 
of t.he Commonwealth to the President of the United States and to 
each of the Senators and Representatives in Congress from Massa­
chusetts. 

In the bou e of representatives, adopted February 14, 1924. 
In the Senate, adopted ln concurr~nee February 19, 1i}24. 
A true copy. Attest: 

F. w. COOK, 

Secretary of the Oommonweaith. 

To the Committee on Military Affairs. 

THE COMMONWEALTH OJ!' MASSA..CHUSETTS, 1924. 
Resolutions in favor of an amendment to the Constitution of the 

United States authorizing Congress to enact a uniform child labor 
law. 

Resolved, That because of the injustice and hardship to children in 
industI·y, and the harm to industry itself resulting from lack of unl­
form1ty in State Iei;islation regulating child labor, the General Court of 
Ma.s achusetts respectfully petitions Congress to propose an amend­
ment to tbe Constituti-0n of th~ United Stat~s authorizing Congress to 
enact uniform legislation as to child labor throughaut the United 
States; and be it further 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent by the secretary of 
the Commonwealth to the Presiding Officers of both branches of Con­
gress and to each of the Senators a:nd Representatives in Congress from 
Ma n.chusetts. 

Jn enate, adopted February 12, 1924. 
In house of representatives, adopted, in concurrence, February 18, 

1924. 
A true copy. Attest: 

F. W. COOK, 

Secrzta~11 of the Oonl7Tl.omcealth. 

To the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. SMITH. I present a petition of the national executive 

·committee, Private Soldiers and Sailors' Legion, relative to 
railway labor legislation, which I ask be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be printed 
in tlle RECORD, as follows : 

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS 

PRIYATE SOLDIERS AND SAILORS' LEGION 

OJ!' THEl UNITED ST.ATES OF AMERICA, 

Washington, D. 0., March 11, 19!4. 

To the honorable the Senate and 'House of ReprescntaUves of tho 
United States of America: 

The Private Soldiers and Sailors' Legion of the United States of 
America ;respectfully petitions that Senate bill No. 264.6 and House 
bi11 No. 73G8, by Senator R. B. HOWELL, of Nebra.ska, and Representa­
tive A. W. BAnKL:SY, of Kentucky, known as the " railway labor act," 
leg1slation planned to bring enduring peace to the entire transportation 
industry of the United States, be speedily enacted into law at this 
session. 

This petition is presented folJowing the unanimous action of our 
national <'Xecutive committee last week, March 8, indorsing this legis­
lation and requesting the Congress .of the United States to enact the 
bills into J,nv. 

A large nnmber of our members throughout the United States are 
railroad men, a..fliliated with. the railroad brotherhoods and with other 
union labor organizations. 

This legislation ts solidly backed by more than 2,000,000 railroad 
workers and has "the indorsement of union labor everywhere aud our 
entire organization. 

It is a carefully prepared measure and embodies the best features 
of other laws which have tended in the past to preserye peace between 
the railroads, the railroad workers, and the public. 

We have previously asked for the repeal of the Esch-Cummins Act 
and are heartily in sympathy with the provisions of the pending act 
which would aboli~h the Railroad Labor Board. 

The proposed legislation, in our opinion, would largely tencl to pre­
vent strikes and pot the transportation business of the country on a 
sounder economic basis. 

Our national exeeuthre committee for more thn.n :five years has care! I 
fully followed all proposed railroad legislation in Congress, and it 
believes that enactment .of these bills into law would result in a square 
deal not only to the railroads and the workers but to the entire 
Ameriea.n public ln all transportation .matters. 

Respectfully submitted. 
NA.TIONAL EXECUTIVE CoMMlTTElil, 

PRIVATE SOLDIERS AND BA..lLORS' LEGION, 

[SEAL.] MARVIN GATES SPERRY, National PreBide.nt. 
BENJ. BLANK, ,National Sccreta1·y. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of Frans E. Lindquist, 
of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the passage of legislation pro­
viding that bail shall be admitted as a matter of right upon all 
arrests in criminal cases and upon all appeals or writs of error 
in the Supreme Court of too United States and any United 
States court of appeals where the offense is not punishable by 
death, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CURTIS presented a ·resolution of the Reserve Officers' 
Associationr of Lawrenee, Kans., favoring an appropriation suffi­
cierrt to furnish summer camp training to reserve officers at the 
rate of one-third of the full number each year and for the main­
tenance of divisional and regimental headquarters, which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial -0f sundry citizens of Clay 
Center, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the so­
ca'lled :McNary-Haugen bill providing aid to agriculture, which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a resolution aaopted by the Seven Fed­
erated Shop Crafts, of Fort Soott, Kans., .relative to the Tepeal 
of the transportation act of 1920, which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry empl-Oyees of the 
Kansas City Southern Railway Co., of Pittsburg, Kans., remon­
strating against the pa.ssage of legislation amending the trans­
portation act of 1920 at the present ses ion of Congress, which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution of the Ashland (Kans.) 
Study Club, favoring the enactment of legislation restricting 
the production -of narcotics to medical a:nd scientific needs, 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition -0f sundry citizens of Sterling, 
Kans., praying for the passage of the so-called John on immi­
gration bill, which was referred to the Committee -on hnmi.gra-
tion. . 

He also presented a resolution of the Associa..tion of Mechani­
cal and Power Plant Employees of the Rock lsla.nd Lines, of 
Horton, Kans., protesting against any amendment at this time 
to the transportation act of 1920, which was referred. to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Reserve Offieers' Asso­
ciation, of Sedgwick County, Kans., favoring adequate appro­
priations for the Officers' Reserve Corps in accordance ith the 
recommendation of ·the War Department, which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

INVESTIGATION OF INTERNAL REVENUE BUREAU. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent tbat 
Senate Resolution 168, submitted by the Senator from Michi­
gan [l\fr. COUZENS] February 21, 1924, authorizing the appoint­
ment of a special committee to investigate Ule Bureau of 
Internal Revenue, be recommitted ito the Committee on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFIOOR. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

l\lr. SMOOT. I was authorized by the Committee on Finance 
to report back with amendments Senate Resolution 168, which 
was jlli9t recommitted. 
· The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be placed 
on the calendar. 

REPORTS OF CO'MMITTEES. 

Mr. RALSTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which were referred the following bills, reported them e-ach 
with amendments and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 1790) for the relief of Herman 0. Kru chke (Rept. 
.i:To. 238) ; and 

A bill ( S. 1982) granting the consent of Congress to the 
construction, maintenance, and operation by the Chicago, Mil­
waukee & St Paul Railway Co., its successors and assigns, of 
a line of railroad across the northwesterly portion of the Foru 
Snelling 1\Iilitary Reservation in the State of Minnesota (Rept. 
No. 239). 

l\1r. CARAWAY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which wus referred the !bill ('S. 624) to amend the practice and 



3.940 CONGRESSIONAIJ RECORD-SENATE. l\IAilCII 11, 

procedure in Federal courts, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. l\1AYFIELD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1929) to refund to Clinton G. Edgar 
income tax erroneously and illegally collected, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 240) thereon. 

l\fr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill ( S. 350) to authorize the transfer of sur­
plus books from the Navy Department to the Interior Depart­
ment, reported it with a.n amendment and submitted a report 
(No. 241) thereon. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTBODUCED. 

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

1 
By l\lr. RANSDELL: 

· A bill ( S. 2801) to amend paragraph ( 5) of section 20 of the 
interstate coDllllerce aot; to the Committee op. Interstate 
Commerce. 

A bill ( S. 2802) for the relief of Richat·d E. A. Thiele ; to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GLASS: 

nent system of self-supporting agricultut'e in regions adversely 
affected by the stimulation of wheat production during the war, 
and aggravated by many years of small yields and high pro­
duction costs of wheat, wllich was ordered to lie on the table 
and to be printed. 

I -vESTIGATION" OF DEPAR'l' MENT Ol!' JUSTICE BY SPECIAL COMMI'l'TEE. 

l\Ir. BilOOKIIAilT. I offer a resolution on behalf of the 
select committee investigating the Department of Justice. 

The resolution ( S. Iles. 189) was read and_ referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, as follows: 

Resolved, That Senate Resolution No. 157, agreed to February 29, 1924, 
be, and the same hereby is, amended to authorize the .~elect committee 
created by sald resolution, or any subcommittee thereof, to sit and per­
form its duties at such times and places as may be deemed advisable or 
necessary i>y said committee, and to empower the chairman of said 
select committee, or any membPr thereof, to summon witnesses by sull­
prena or otherwtse and to administer oaN.1s to them. 

ACCOUNTS OF THE FARM W .\N COMl-CISSIOL'IER. 

Mr. HOWELL. · I submit a resolution, which I ask may UA 
A bill ( S. 2803) to regulate within the District of Columbia over. 

the sale of milk, cream, and certain milk products, aud for The resolution ( S. Iles. 190) was -read and ordered to lie ovN.: 
other purposes; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. under the rule, a follo·ws: 

Ily l\'Ir. CURTIS: R esolved, That tlle SeeL·etary of the Treasury be, aud he is hereb;v, 
A bill ( S. 2804) granting an increase of pension to Sa1·ah A. directed to furnish to the Senate a statement in detail of the fundt1 

James (with accompanying papers) ; that ha\"'e been covered into the account of the Farm L-oan Commis· 
A bill (S. 2805) granting an increase of pens ion to Maggie : sioner, together with a statement of the source of said funds in eacl:! 

Crouch (with accompanying papers) ; case and the !late of each disbursement from said account. 
A bill ( S. 2806) granting an increase of pension to l\Iartlla I , _ ~ 

L. Tedrick (with accompanying papers) ; and REPOR1 OF THE N ATIOl'IAL FORESTRY COlll\lISSIO~ (8. DOC. NO. 59), 

A bill ( S. 2807) granting an increase of pension to Wllliam l\lr. 1\IOSES. I ask unanimous con ent for the reconsidera· 
H. Arch~r (with accompan~1ing papers) ; to the Committee on tlon of the vote l>y which Senate Ile olution 186, to print the 
Pensions. report of the National Forestry Commission as a Senate docu-

By Mr. ASHURST: ment, Yrns agt'eed to. 
A bill (S. 2808) for the relief of Jesse A. Frost ( wit h accom- The PitESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, 

panying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. the yote by which the Senate agreed to the re. olutlon is recon-
By Mr. SPENCER: siderecl. 
A bill (S. 2809) to· amend section 4076 of the ReYised Mr. MOSR~. I request uuauimom; consent for tha pre~ent 

Statutes; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. conHideration of the resolution. 
A bill ( S. 2810) to amend an act entitled "An a ct to proYide 'l' here l>eiug no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider 

revenue, to regulate commerce with foreign natiops, to encour- the resolution. 
age the industries of the United States, and for other· pur- Mr. lHOSl~S. I move to amend tbe resolution by addin"" at 
poses," approved SeptemlJer 21, 1922., commonly kn-0wn as the the end thereof the word · "with illust1·ations." 
tariff act of 1922; to the Committee on Finance. 'l'hc nruendmeot was agL·eed to. 

A bill (S. 2811) granting a pension to Anna :M. Kneibert 'l'be i·e ·olution as amended was agreed to, as follows: 
(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. Resolved, That the report of the National Fore!llry Commis~lon for 

By Mr. BURSUM: tbe year ending June 30, ln23, be ptinted as a eaate document, wJth 
A bill (S. 2812) to extend the benefits of the emploJ·ees' illustrn.tions. 

compensation act of Septeml>er 7, 1916, to John F . Ogle by i to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Ily Mr. HOWELL: 
A l>ill ( S. 2813) reaffi1·m1ng the use of the ether for radio 

communication or otherwise to l>e the inalienal>lc posse.;;sion of 
the Nation, and for other purposes ; to the Committee on Inter­
state Commerce. 

By Mr. SPENCER: 
A joint resolution ( S. J. Iles. 95) to autl10rizo the A.merican 

National Iled Cross to continue the use of temporary )Uildings 
now erected on Square 172, Washington, D. 0. : to tlle Com­
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

HOU SE BlLL REFEREED. 

The bill (H. R. 518) to authorize and direct tl1e Secre tary of 
War, for national defense in time of war and for the produc­
tion of fertilizers and other useful product in time f peace, to 
sell to Henry Ford, or a corporation to be incorporated by him, 
nitrate plant No. 1, at Sheffield, Ala.; nitrate plant No. 2, at 
Muscle Shoals, Ala. ; Waco Quarry, near Ru sellville, Ala. ; 
steam-power plant to be locatecl and constructed at or near 
Lock and Dam No. 17 on the Black Warrior River, Ala., wi th 
right of way and transmission line to nitrate plant No. 2, 
Muscle Shoals, Ala.; and to lease to Henry Ford, or a corpora­
tion to be incorporated by him, Dam No. 2 and Dam No. 3 (a s 
designated in H. Doc. No. 1262, 64th Cong., 1st sess. ) , including 
power s tations when constructed as provided herein, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by it t itle and referred to the Com­
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

AGRI CUL'l'URAL DIVE~SIFICA'l'ION. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill ( S. 2250) to promote a perma-

CHANGE OF0 DATE OF INAUG UR_\TlON. 

'l'hP. !'RESIDING OFFICER. Ther l>cing no re 0lution 
comi11g oYcr from a prcYious <la;r, routine momi11g buslnes 
is closed. Iu pursuance of the unanimous-consent agreement 
heretofore enter d into the Ohafr 1uys hefore the Senate 
Senate Joint n.e.·olution 22. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
considei· the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 22) prop<)sing an 
ameu<lment to t11e Coni:;titution of tbe United State fixing 
the commencement of the terms of President and Vice Pr(': i­
den t anu Members of Congress, and fixing the time of the 
as embling of Congress, wbich llad been reported from the 
C •rnmittee on the Judiciary with am -ndments. 

l\fr. ·onRIS. I ask unnnimou con~ent that the formal 
r ('adlng of the joint resolution be dispensed with nnd that 1t 
be reu.d for Rmendment, the committee amendments to be 
first considered. 

Tlte PRESIDING OFFICER. Is tllere objection? The 
Chair hears non 

The rending clerk proceeded to read the joint resolution. 
The firt :unendment of the Committee on the Judiciary 

was, on page 2, line 3, after the word ' President," to in ·ert 
" in oftice at rlle time this amendment takes effect"; and in' 
line 5, after the word "Represeutati ~·es," to insert '·then in 
office." so as to make the section read: 

S ECTIO:s 1. '.fhe terms of the President and Vice rresident in offic 
at the t ime tbl amendment t kes effect shalJ end at noou on the 
thlrcl Monday in January and tb e terms of E::em.1.tors and Uepresenta­
tives tben in office :it noon on tbe first Monrtay in J anuary, of the 
vear in which such term would ha\"'e end <l if t his :.u·ticle had not 
been ra tifie<l , and the t t> rms of their successors shall then begin. 
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Tl1e amendment was agreed' to. 
The next amendment was, on page· 2, after line 11, to strike 

out line 12 tu line 17, both inclusive, as- follows: 
SEC. 8. If the Rouse o:f Representatives shall not choose a Presi­

dent whenever the right of choice sliall devolve upon them. before the 
time fixed for the beginning of his term, then the Vice Pr.esident 
shall act as Presldent as in the case of the deatli or othei: constitu­
tiona l disability of the President. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

SEC. 3. If the House of Repr:esentatlves , ha:s not cbos-en a_ Presi­
dent, whenever the right of cltoice devolves upon them, before the 
time fixed for the beginning o:f his term, tlren the Vice President; 
chosen for the same term shall act as. President until the House: of 
Representatives chooses a President; a.nd the Congress ma.y by law­
provide th.at in the event the Vice President has not been chosen 
before the time fixed for the heginning of bis term1 what officer ehall 
then act a& President, n.nd such otfi.ce-r shall act accordingly until the 
House of Reprasentativ.es chaoses a Pr.esident, or until the Senate 
chooses a Vice President. 

Tlie amendment was agreed to. 
Mr: FEETCHER Before we pass from the amendments, ib 

seems to me that section 1 would read better :i:f it read "the 
terms of the President and· Vice President in office at the time 
this amendment takes effect and the · terms of Senators and 
Representatives then in office shall end at noon on the first 
Monday in January of the year. in which such terms would have 
ended," rather than as it now reads: 

The tei:m.s of the. President and Vioe President in office at: the time 
this amendment takes effect shall end at noon on tire third Monday in 
January-

The 1oint resolution does. not state what J.annary"-
and the. terms of Senato.rB and Representatives then in office at noon 
on the fu:st Monday in Jan.nary- ot the" y-ear-

.A'.nd so forth. 
Mr. NORRIS. That language indicates what' J'anuary- is 

meant. 
l\1r. FLETCHER. It does, but it is a little ambiguouS' as to 

the President. Would the resolution not read better 1f it pro­
vided?~ 

The terms of the President and Vi~ President ih office at the- tline 
Wis amendment takes effect and the terms of Senators and Representa­
tives in office· shall end at noon on the third Monday~ 

l\fr .. NQRRIS. No. The Senator from Florida_ will observe 
that it i.& proposed that: the term• o-f the President and Vice 
President shall end on a different day entirely from the day-on 
which the terms of Members o:f Congress shall' end. 

Mr. FLETCHER. One is OTu the third l\fonday--
Mr. N.QRRIS, One is on the third Monday and the other is 

on the first Monday. 
l\Ir. FLETCHER. I had not noticed that. 
M:r. NORRIS. If the Senate may act on the pending amend­

ment, r desire to suggest an amendment to the· next committee 
amendment. 

The PR'EJSIT>ING· OFFrcER'. The commitooe amendment 
last stated lias been agreed tu. 

l\fr. NORRIS. V:ery well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nert committee amend­

ment will. be stated. 
The next amendment reported by the Committee on the 

J'ndiciary was, cm page 3, after line 3, to insert the following 
clause: 

SEC. 4. This amendment shall take effect on the 15th day of Decem­
ber after its ratification. 

Mr. NORRIS. Min. President, in the committee amendment 
which bas just been stated, I am authorized, on. behalf of.. the 
committee, to propose an amendment on page 3, line 5, after 
the words "day of," to strike out "December" and to insert 
"October." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment to the committee amendment, which will 
be stated .. 

The READING Cr.ERK. On page a, line 5, after the words "day 
of," it is nroposed to strike out the word " December " and in­
sert the word "October,'' so that the clause will read: 

SEo. 4. This amendment shall. take effeet on t.he 15.th day of October 
afte~ its ratification. 

I Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I db not rise in a spirit 
of hostility to tl1e joint resolution; but will the Senator from 
.. rebraska explain why the change proposed by the amendment 
to the amendment1 is suggested-? 

Mr. 1\'rQRRIS. The cbange is necessary for this reason: The 
<'.:lonstitution at present provides that Congress shall assemble 
on the first 1\fonday in December, unless otherwise provided 
by law. If this proposed legislation did not take effect until 

1 the 15th day of Deeember, the new Congress would convene on 
the first Monday in January, but the old Congress, under the 

·existing Constitution, the joint resolution not having gone into 
effect; would. convene on the first Monday· ill' December. It is 
to avoid the-convenipg of the old Congress that the amendment 
to the amendment is proposed. 

l\Ir. WADSWORTH. The• old and the new Congresses would 
collide on midnight of the 14th of December. 

~.fr. NORRTS. Yes. • 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the amend­

ment fu the amendment is agreed to, and the amendment. as 
amended is- agreed to. The joint resolution is still before the 
Senate, as in. Committee of the Whole, and is open to amend­
ment. 

l\1r. REED of 1\lissourl. Mr. President, I should like to in­
quire if it is to be undertaken to pass this kind of a measure 
through the Senate in the morning hour? 

The PRE.SIDING. OFFICER. There is a unanimous-con­
sent agreement that tha joint resolution shall be taken up at 
the conclusion of the routine morning business to-day. Tl:i.ere 
is nothing in tlie unanimous-consent agreement, however, as to 
the final disposition of the joint resolution. 

Mr. NORRIS. N'o; M.r. President. there will be no attemnt 
to pass the joint resolution in thfr monning hour, if Senators 
desire to debate the .. measure longer. Routine morning business 
is. over, but the morning hour, of coui:se, is not ended. There 
is no limitation in the unanimous-con.sent agreement about de­
bate or about taking a.final vote.. 

:.Mr. REED of Missouri. Bas the. business of the morning 
hour been. dispored of? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The routine morning_ business 
has been concluded} and th.e Senate is- now- :gr.oceeding under 
the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr~ REED of Missouri. Mr. President, unf-0rtunatel.y for 
myself I have been absent from the Senate for several days. 
The joint resolution now under consideration by- the Senate 
w.a.s before the Judiciary Committee when· I left Washington, 
and I had no idea that it had· b.een. reported out fI:om that 
committee. I should have liked, to have had some: time to- pre­
pare a thorough analysis of this jaint resolution and to haive 
g.one into some: uf ·the historic queStiQilS relating. to it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. :President, may I interrupt the Senator? 
The PBESIDJ:NGi OFFICER. Does_ the- Senator from Mis­

souri yield to the Senator from Nebraska1 
Mr. REED of .Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. NQR&IS. L have not been able to hear what the Sen­

ator said on_ account oft the confusion around me, but' does the 
Sena.tor want more time to debate the joint resolution?· 

Mr. REED of-1\Iissouri. I do. I think the tinkering with the 
Constitution of. the: United States· in. a . rapid fire manner is 
always a mistake. If L had been nresent in the Senate, there 
would have been no unanimous-consent agreement to set this 
matter down for discussion. at this time. I have no oompfilint 
t;o make of the caurae which was followed, because it may 
neadily lie- saidi that I could have been here, Mlcl I would ha.-ve 
been had it been possible. I should like to have this matter go 
over to-day; without. any action. L think it is a v.ery great 
mi.stake. L think it strikes· at one of the big. funda.nrentals that 
the framers ofl the Constitution. intended to put into this docu­
ment.. 

I know the cr:y is that the minute the election ls over the new 
men, elected ought instantly to assume. power and immediataJy 
begin the business, as it is put, of carrying out the will of the 
people. It is, a ver~ seductive cry and a, >ery dange.roug cry. 
'I:he checks an.d safeguards which were put into our Constitu­
tion w.ere nut_ there by very wise men and for very substantial 
reasons, and I am not in favor of taking them out. L should 
like to ha\"e the joint resolution go · over until to-morrow. I 
should like to discuss it, and I should like- a fe.w hours to pre­
:vare some memonanda.. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mi:. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sena.tor from Mis­

souri. yield to the · Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. REED of. Missouri.. I yield.. 
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:Mr. NORRIS. Let me -suggest to the Senator that if we can 
make a unanimous-consent agreement that it shall go over until 
the conclusion and final disposition of the present unfinished 
business and that it shall then be taken up and shall not be 
laid aside except by unanimous consent until it is finally dis­
posed of, I shall have no objection to making that kind of 
agreement. If such an agreement may be made, would that 
suit the Senator? 

Mr. REED of Missouri. That would suit me. All that I 
want is ·full debate. 

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator would, under the present 
unanimous-consent agreement, have opportunity for full debate, 
because the debate is not limited in any way; but I wish to 
accommodate the Senator, and I will submit, Mr. President, if 
the Senator will yield for that purpose, a request for unani­
mous con ent. 

l\lr. REED of Missouri. I yield to the Senator from Ne­
braska. 

Mr. NORRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the joint reso­
lution may be taken up immediately after the disposition of the 
present unfinished business and that it shall not be laid aside, 
except temporarily by unanimous consent, until it is finally 
disposed of. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. That might mean to-day, I pre­
sume. 

l\lr. NORRIS. It could come up to-day, but I will say to 
the Senator if he wants to debate it to-morrow and it should 
come up to-day, I will make no objection to laying it aside 
temporarily. I should like to take it up, so that it may take its 
place as the unfinished business; but I am not going to prevent 
the Senator from having full debate on the joint resolution by 
seeking to dispose of it to-day. I do not know how long the 
unfinished business will take. 

l\Ir. REED of Missouri. Of course, I do not put this on any 
personal grounds, but I say we are tinkering with the Consti­
tution, and we ought to be mighty careful what we do·. 

Mr. NORRIS. l\Ir. President, I agree that we ought to be 
careful as to what we do, and that is the reason I am making 
a proposition which it seems to me ought not to bring forth 
any objection. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Will it be agreeable to the Senator 
to put it down by unanimous consent for next Monday or 
Tuesday-say, Tuesday-then proceed with it until it is dis­
posed of? 

Mr: NORRIS. Mr. President, I should not have so much 
objection to that if I did not feel that by that time there will 
be other measures on the calendar which other Senators may 
desire to take up, and it might seriously interfere with some 
other arrangement. I will agree that if the unfinished busi­
ness is disposed of and this is taken up, it shall be temporarily 
laid aside until 2 o'clock to-morrow, and then it shall be pro­
ceeded with, and not be laid aside, except temporarily by unani­
mous consent, until final disposition. It seems to me that is a 
fair proposition. 

l\Ir. REED of Missouri. I shall not object to that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Ne­

l>raska state hLs request? 
l\fr. NORRIS. I ask unanimous consent that Senate Joint 

Resolution 22, now before the Senate, be taken up immediately 
after the disposition of the present unfinished business ; that 
if the present unfinished bu iness is disposed of to-day, Senate 
Joint Resolution 22 shall be temporarily laid aside until 2 
o'clock to-morrow, at which time it shall be taken up, and not 
laid aside, except temporarily by unanimous consent, until its 
final di position. 

l\fr. KING. Mr. President, let me suggest to the Senator one 
qualification-that if the unfinished busine s which is now 
before the Senate shall not be concluded until to-morrow the 
joint resolution which the Senator has in charge shall be taken 
up the following day at 2 o'clock, and be proceeded with as in­
dicated in the event that we shall take this matter up to­
morrow. 

l\fr. NORRIS. Of course, under my unanimous-consent 
request if the present unfinished business should not be dis­
posed of until to-morrow the joint resolution would not come 
up to-day. 

Mr. KING. I am not sure about that. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. Oh, yes. 
Mr. KING. It would not come up to-day, but we would then 

take it up to-morrow at 2 o'clock and proceed with it. 
Mr. NORRIS. Yes; if the unfinished business were not dis· 

posed of, then it would not come up, of course. Under my 
proposition it would not come up under any circumstances 
until the final disposition of the present unfinished business. 

Mr. KING. The point I had in mind was that if the unfin­
ished business should go over until to-morrow I should not 
want the jo~t resolution of the Senator voted upon to-morrow. 
I should like an intervening day. 

Mr. NORRIS. I take it, from what the Senator from Mis­
souri [Mr. REED] says, that it would not be voted on; there 
would be enough debate on it to take it over. 

Mr. REED of Missouri Let me make this suggestion as to 
the form of the unanimous-consent agreement: That at 2 
o'clock of the day succeeding the disposition of the present 
unfinished business the joint resolution shall be taken up and 
proceeded with to final disposition, unless it shall be laid aside 
temporarily by unanimous consent. 

Mr. NORRIS. The difficulty with that is that the unfin­
ished business may not be disposed of at that time. 

l\lr. REED of Missouri No; the Senator does not quite 
follow me. My suggestion is that at 2 o'clock of the day suc­
ceeding the disposition of the present unfinished business the 
joint resolution shall be taken up and proceeded with to final 
disposition, unless temporarily laid aside by unanimous con­
sent. That is the form in which I would put it. That would 
mean that if we got through to-day it would then come up 
to-morrow at 2 o'clock. If we do not get through until to­
morrow, it would then come up the next day at 2 o'clock; but 
there is that interregnum allowed, so that we do not do any­
thing until the next day. 

Mr. NORRIS. Let me see if I can state it in accordance 
with the Senator's suggestion: That at 2 o'clock following the 
day on which the present unfinished business is disposed of 
this joint resolution, S. J. Res. 22, shall be taken up, and 
not laid aside, except temporarily by unanimous consent, 
until its final disposition. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. That is agreeable. 
Mr. NORRIS. .All right. 

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent that at 2 o'clock on the day following 
the disposition of the unfinished business this joint resolu­
tion shall be taken up, and not be laid aside, except temporarily 
and by unanimous consent, until final disposition. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the agreement is en­
tered into. 

AMENDMENTS TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Mr. WAD SW ORTH. Mr. President, I think this an oppor­
tune and proper moment to call the attention of the Senate 
to Senate Joint Resolution No. 4, which is No. 214. on the 
calend~r. and which also proposes an amendment to the Con­
stitution of the United States-an amendment which bas al­
ready been mentioned casually in debate here, in fact at some 
length, and very informingly, by the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. ASHURST]. I desire to say that at the conclusion of the 
consideration of Senate Joint Resolution No. 22, in connection 
with which a unanimous-consent agreement ha · just been 
reached, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of Senate Joint Resolution No. 4. 

THE CALEJ\TJ>A.B. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order. 

l\fr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that we begin at 
the number where we left off yesrerday. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas 
asks unanimous consent to begin with Order of Business No. 
161, that being where the Senate left off the consideration of 
the calendar the last time it was before the Senate. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the Secretary will pro­
ceed with the call of the calendar in accordance with the 
agre-ement. 

ST. CROIX RIVER ~RIDGE. 

The bill (H. R. 5337) granting the consent of Congre s tq 
construct a bridge over the St. Croix River between Vance­
boro, Me., and St. Croix, New Brunswick, was announced as 
first in order on the calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the con­
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, 
as follows: 

Be it t>nacted, etc., That the consent of Congre s is hereby granted 
to the State of Maine to construct, mainti1!n, and operate jointly 
with the Dominion of Canada u bridge to be located over the St. 
Croix River at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, between 
Vanceboro, State of Maine, and St. Croix, Province of New Bruns­
wick, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled "An act 
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to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters," ap- I avail ourselves more of the instrumentalities of the League of 

· tprovell March 23, 1906: Pt·ovided, That the construction of said bridge Nations, which instrumentalities are doing a vast amount of 
ahall not be commenced untll the consent of the Parliament or other good in obtaining information of an economic and political char­
propl'r authority of the Dominion of Canada for the erection of the acter, and are doing a great deal toward promoting peace 
strncture shall ha;e been obtained. throughout the world . 

..,•i,;c. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby May I say at this point that I have pending before the 
e..cpn~.;sly re erved. Senator's committee a resolution which asks for the calling 

. of a world conference to consider economic and industrial and 
The bill was . rep~rted to :11e Senate. :w1t~out amendment, financial problems with a view to stabilizing exchange, reha bili­

ordered to a third reading, mad the thn:d time, and passed. tating Europe, expanding our foreign markets, and directly as 
ST. JOHN TIIVER BRIDGE. a result of those activities promoting peace throughout the 

The bill ( H. R. 5348) granting the consent of Congress for world? I certainly should be glad if the Senator's committee 
the <~oustruction of a bridge across the St. John Riter between would report the resolution for the consideration of the Senate. 
Fort Kent, l\Ie., and Clairs, Pror"ince of New Brunswick, I think no more forward step could be taken at the present 
Can:u1a, vrns considered as in Committee of the Whole and time than for President Coolidge to call a world congress, per­
was read, as follows: haps two congresses, one to consider the question of dis-

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted armament, the other to consider financial and economic prob­
for tho con truction, maintenance, and operation by the State of lems. Ur. Dawes is in Europe now-not officially, but unoffi- · 
Mainti and the Dominion of Canada, jointly, of a bridge to be erected cially-and I feel hopeful that bis services there may be of 
aero i.J the St. John River, at a point suitable to the interests of some avail. If our Government should take adequate steps, 
navigation, between Fort Kent, l\Ie., and Clairs, Province of New I am sure that it could do much toward promoting the return 
Brunswick, Canada, in accordance with tho provisions of the act en- of prosperity to Europe, which means prosperity to the United 
titled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable States. 
watNR," approved March 23, 1906: Provided, That the construction The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution is before 
of s11id bridge shall not be commenced until the consent of the proper the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open to amend­
authorities of the Dominion of Canada for the erection of the structure ment. If there be no amendment to be proposed, the joint 
shall have been obtained. resolution will be reported to the Senate. 

SEC. 2. That tho right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
cxpres ly reserved. amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OHIO BIVER BRIDGE. 

The bill (H. R. 5624) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Ohio River to connect the city of Benwood, W. Va., 
nnd the city of Bellaire, Ohio, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole and was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Inter tate Bridge Co., a corporation 
organized ancl existing under the laws of the State of Ohio, its suc­
ces ors and assigns, is hereby authorized to construct, I!laintaln, and 
operate a. bridge and approaches thereto across the Ohio River, at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation, to and into the city of 
Benwood, Union District, County of Marshall, in the State of West 
Virginia, from the central part of the city of Bellaire, County of 
Belmont, in the State of Ohio, in accordance with the provisions of 
the net entitled ".An act to regulat.e the construction of bl'idges over 
navi~able waters," approved March 23, 1900. 

si:c. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal thls act is hereby 
expre.s>ily reserved. 

The bill 'las reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and pasi5ed. 

INTEr.N.A.TIONAL STA'l'ISTICA:L BD'.REAU AT THE II.AGUE. 

TJ1e joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 76), authorizing the main­
tenance by tile United States of membership in the International 
Stati tical Bureau at The Hague, was considered as in Com­
mittee of the Whole and was read, as follows : 

Rc::iolved, etc., That the Secretary of State is hereby authorized and 
directed to contribute such a sum as may be annually appropriated by 
Congress to the International Statistical Bureau at The Hague, to en­
a~le . the United States to maintain a membership therein. 

l\fr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to have the Senator 
from l\Iassachusetts [1\lr. LoDGE], who is the author of the 
joint resolution, make some el..-planation in regard t0 it. 
Furthermore, if it is pertinent to the situation, I should like 
to have the Senator e>..-plaiu why we should not obtain the in­
formation desired through tlle insh·umentalities set up by the 
league, which htn-e broader information than this organizution? 

Mr. LODGE. 1\11'. President, in the first place, on the point 
the Senator has just raised, the league has joined this statis­
tical lmreau. It has been e8tablished for some time at The 
Hague, and it is thought to be a very valuable source of in­
formation. The passage of this joint resolution was reeom­
mended to the committee by the State Department, of .course, 
and it was unanimously reported by the committee. I think 
the annual cost will be $2,000. It was thougllt to be a ·rnry 
valuable bureau for us to join; and, as I say, the league has 
alreauy joined it, I understand. 

Mr. KING. I have no objection to the joint resolution. 
Upon the contrary, I favor an~· measure that will bring us 
legitimately into contact with other nations for the purpose 
of stabilizing industrial and economic and political conditions, 
and promoting world amity _and p~ace. I regret that we do not 
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the third time, and passed. 
PAN AMERICAN SANITARY CONl'ERENCE AT HA.BAN.A, CUBA. 

The joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 77) authorizing tile appoint­
ment of delegates to represent the United States at the seventh 
Pan .American Sanitary Conference to be held at Habana, 
Cuba, in November, 1924, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole and was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., '£hat there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
sum of $3,000 for the purpose of defraying the cost of representation 
of the United States by four delegates in the seventh Pan .American 
Sanitary Conference to be held at Habana, Cuba, in November, 1924. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, the calendar says that this 
joint resolution is reported with an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the 
clerks at the desk that the print of the joint resolution does 
not show any amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. There is no amendment that I know of. I 
think it is a mistake Of the calendar. 

Mr. FLETCHER. The calendar says that it was reported 
by tile Senator from Massachusetts from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, with an amendment. 

l\Ir. LODGE. That is evidently a mistake. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution ls in the 

Senate and open to amendment. If there be no amendment to 
be proposed, the question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PROPOSED TAX PLANS· (S. DOC. NO. 62). 

Mr. Sil\lM:ONS. Mr. President, out of order I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed as a public document a certain table 
about which I have spoken to the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
SMOOT], the chairman of the Finance Committee, and also the 
Senator from Kansas [l\fr. CURTIS], a member of the Finance 
Committee, giving the amount of income taxes under the pres­
ent law, the Mellon bill, the Garner plan, and the Longworth 
plan, giving also the amount of reduction of total taxes under 
these three different plans, and giving also the percentage of 
reduction of total taxes under these three plans. 'l.'he table 
begins with an income of $3,000 and embraces all incomes up to 
$5,000,000. 

I think this will be a very helpful document. It was pre­
pared by a thoroughly competent expert who .has been with the 
Ways and Means Committee for many years. I ask unanimous 
consent also that it be printed in the CoNGBESSIONAL RECORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the l"e­
quest of the Senato11 from North Carolina that too table re­
ferred to be printed as a public document, and also printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD? The Chair bears none, and it is 
so qrdered. 
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The table is as follows : · 

Comparison oft'M Mellon, Garner, and LMZgworth tin plans with the presene law (married pera<>n8 wUhout <lependents), on 'lkuis of unearned income. 

Amount of tax under-

Income. 

Present. Mellon. Gamer. Longworth. 

Amount of reduction of total tax 
under-

Percentage of reduction of 
total tax under-

Mellon. Gamer. Longworth. Mellon. Gamer. Long­
wm·th. 

$1,000 ..••.•••••• •••••••••••••••••••ooooooo •••••~•••••••• ••"'o•o•••••o•• oo~oooooooooo •o-ooOooooo• ••••oOoooooooo 000000000000 •••••••••••• •••••••••• •••••••••• •oooooooO'O 

$2,000 .••• •••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••• •••••••••• ••.••••••••••.•.•••••••••••••••• ·······-·· ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••.•••••••••.••.•...•.•••••..•.•• 
$3,000.......................... •• •• •• • • •• . $20. 00 $15. 00 • ••• • •.. •. - .. - SIO. 00 15. 00 $20. 00 $10. 00 25. 00 100. 00 50. 00 
~.ooo...... .. . . . . . .•• •. .•. ..•... ••.••...•. 60. oo 45, oo $20. oo 30. oo 10. oo 4-0. oo 30. oo 25. oo 66. 67 so. oo 
5,000 ...•.•.••.•••••• ·-................... 100. 00 75. 00 40. 00 60. 00 25. 00 60. 00 60. 00 25. 00 60. 00 50. ()() 

t6,000... . . . • . • . • • • . • . • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . 160. 00 120. 00 80. 00 80. 00 40. 00 so. 00 80. 00 25. 00 60. 00 w. 00 
$7,000.. .• •• • • • • . • • ••••••• •• • • . •• ••••••• •• • 250. 00 180. 00 120. 00 130. 00 70. 00 130. 00 120. 00 28. 00 52. 00 48. 00 
SS,000..................................... 340. 00 240. 00 160. 00 180. 00 100. 00 180. 00 Hill. 00 29. 41 52. 94 · 47. 06 

. SE! 000 .••••••••••••• •••••••• ••• •• • • • • •••••• '30. 00 300. 00 220. 00 230. ()() 130. 00 210. 00 200. 00 30. 23 48. 84 46. 51 
'io,ooo................................... 520. oo 360. oo 280. oo 2.W. oo 160. oo 240. oo 2-10. oo 30. 76 46. 15 46. 15 
$11,000 •• ·- •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • .. • • 620. 00 4.10. 00 MO. 00 355. 00 190. 00 280. 00 265. 00 30. M 45. 16 42. 74• 
$12,000... . . • • . • . • • . • • . • • • . • . • • • . • • • • • . • . .. 720. 00 500. 00 400. 00 430. ()() 220. 00 320. 00 290. 00 30. 55 44: 44 40. 28 
$13,000.................................... 830. 00 580. 00 470. 00 512. 50 250. 00 360. 00 317. 50 30. 12 43. 37 38. 25 
$14,000..... •• •• .• •• • •.• • ••• • • •• ••. • •. .. • . . 9·10. 00 660. 00 MO. 00 595. 00 280. 00 400. 00 345. 00 29. 78 42. 55 36. 70 

15,000 .................. ----·············· 1,050.00 Wl.00 620.00 685.00 310.00 440.00 375.00 29.24 4L51 35.38 
$16,000. ........... . • • . . • • • • • . • • • • • • • • • . • . . 1, 180. 00 840. 00 700. 00 775. 00 340. 00 480. 00 405. 00 28. 81 40. 68 34. 32 
'17,000 ...•.•.•...•.•.... ······-···· ·••·•·• 1,310. 00 94.0. 00 790. 00 872. 50 370. 00 520. 00 437. 50 28. 24. 39. 69 33. 40 
118,000.................................... 1, 440. 00 1, 040. 00 880. 00 970. 00 400. 00 560. 00 470. 00 27. 77 38. 89 32. 64 
$19,000.................................... 1,580.00 1,150.00 980.00 1,075.00 430.00 600.00 505.00 27,21 37.97 31.96 
$20,000.................................... 1,720.00 1,260.00 1,080.00 1,180.00 460.00 64.0.00 M0.00 26.74 37.21 31.40 
521,000.................................... 1, 880. 00 1, 380. 00 1, 190. 00 I, 300. 00 600. 00 690. 00 580. 00 26. 59 36. 70 30. 85 
f;22,000.................................... 2, 040. 00 1, 500. 00 1, 300. 00 1, 420. 00 MO. 00 74.0. 00 620. 00 26. 47 36. 21 30. 39 
$23,0ilO .•.•••••••••••••• -~- •• -·............ 2, 210. 00 1, 630. 00 1, 420. 00 1, 547. 50 ORO. 00 790. 00 66~. 50 26. 24 35. 75 29. 98 
$24,000...... •. . . • . • . . . . • • • • •• . • . . . . • . • • •• . 2, 380. 00 1, 760. 00 1, 540. 00 1, 675. ()() 620. 00 81-0. 00 70:J. 00 26. 05 35. 29 29. 62 
$2.5,000........ •• • • •• • . ••• •• •• • . • • . ••••••• 2, SUJ. 00 1, 900. 00 1, 670. 00 1, 810. 00 660. 00 890. 00 750. 00· 25. 78 34. 77 29. :iO 
~26,000................................... 2, 740. 00 2, 040. 00 1, 800. 00 1, 945. 00 700. 00 940. 00 7il5. 00 25. 54 34. 31 29. 01 
$27 ,000 ...• - • . . • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • . • • • • • • . . • . . 2, 930. 00 2, 190. 00 11 941J. 00 2, 087. 50 740. 00 990. 00 84.2. 50 25. 25 33. 79 28. 75 
$28,ooo................................... a, 120. oo 2, 340. oo 2, oso. oo z, 230. oo 780. oo 1, 040. oo 890. oo 25. oo 33. 33 2ii. 53 
S29,000 .••.••••••••••••••••• --······-····· 3,320.00 2,500.00 2,230.00 2,380.00 820.00 1,000.00 940.00 2-1.69 32.83 28.31 
$30,000................................... 3,.520.00 2,t60.00 2,3SO.OO 2,530.00 800.00 1,140.00 990.00 24.43 32.39 2 .13 
$31,000 ..••.••••••••• -~................... 3, 730. 00 2, 830. 00 2, Mo8. ~ 2, 687.1\0 900. 00 1, 190. 00 1, 042. 50 24.12 31. 90 27. 98 
$32,000................................... 3,940.00 8,000.00 2,7. 2,845.00 940.00 1,24-0.00 1,095.00 23.85 31.47 'i7.79 
$33,000 ..••••.•.••.....••••••.••••• -...... 4,110.00 a,180.00 2,870:00 s,011.50 wo.oo 1,300.00 1,152.50 23.74 31.18 nMi 
S34,000................................... 4,400.oo a,sco.oo 3,<»o.oo 8,100.00 1,<H-O.cxr 1,360.oo 1,210.00 23.63 30.91 ~7.50 
$3.5,000............... .. . . • .. .• •• •• . • . . • . • 4, 630. 00 3, 550. 00 8, 220. 00 3, 362. 50 1, 080. 00 1, 410. 00 1, 267. 50 23. 32 30A5 .;7. 38 
$.16,000 •.•••••••••••••••••••••••••• - •••••. 4,860.00 3,140,00 a,400.oo a,535.oo 1,120.00 1,460.oo 1,325.oo 23.04 30.M 21.26 
ss1,ooo .•••••.••••••••••••••• ··-·.. •• ••••. 5, loo. oo 31940. oo 3, 5~0. oo a, 71?. oo 1, 100. oo 1, 510. oo 1, 3~. oo 22. 74 w. 61 ~1. rn 
$.18,000................................... ~340.00 4,140.00 3,700.00 3,89;i.OO 1,200.00· 1,560.00 l,44<J.OO 22.47 29.21 :t7.00 
$39,000................................... o,590.00 4,340.00 3,980.00 4,082.50 1,250.00 1,610.00 1,507.50 22.30 28.80 26.97 
Wl,000.... • . • • • . • • • • • • • • • • . • • • • . • • • • • • • • 5, 840. 00 4, 540. 00 4) 180. 00 4, 270. 00 1, 300. 00 1, 660. 00 1, 570. 00 22. 2G 28. 42 26. 
$.U,000 ••••••••••••••••• ·-· •••••• •••• •• • • • 6, 100. 00 4, 750. 00 4, 390. 00 4, 465. 00 1, 350. 00 1, 710. 00 1, 635. 00 22.13 211- (13 26. SO 
$42,000................................... 6, 3'10. 00 4, 960. 00 4, 500. 00 4, 660. ()() 1, 400. 00 1, 760. ()() 1, 700: 00 22. 01 27. 67 26. 73 
$43,000...................... .• . . . . • • .. . . . 6, 630. 00 6, 170. 00 4, 820. 00 4, 862. 50 1, 460. 00 1, 810. 00 1, 7u7. 50 22. 02 27. 30 2G. 00 
$44/JOO.. . . • . . . . • • . • • . • . • . • . • . . . . • • • . • • . . . ~ 900. 00 5, 3~. 00 5, 040. 00 5, 065. 00 1, 520. 00 1, 860. 00 1, -~5. 00 22. m 2il. 00 '.<fi.li9 
$45,000.................. •. • . . . • . • . . • . •• . • . I, 180. 00 5, 590. 00 5, Z70, 00 51 275. 00 1, 590. 00 1, 910. 00 1, 905. 00 22.14 26. 60 26. 53 
$40,000 .•••••••••••••••••••• -~ •• __ ••••••••. :0 4.60. 00 5, 800. on 5, 500. 00 5, 485. 00 11 660. 00 1, 960. 00 1, 975. 00 22. 25 26. 27 26. 47 

47,000............... .• • . • • • • • • . • • • . • . • . . . ·1, 750. 00 6, 020. 00 5, 740. 00 6, 702. 50 1, 730. 00 2, 010. 00 2, 047. 50 22. 32 25. 94 26. 41 
48,000.................................... 8, 040. 00 6, 240. ()() 5, 980. 00 5, 920. 00 1, 800. 00 2, 060. 00 2, 120. ()() 22. 38 25. 62 26. 37 

$19,030 .•.••• __ ••••• •• • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . 8, 340. 00 6, 460. 00 6, 230. 00 6, 145. 00 1, 880. 00 2, 110. 00 2, 195. 00 22. 54 25. 30 £6. 32 
$50,000 ...•••..••• · ...•........••.•.•••.. - .. ' 8, 640. 00 6, 680. 00 6, 480. 00 6, 370. 00 1,.960. 00 2, 160. 00 2, 270. 00 22. 68 25. 00 26. Z7 
is1,ooo .................................... • 8, 950. oo 6, ooo. oo 6, 740. oo 6, 602. so 2, o5o. oo 2, 210. oo 2, 347. 50 22. go 24. 69 :ln. 23 
!52,000................. •• .• . . . . . . • . . . • . . . . 9, 260. 00 7, 120. 00 7, 000. 00 6, 835. 00 2, 140. ()() 2, 260. 00 2, 425. 00 23.11 24. 41 2.6.19 
WS,000 ...•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.. 9,580.00 7,350.00 71 270.00 7,075.00 2,230.00 2,310.00 2,505.00 23.27 24.11 26.15 
$54,000.................................... 9, 900. '00 7, 580. 00 7, 540; 00 _?, 315. 00 2,320. 00 21 360. 00 2, 58.?. 00 23. 43 11 23. 84 26. ll 
$.55,000 ...•••..•••.•..•..••.•.•.•.•••.•.... 10,230.00 7,810.00 7,820.00 1,562.50 2,420.00 2,410.00 2,667.50 23.65 23.56 26.08 
s.55,000 ...••••••••••••..••••••••••••••••.•. 10,560.00 8,(}10.00 8,100.00 7,810.00 2,520.00 2,460.00 2;750.00 23.86 23.30 26.0i 
$57,000 .•••••••••••••.••••••••••.•••••.•••. 10,900.00 8,270.00 8,390.00 8,065.00 2,630.00 2,510.00 2,835.00 24.12 23.03 26.01 
$58,000 .••.•••••••••••••••••.••••••.•• ·-·.. 11, 24.0. 00 8, 500. 00 8, 680. 00 8, 320. 00 2, 140. 00 2, 560. 00 2, 920. 00 2i. 37 22. 78 25. 98 
$09,000.................................... 11,590.00 8,740.00 8,980.00 8,582.&J 2,850.00 2,610.00 3,007.50 24.59 22.53 25.95 
!60,000............................... •. . . . 11, 940. 00 8, 980. 00 9, ?$0. 00 8, 846. 00 2, 960. 00 2, 660. 00 3, 095. 00 24. 79 22. 28 25. 92 
!61 000 ..•••••••.••••••••••••... ·-......... 12, 300. 00 9, 220. 00. 9, 590. 00 9, 115. 00 3, 080. 00 2, 710. 00 3, 185. 00 25. ~ 22. 03 25. 89 
ro2.ooo.................................. .• I2, ooo. oo 9, 460. oo 9, 910. oo 9, 385. oo 3, 200. oo 2, 750. oo 3, 215. oo 25. 28 2i. 12 2s. 87 
$53,000 ...•••••••. - •• ··········-·······-·· 13,030.00 9,700:00 10,240.00 9,662:1\0 3,330.00 2,790.00 3,367.50 25.55 21.41 25.84 
S64,000.................................... 13, 400. oo 9, 910. oo 10, 5go. oo 9, 940. oo 3, 460. oo z, 20. oo 3, 460. oo 25. 2 21. 04 2.;. 2 
865 ,000.................................... 13, 780. 00 10, 190. 00- 10, 930. 00 10, 225. 00 3, 590. 00 2, 850. 00 3, 555. 00 26. OJ 20. 68 2.i. 80 
.)6,000 ..• ·- •.•••••••.•.••••••••..••• ··-··. 14, 160. 00 10, 440. 00 11, 290. 00 10, 510. 00 3, 720. 00 2, 870. 00 3, 650. 00 26. 27 20. 27 25. 78 

$67,000 ... : •..•.••....•••.•.•••.••••• ·- .• -· 14,.550. 00 10, 690. 00 11, 660. 00 10, 802. 50 3,860. 00 2, 890. 00 s, 747. 50 26. 53 1.QJ 86 23. 76 
~68,000.................................... H, 940. 00 10, 940. 00 12, 030. 00 11, 09ii. 00 4, 000. 00 2, 910. 00 3, 845. 00 26. 77 19. 48 25. 75 
l&S,000 . .....•.•.•.••••..••.•••.•••• ~---··· 15,340.00 11,100.00 12,410.00 11,395.00 4;150.00 2,!l30. 00 8,945.00 27.05 19.10 25.72 
~70 ,000.................................... l~ 740. 00 11, 440. 00 12, 790. 00 11, 695. 00 4, 300. 00 2, 950. 00 4, ().\5. ()() 27. 31 18. 74 25. 70 
S"il,000... .. • • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . lti, 150. 00 11, 7o0. 00 13, 1 0. 00 12, 002. 50 4, 4.50. 00 2, 9i0. 00 4, 147. 50 27. 55 18.29 25. 68 
$72,000... •• • • • • • . • . • • . . . . •• • . ..... • • • • . • . • • . 16, 560. 00 11, 950. ()() 13, 570. ()() 12, 310. 00 4, 000. 00 2, 990. 00 4, 2.'\0. 00 27. 78 18. 06 2.5. 66 
$731000·· ········-······-·················· 1~900.00 12,220:00 lS,970.00 12,625.00 41760.00 3,0t0.00 4,355.00 28.03 17.73 25.65 
$74,000....... •. • . •. . • . . • . •. . . •.• . . . .. • .• . . 11, 400. oo 12. 4 o. oo 14, 370. oo 12, 940. oo 4, 920. oo s, o~o. oo 4, 4GO. oo 2s. 28 11. n 25. 63 
$75,000.................................... 17,8.)0.00 12,i40.00 14,i80.00 13,262.50 5,090.00 3, 0~0.00 4,.567.50 28.55 17.11 2.5.62 
S76,ooo.................................... 18, 260. on 13, ooo. oo 15, ioo. oo 13, 585. oo 5, 260. oo 3, 010. oo 4, 675. oo 28. 81 16. 81 25. oo 
111,000 ...••••.. ••• __ ••••••••• __ •. ••• • • • • . . 18, 100. oo l3, 210. oo 15, e10. oo 13, 915. oo 5, 430. oo a, ooo. oo 4., 785. oo 29. 04 16. 52 25. 59 
$78,000................. •• . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19, 140. 00 13, 540. 00 16, 030. 00 14, 245. 00 5, 600. 00 3, 110. 00 4, 895. 00 29. 26 16. 25 25. 57 
$79,000.................................... 19, 500. 00 13, ~10. 00 16, 460. 00 14, 582. 50 5, 780. 00 3, l'.>O. 00 5, 007. 50 29. 50 15. 98 25. 56 

· ~ 0,000 ...•••.•••••••.•.•••.. -·............ 20, OJO. 00 141 0 0. 00 16, 800. 00 14, 920. 00 5, 9110. 00 3, 150. 00 5, L'>O. 00 29, 74 15. 71 25. 55 
$81,000... .. . . . • .• . .. . •• . • •. . • . . .•. . •. • • • . . 20, 500. 00 14, 350. 00 17, 3~0. 00 15, 265. 00 6, lW. 00 3, 170. 00 5, 235. 00 :ro. 00 15. 46 25. 54 
~fl2,000 ...••••..•............. -·........... 20, 000. O:J 14, 620. 00 17, 770. 00 15. 610. 00 6, 340. 00 3, 190. 00 5, 350. 00 30. 2.i 15. 22 25. 53 
$8.'3 ,000.............. .. • • . •• . • • . • . • . . • • . •. . 21, 4.30. 00 14, 900. 00 18, 220. ()() 15, 962. 50 6, 530. 00 3, 210. 00 5, 487. 50 30. 47 14. 98 25. 51 

4,000 ....••.•.••••.•. ·- .................. I 21, 9fr;l. 00 15, 180. 00 18 670. 00 16, 315. 00 6, 720. 00 3, 230. 00 6, 585. 00 30. 68 14. 75 2.5. 60 
$85,000.. . • • • . . . • . • . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 22, 380. 00 15, 4-">0. 00 19; 130. 00 16, 675. 00 6, 920. 00 3, 250. 00 6, 705. 00 30. 92 14. 52 25. 49 
$8'3 .000.................................... 22,RClO.OO 15,7-IO.OO 19,590.00 17,.0.35.00 7,120.00 3,270.00 5,825.00 3Ll5 14.:W 25.48 

7,000 .•.•••.••••••••••..••.•••••.•.• _____ 23,?.50.00 16,020.00 20,050.00 17,402.50 7,330.00 3,290.00 5,947.50 31.39 14.09 25.48 
ss;:iooo........... .••... •. . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . 2.3, &40. oo rn, 300. oo 20, sao. oo 11, no. oo 7, 540. oo 3, :no. oo 6, 070. oo 3L 63 13! 88 25. ta 
SS-::i,000...................... •• . . . . . . . . . . . . 24, 3'10. 00 16, 590. 00 21, 010. 00 18, 145. 00 7, 750. 00 3, 330. 00 6, 195. 00 31. 84 13. 68 25. 45 
~90,000.................................... 24, 840. 00 ~~ w. 00 21, 490. 00 18, 520. 00 7, 960. 00 3, 3.50. 00 6, 320. 00 32. 04 13. ~ 25. 44 
$91,000 ...•.........•.. -- . .. • • . .• . . . . . • . . . . ~. 3~. ()() s 170. 00 21, 9 ~ o. oo: 18, 902. 50 8, 180. 00 3, 370. 00 !!. '!!?· 50 32. 27 13. 29 ~· 43 
$92,000.................................... 25, .,o.oo 11,480.oo 22,410.00 19,285.oo 8,400.00 3',390.00 o,;i10. oo 32.48 13.11 25.43 
93,00!J ...........................•••• ·- - ·· 26, 380. 00 17, 750. 00 22i 970. 00 19, 675. 00 8, 630. ()() 3, 410. 00 6, 705. 00 32. 71 12. 93 25. 42 

SlH,000.................................... 26, 900. 00 rs, 04.0. 00 23, 4i0. 001 20, 055. 00 81.860. 00 3, 4.10. 00 6, 835. 00 32. 94 12. 75 25.41 
$95,000 .....•••••.••.•.•...•••• ---········· 27,480.00 18,341J.OO 23,970.00 1 20,462.50 9,090.00 3,400.00 6,907.50 33.14 12.61 25.40 
$90,000: - - - - . - • • • . • . . . . • . • . • . . . . •• . • •• • • . . . 27, 960. 00 18, MO: 00 241470. 00 20, 860 00 9, 320. 00 3, 490. 00 7, 100. 00 33. 33 12. 48 25. 39 
97,000........ • • • • . . . . . . . . . . . • • . • • • • • • • • • • 28, 500. 00 18, 940. 00 24, 970. 00 21, 265. 00 9, 560. 00 3, 530. 00 7, 235. 00 33, 54 12. 39 25, 39 

$98,000 .....•...•..•..••.........••••••.... 29,0IO.OO 19,240.00 25,470.00 21,670.00 9,800.00 3,570.00 7,370.00 33.74 12.29 25.38 
t99,000.................................... 29, 590. oo rn, 540. oo 25, 970. oo 22, 082. 50 lo, 050. oo a, 620. oo 1, 507. 50 33. 97 12. 23 25. 37 
uoo,ooo ...... :............................ so, 140. oo 19, 840. oo 26, 470. oo 22, 495. oo 10, 300. oo a, 6iO. oo 1, 645. oo 34.17 12.18 2&. 36 
$150,000................................... 68, 140. 00 35, 340. 00 61, 470. 00 43, 495. 00 22, 800. 00 6. 670. 00 14, 645. 00 89. 21 11. 47 25.19 
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Comparison of th-e M-ellon, Gamer, and Longworth tax plans with the present law (married persom with-out dependents), on basis of une.ar-ned income-Continued. 

A.mount of tax under-

Income. 
Present. Mellon. Gamer. 

$200,000 .••••••• - •••• - - •• - ••••••••••••••••• $86,640. 00 $50,840.00 $76,470.00 

· ~;~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
115,640.00 66,340. 00 101,470.00 
260,640. 00 14.3,840.00 2'26, 470. 00 

$1,000,000 ••••••.••.••••••.•••••••••••••••• 550,640. 00 298,840. 00 476,470.00 

~;~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1, 130, 640. 00 60S,840. 00 976,470.00 
1, 710, 640. 00 918,840.00 1, 476, 470. 00 

=~:~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
2, 290, 640. ()() 1, 228,840. 00 1, 976, 470. 00 
2, 870, 640. 00 1, 538, 840. 00 2, 476, 470. 00 

TRAFFIC IN PISTOLS BETWEEN THE STATES. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, I wish to have printed 1n 
the RECORD a report ma<le to the City Club of Memphis, a civic 
organization of that city, upon the subject of pistols that are 
carried as concealed weapons. Some time ago I introduced a 
bill, which is now before the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
suppress the traffic in pocket pistols and weapons of that kind 
manufactured and used for purposes of assassination, for they 
can be used for no other purpose. 

The various States have. laws upon this subject, but they 
are absolutely unable to enforce them because of the inter­
state commerce in those 'Weapons through the mails and through 
the interstate commerce carriers. The object of my bill is to 
prohibit the carrying of such weapons through the mails and by 
interstate commerce carriers. There has been a general demand 
for such legislation recently on account of the very great 
number of crimes committed with this particular class of 
weapons. The statistics show that about 70 per cent of crimes 
committed in violence, felonious assaults, and homicides are 
committed with pistols. 

This report to the City Club of Memphis is very illuminating 
upon this subject, and it also tends to explain u pul.Jlicatio1r 
that has frequently been made to the effect that Memphis hus 
more homicides than any other city of its size in the United 
States. I think in justice to that city great publicity ought 
to be ma<le of the real facts. I ask that this report be printed 
in the RECORD, without reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re­
quest of the Senator from Tennessee? The Chair hears none, 
arnl it is so ol'Clered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
The governing board handed in a resolution. It is as follows: 

ti Whereas, it hns come to the attention of the city club that 
there · was reintroduced into Congress on January 14, 1924, a bill 
•to prohibit the entry into the United States, and to levy an 
excise tax on certain weapons,' being Senate bill No. 1960; and 

"Wherens, despite the . fact that the sale of pistols and the 
carrying of them concealed Js contrary to law in practically every 
State in the Union, there is an enormous traffic in pistols between 
the States, which, so long as it is allowed to continue, will largely 
nullify whatever efforts any community may put forth to co1·rect 
the evils resulting from their lawless use ; and 

" Whereas, the effect of such bill, if passed, will be to largely 
discourage the manufacture and original sales of pistols, and 
thereby curb the transportation of them in interstate commerce 
and through the mails, thus minimizing the sales ot such weapons 
in loc;al communities: Therefore be it 

"Resolved by the City Club of Memphis, That we he.<lrtily in­
dorse said Senate bill No. 1960. Be it further 

"Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the 
Senators from Tennessee, and to the Congressmen from this dis­
trict, and tbat a copy be given to th~ press." 

~ ~ * • • • 
CRIME, CRillIINALS, AND LAW ENFORCE~FlNT. 

Mr. Ilandolph, on the 19th, speaking on this subject, beginning at 
the point where he left off on the 12th, in st1bstance, said : 

Prosecutions for major crimes in Shelby County are largely a failure. 
Punishment meted out to the malefactors is shockingly inadequate. 
These assertions are made ·as statements ot fact. The criminal records 
of this county for the past several years justify the assertions. 

It seems idle to seek to center the responsibllity whether it be in 
the city police department, in the county law-~nforcing officials, in the 
courts, including juries, in the pardon board, 01· in the governor's 
mansion. There is blame enough for all. 

Let us analyze the homicide record of Yemphis for 1923: 

f'>~~~c~~micide cases (one killed two>----------------------- 77 

Murderers who committed suicide----------------------- 3 
Killed by each other_____________________ __ ___________ 2 

Leaves-------------------------------------------------- 72 

Amount of reduction of total tax Percentage of reduction of 
t9tal tax under-undel'-

Longworth. Mellon. Gamer. Longw-0rth. Mellon. I Garner. I ~~t. 
$64,870.00 $35,800. 00 $10,170. 00 $21, 770. 00 41.32 11. 74 

86,620.00 49,300. 00 14,170. 00 29,020.00 42.63 12.25 
195,370. 00 116,800.00 34,170.00 65,270.00 44.81 13.11 
412,870. ()() 251,800. 00 74, 170. 00 137, 770. 00 45. 72 13. 47 
847, 70. ()() 521,800. 00 154,170. 00 282, 770. 00 46.15 13.64 

1, 282, 870. 00 791,800.00 2.34' 170. 00 427, 770.00 46.28 13.69 
1, 717,870. ()() 1,061,800.00 314, 170. 00 572, 770. 00 46.35 13. 72 
2, 152, 870. ()() 1, 331, 800. OQ 394,170. 00 717, 770. ()() 46.39 13. 73 

Deduct: 
.At large (all negroes)--------------------------------- 15 
Unsolved ---...,---------------------------------------- 4 

Deduct: Elxonerated by cornor's jury ___________________________ 11 
Exonerated by grand jury ----------------------------- 8 
Exonerated by Federal graad jury______________________ 1 

Nolle pros-----------------------------------------------

I~~~tted======:::::========::::::::::::::==::::::======= 
Convictions (two convicted in one case)---------------------

25.13 
25.09 
25.04 
25.02 
25.01 
25.01 
2.1.00 
25.00 

19 

53 

20 

33 
12 

21 
1 

20 
3 

17 

Seventy-five cas-es offered Qpportunitles for arrest; 64 persons were 
arr·ested in 56 cases. Of this 64, 20 were exonerated in the preliminary 
stages. We will exclude three accidental shootings. This leaves 17 
exonerated. Think of it! Inquisito11al juries said there were 17 
justifiable murders in Memphis last year! Twenty cases were actually 
tried i 18 persons in 17 cases were convicted; 14 persons in 12 cases 
are awaiting trial. 

On that record will anyone challenge the statement that as to homi­
cides committed in Memphis last year prosecutions were largely a 
failure? And remember that as to the 12 cases awaiting trial, punish­
ment delayed is virtually punishment defeated. · 

Analyze the 17 convictions in relation to sentences pas ed: 

Life term (three persons in two cases)-------------------------- 2 

i~:~f!~::;~~~;~==============~============================== i One to five years __________ _: ____________________________ :::::: ~ 

17 
1ot a case in which a murderer received capital punishment! And 

bear In mind, judging from past experience, how many of the 17 before 
their terms shall have expired will have received executive clemency? 
Does not this record warrant the statement that puni hment woefully 
miscarried 1 · 

In justice to the pollce department of Memphis, it must be said that 
out ot a possible 75 cases for arrests only 4 cases were unsolved, 15 mur­
derers are at large, and there were arrests in 56 cases-about 75 per cent, 
which is a pretty fair record. 

Mt·. Wm. C. Cherry, in his very excellent article, "Crime, criminals, 
and law enforcement,'' in the November number of the Tennessee Law 
Review, makes the statement that 95 per cent of homicides would not 
occur if the slayer had to go a mile for the weapon. Do the statistics 
bear out this statement? Referring again to the Memphis 1923 homicide 
record, the weapons responsible for those 78 deaths were : 
Shot with pistoL_______________________ ____ 51 

l~i~~~~~;~~·~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
11 

Total-------------------------------------------------~ 
The colored women seem to have discovered a new deadly weapon, 

to wit, the ice pick. 
In a very t·ecent letter, ~ator JOHN K: SHIELDS states that ho 

has reintroduced in Congr·ess his bill to prohibit the transportation of 
pistols in interstate commerce and through the mails. He requests the 
assistance of the City Club in favoring this legislation. Such a biH 
would go a long way toward controlling the enormous traffic in that 
weapon now prevailing. Senator SHrELDS s:iys that the opposition to 
the bill has always come from the manufacturers of pistols in Connec­
ticut and Massachusetts, an<l has so far been able to block the legislation. 

Tho pistol responsible for 51 out of the 78 deaths-over 65 per cent! 
And "Arkansas toothpicks " and dirks were responsible for another 18-
25 per cent, total, 90 per .cent. Is the inference not justifiable that the 
&reat majority of those homicides were committed because at the instant 
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the intent to commit the murder seized the person, he had concealed 
a. out bis body the deadly weapon? And is it not a. reasonable assump­
tion that if the per on bad not had at band the wea.PQll, but bad bad to 
go a distance to arm himself, be would have had time to reason out his 
contei;nplated act and he would not have committed the murder? 

I am not unmindful that of these 'i8 homtcidea 3 were committed 
by officers in their line of duty. Rarely does an officer shQot to kill 
unless in self-defense, or when he is in grave apprebeooion of danger. 
The point is: If the officer could feel reasonably sure that the lawless 
element would not have the advantage over him by bearing concealed 
firearms (and no criminal become .a potential murderer until be arms 
himself with a concealed deadly weapon), it would not be necessary for 
an officer to be armed. If this were so, in the vast majority of cases the 
offi-cer could protect himself against any other weapon. But the officer's 
pistol is his surest protection from harm from those who carry concealed 
fireanns. May we see the day when our policemen, like the English 
"bobby," in order to enforce the supremacy of the law, need carry only 
his night stick or "billy." 

Were there 17 justifiable homicides in Memphis last year? (I have 
eliminated the three accidental killings). Coroner's juries and grand 
juries have said there were, so we will accept their verdicts. But it does 
seem to be an outrageously large number of people wbo bad, for justifi-

ble causes, to be killed by their fellow men. The law says life can 
justifiably be taken only to protect life. Hence, we will assume each 
justifiable homicide was committed to prevent the victim killing another. 
Ir the victim had not had the weapon with which be was making the 
demonstration it would not have been necessary to have used such a 
drastic preventlve on him-another "justifiable homicide" would have 
been avoided. 

The statement is often made that the statisticians do Memphis an 
injustice in the murder rate assigned to it. And we hear the excuse that 
Memphis, because of its location, attracts the riffraff from the Tri-States 
which furnish a large percentage of its murderers. It is well to have 
thP e statistics corrected and to get our published murder rate as lo'v as 
possible. But, with every correction made that we can honestly claim, 
our mul'der rate will be deplorably high. Memphis can not change its 
location. So let us stop fooling ourselves and become active to see t,f 
we can not check the fa hion of murder so prevalent in our midst. Re­
duce the number of murders and statistics will take care of themselves. 
We thus will be saved the humiliation of making exeuses for our ap­
parent lawle ness. 

We have depended upon our present system for the apprehension and 
punishment of major criminals and it seems to bnve failed us-at least, 
there is no apparent change for the better in the number of murders 
committed yearly, yet our law-enforcing officials ha-ve heen at work 
steadily and our courts have been sitting constantly. The first state­
ment is not literally u·ue, for Memphis in 1923 showed an improvement 
over Memphis in 1922-one less homicide. better-78 as against 79. At 
any rate, Memphis is running true to form. 

Some say we can not hope to better conditions until our criminal 
c.ourts mete out speedier and severer punishment and the pardon board 
an<l the goverp.or refrain from setting at naught the effect of convictions 
through the pardoning power. We can only hope that the officials 
assigned the duty of prosecuting those charged with crime will see that 
these trials are speeded up ; that juries will begin to understand that the 
law expects capital punishment to be inflicted wben the facts demand it; 
and that the executive department, except in the. most cogent cases, will 
let convictions take their course. We have been waiting patiently for 
these things to occur and we are still waiting-but not so patiently. 

Others say relief li<:>s in new laws simplifying our criminal procedure 
and in making jury service In criminal cases not so onerous. There is 
much force in this. But shall we remain quiescent awaiting the next 
session of the legislature in 1925 with the probability that any law for 
suggestive reform in criminal procedure will receive ~cant recognition 
at the hands of the legislature? 

Still others say it can not be expected that the law against homicide 
will be rigidly enforc d as long as public opinion is opposed to the rigid 
enforcement of the laws against gambling, "pistol toting," "boot­
legging" and the various other laws which our people violate with im­
punity. Surely public sentiment is overwhelmingly opposed to homicide. 
If our citizens become accustomed to the rigid enforcement of the law 
against murders and to the not infrequent infliction of capital punish­
ment when the crime demands it, public opinion will soon rally to the 
support 9f the officials seeking to enforce the laws a~alnst lesser crimes, 
not to mention the salut11ry effect tb,e ~iction of a few speedy capital 
punishments will have upon future potential murderers. 

The conditions demand that n;iurder be not so common as it ls now 1n 
this community. · 

If law enforcemeut ls largely a failure, let us turn our attention to 
crime prevention. Let us as a novelty seek to prevent the commission 
of crime rather than to devote our entfre energy to the punishment o! 
crime after its commission. Let us seek to prevent tlle act of the po­
tential criminal, thereby preventing the necessity for bis apprellen ion 
and pl'Osecutlon for the commission of the contemplated crimfl, and save 
bis becoming a c~arge on the public. By minimizing the commission of 

crime, we lessen the opportunity to criticize and condemn the failure 
ot prosecution and the inadequacy of punishment. 

Our brothers in medicine do not permit a contagious disease to be­
come epidemic in the community and then strive to cure the unfortu­
nates who bec-0me atHJcted. They seek to isolate the contagion in its ln­
ceptio:n and to prevent any others from becoming affected. A crime 
wave ls ne>t unlike a virulent epidemic. If I may borrow an expressi-00., 
let us have diagnosis and cure, ratber than autopsy and verdict, in the 
suppression of lawlessness in this eommUBity. The ge1·m, so to speak, 
of the murder epidemic ls the pocket pistol. Isolate this weapon aIHl 
the murder rate will immediately fall. The people should grapple ith 
the situation and attack it in its most vulnerable spot-homicides. 

How can h-Omicides 1n Memphis be best reduced"} Will $tatistics 
answer this? Ponder again the record of Memphis for 1923 : 

Males murdered •.•. ·- ...... _ •••• ~.·-·-· .••...••••••••. ·.-·_ ... 
Females murdered.····•···-··-·················u-············ 

Total ••..••••••.•••••• _ ..•••••••••••••••••••• ··- •.• __ ••.. 

Sixty-two negro s murdered as against 16 whites I 

White. Colored. 

12 
4 

16 

49 
13 

62 

Some may assuage their feelings Qf reme>rse by the thought that 85 
per cent of those murdered were of the colored race. Rather, should 
we not feel a greater degree of shame and responsibility in that we, 
being the ruling roce, should permit this to occur? 

Statistics make no distinction in c-0lor. A bomlclde in the world's 
murder record is a homicide, be the victim black or white. The outside 
world does not know the proportion of white and blacks, either of tbe 
murderers or the murdered. It judges us simply on our reoord. 

What say statistics as to the race and sex: -0f these 78 murdered"} 

White. Colored. 

Male. female. M~le. Fema.le. 

Killed by colored male ..• _ •••••• _ ..••. _ . 2 . • . • • • • • • • 25 11 
Killed by colored females ................. . • •. . . . . . . . . .• . . . . . . 14 2 
Killed by white males ... ·-···-··········- 8 4 7 
Killed by white females .. - ····------·-··. 1 ...••••••. ·-· · · ·· .

3
. · · ·-· · · · ·· · 

Killed by unknown parties............... 1 

TotaL ..•.•••••••.••• ·-···········-· 12 4 49 13 

Fifty-three negroes killed by negroes. Only seven negroes killed 
whites. Only two whites killed by ne·groes-one a white burglar and the 
other assassinated by negro bandits. 

How clearly the record localizes the canker on tbe community. Elghty­
tbree per cent <>f 75 boroic'ldes (excluding accidental killings) were 
negroes killP.d by negroes. If the record showed a greater percentage 
of whites killed by whites, or if it disclosed a pregnant danger of racial 
conflict, the sitnatlon would be far more appalling and difficult of solu­
tion. Can not we, the dominant race, . upon whom depends the enforce­
ment of the law, so enforce the law that we will prevent the colored 
people f1•om preying upon each other? Does the fault not rest squ:ireJy 
on our shoulders? But we can make no progress until we begin re­
specting and obeying the law much more than we do now, and set the 
example for these colored persons to obey and respect the law also. 

Here we have laid bare the principal cause for the high murder rate 
in Memphis-the carrying by colored people of a concealed deadly 
weapon, most often a pistol. Can not we cope with this situation? It 
is unlawful for them to carry such weapons. But it ls just as unlaw­
ful for a white person to carry a like weapon. Are we to admit that in 
this particular the colored people have gotten beyond the control -0f 
the law? That can not be. Yet, It will be folly to seek to enforce the 
"pistol toting" law against the blacks and n-0t against the whites. 

It is said that public sentiment is opposed to the rigid enforcement of 
the law against "pistol toting." If this be so, it must be because our 
white people feel :it is necessary that they go secretly armed for self­
protection. It is unspeakable that tbere is public sentiment among 
the w!!ltes that negroes should not be disturbed In their carrying of 
concealed weapons. 

I deny that the time has come when our white citizens are compelled 
to go secretly armed for self-protection. But if this time has come, it is 
better far that we carry -0ur arms in plain view so that the thugs will 
ba.ve visible evidence that we are prepared for the emergency. 

Neither do we need pistols for the protection of our homes. If we 
need a firearm to repel a burgler, a sawed-off shotgun with its load of 
buckshot is f1;1.r more deadly and surer than the pistol. One has to be 
somewhat expert to use a pistol under stress of danger or excitement 
with accuracy. 

The only excuse for the pocket pistol is to give one an advantage over 
nnotber; to permit o.ne to deceive bis fellow man by .an outward display 
of peaceful intentions, but a secret preparedness to O:o blm bodily injury 
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by s.urpriSe. ItShould be abhottent~(supposedly) law-abiding clli~ 
ze.n to carry a concealed weapon, and so l:Qng as this practice- is lndulged 
in by thai class, little progress can be made toward preventing a like 
practice by the lawless. 

What becomes of all the pistols that come into the possession of the 
law enforcing authorities through arrests? Are they destroyed, or do 
they again get into circulation? Is not the la.ttel! the case? II records 
ot pistols could be kept, no doubt the police deparbnent would recognize 
from time to time pistols that have records for murder and attempted 
murder as appalling as the records ot hardened criminals. 

Why not destroy every pistol that was being unlawfully carried 
which comes into the possession of the law-enforcing authorities? If 
destroyed, certainly that particular weapon could not later be the 
instrument in a major crime. If suC'h a pistol is in the possession of 
the law-enforetng officer, ft is the height of' folly to again reissue that 
pistol into circulation, it makes no difference to whom given, for at 
that instant it again becomes the instrument of a potential murder. 

To illustrate: An estimable citizen went to a law-enforcing officer 
for permission to have a pistol in his home.· He was not only given 
the permission upon signing a permit, but he was even given the pistol 
with the remark that it had been the pistol of a notorious character. 
This weapon that had possibly been the insnument of a murder, in­
stead of being de>troyed, was here again started out in the wodd as 
an instrument foi: potential crlme--not in the hands of the estimable 
citizen to whom it was given, but wbo knows who ~lsc, at some time, 
may come into its possession i 

Some may say the law-enforcing officials have not the legal right 
to destroy these weapons. Let tltem assume the right. At most, what 
is involved? Merely the value of the weapon destroyed. And it would 
be better far that the city and the county pay the value of every pistol 
found on those arrested than to permit them again to ge{ into circula­
ti&n as instruments of destruction. 

REDUCTION OF TAXATION THROUGH TARIFF LAWS. 

11-fr. JO:NES of New Mexico. lllr. President, much has been 
said recently in the Congress and in the press of the country 
about the reduction of the burdens of Government. I believe 
that the time is near at hand when the attention of the country 
should be directed to the question of the reduction of taxation 
through the tariff laws of this country. 

I do not care to discuss that question now, but Mr. CORDELL 
HULL recently prepared a short article upon that subject 
which was published tn' the Forum~ It is a very brief state­
ment, bearing upon that most-important question, and I ask 
unanimous consent that it may be printed in the RECORD. 

Tne PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re­
quest of the Senator from New Mexico? The Chair bears none 
and it is so ordernd. .. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
NINE:i:EEtt HUNDRED .A.NI} TwEYTY-B'OUR CAMPAIGN IBSUES. 

T.H:m TARIFB': THE DEMOCRATIC ARGUl\IENT--l'llOTECTION li'ALLACi:'lES. 

{By CORDELL HULL,_ chairman Democratic. Na:tional Committee.) 
Every sount'l economic law proves the futility of such measuees as: 

the Fordney-McCumber taritt, aeco~dlng fo Democratic opinion, •which 
is quick to pounce on discrepancies between the professions and the 
practices of Republicans in dealing with this issue_ In. place ot the 
present policies a program of l:econstructlon is advocated,. embracing 
moderate revenue tarilJ'.s, rem-Oval of economic barriers, international 
finance, trade cooperation, and maintenance of healthy trading. 

Why is the tarifr a subject of never-ending controvel'Sl'? 'Ji'he- true 
answer is not taxation. but selfishness and gteed. Tariff beneficiarles 
ne-ver cease to demand their pound of flesh, and the helJ)less victims. as 
often register bitter complaint. At present the Foo:dney-McCumber 
tarifr looms large in our dom€stia and international economic situation, 
because it flies in the face of ever1 s.ound economic law of to-day. It 
is not a question of a new country protecting young industries. Greed 
and pelf alone offer the real basis for the existing extortionate 
and unconscionable high tariff with its b:ain of excesses~ evi:ls, a.nd 
injustices. 

The most striking, troth which recent tarifl history reveals is th~ 
great contrast between the professions and practices of Republicans 
in_ dealing with the.. tarifr. They have invented many difi'.erent formulas 
nnd eatch phrases to define the Republican tariff theory, suc-h as pro­
tection of "our manufacturers," "our home indl4Stries.u "our home 
markets," "American labor," a tariff that will equal "the difference 
in the cost of production at. h<>me and abroad plus a reasonable profit." 
and, finally, that will equal "the difference in the cost of production 
at home and abroad." Dominant Republicans,. at the. same time, ).lave 
pui:sued a uniform bot vastly di1ferent practice- in applying their tariffs. 
Disregarding all their professed tarilf the<>rles and formulas, when in 
control of the Government they permit all interested manufacturers or 
producers, who, as a rule, ha.ve first made large campaign contncu­
tions, to send their labbyiBts. to Washington and with graft afore­
thought write their own high arbitrary, prob.lbitive l'ate!i in utter de-

\ 
fianc& of every sound.rule of even J}rotective tarl.ff taxation. Republican. 
tariffs are thus framed, and the lobbyists departin-g sing wlth glee--

"I care not for the stars that shine, 
I only know that I"ve- got mine," 

While the Fordney-McCumber bill was pending in CongresJ during 
1922 the. eliorts to procure facts as to relative. production costs 
proved utterly futile. Besides, the foreign exchanges were constantly 
and violently changing so that the drafting of a tariff measure based 
on any sound rules or definite cost comparison.a or any consideration 
other than high, haphazard rates • . was wholly impossible. Confronted 
with this dilemma, the Republicans inserted the so-called flex.ible 
tatlff provisions, which were loudly proelaimed as the saving pro­
v~ions that would enable the. President to make such changes as would 
develop a scientific tariff law. These flexible ~la.uiles were branded as 
unconstitutional and as a fraud at the time, and have since proved 
entirely unworkable. It has, ot course, been impossible to procure 
foreign costs. The present situation is that America is cursed witb 
the most unscientific, inflexible structure of high tariff guesswork in 
economic history. "The very maximum ra.tes" was the slogan. The 
outstanding lesson the people have learned is tha.t Republican practice. 
and not profession, presents the true Republican tarilI attitude. The 
difrerence between their tart.fr tbeory and :practice is wide and deep. 
and within itself offers a C'omplete tariff issue. 

In determining a wise and sound tar:UT policy for the United States. 
following the war a consideration of the new and e:hanged financial, 
business, and economic condlti<>ns became all impo.rtant. America 
was no longei: a debtor Nation. Our productive capacity had in­
c:i;eased BO or 40 per c.ent over the pre-war level. Our exports had 
jumped from $2,428,506,000 in 1913 to $8,000,000,000 in 1920. America 
was the recognized fi.n.ancial, commercial, social, a.rid moral leader of 
the world, We possessed nearly one-half ot the world's. gold. We had 
built a great merchant marine. Our prodm:tive machinery and our 
intelligent skilled labor were the ver:y best. Qur foodstuffs and raw 
materials such as cotton, copper, coal, lumber, oil, iron ore, and other 
minerals were unexcelled, and almost unlimited in variety and quantity. 
The balance of tru. world was flat on its back, economically. No 
nation ever had such an opportunity to move forward along stable. 
lines, financially, industrially, and ec()nomieally. America only bad 
to realize her s'trength and her wonderful position of advantage. 
Republicans flouted all these basic facts and conditions. 

The situation and the best interests of the United- States did not 
call for an impregnable taritf wall an4 all other economic barriers possible 
to ere.ct, as was decxeed by the- Republica.n administration, but instead 
they str()l!gly demanded. a competitive. tatifr for revenue, based o.n 
'l;he policy of the Underwo.od. law, with moderate rates which would 
not desti:oy o.r seri°"usly injui:e any domestic industry economically justl~ 
fiable, but which wouJd prevent domes-tic monopoly and excessive prices_ 
In the tight of developments here and everywhere sinee 1918-, it iJ1. 
manifest that suca demcx:ratic t11:ri1f-fQr-revenue policy al<>ne was and 
is calculated to bring to America sound, stable, pe11ma,nent prosperl:ty. 

The time was ripe fol' the removal of ether trade bar:i:iers. America 
after the war should have called an international trade-a.,.reement 
congress, i! necessai:y t() supplement other international organiza­
tions, with the object of eliminating, by mutual agreement of the 
commercial nations, every. possible- eeonomiC' and, t:uade barrier. in­
cluding disci;imin.atlow such as bounties. drawbacks~ rebates, subsidiea. 
subvention&, colonial preferen.ee save to a nominal extent, preflH.'ential 
entry to port, monop.aly of raw. materials ia weak and backward coun­
tries by stl·ong nations, and all othel' unfair- preferences and trade 
practices possible to be abandoned in. the interest o:t- fair and friendly 
trade relations. and equal economic oppo.l'tunitles- among all com­
mei:cial nations. Republicans, instead of Initiating this wise policy at 
a crucial stage, faced the other way, pursued the cou.Fse ol hermtt: 
isolation. and set the world example o! erectillg every sort oi eeon-O"mic 
bal'riers-an example- moHt other nations natwrall;r followed-with 
most disastrous results. 

It ls interesting here to enumerate aome of the ecooomic pa.r~.do;xes 

and contradictions which the new RepubUcan tad~ law p:resents. Thls. 
utterly selfish and. shortsighted m.easun was l;la.sed lilpon the absurd 
theru-y thli..i America e<>nld forever sell and not huY. 

McKinley ex:po~d and condemned the fallacy as tar back aa l~. 
It was based. upon the ridiculous notion that Am~rica rotlld develop 
and maintain a me.Fehant marlne whieh W'Ou1d carry freight 1>nly one 
way. It was: based upon the blind policy that Elur0<p-e and! the world 
should pay th~ debts ot nearly $18,000,006,000' due America., although 
pa;irmen.t can only be made- in gold, goods, ·or services, while- we haTit 
mo.st of the gold and decline tn take goods. or service& It was based 
upon the ah mdity that a great creditor nation, piroductng vast sur­
pluses of :l!ondstuff:s, raw matertals, and manufactures which must be 
exported, can thrive best under a high tariff which greatly obstructs 
the normal trow o! commerce between nations, dep.Fesses the- foreign 
exchanges, and destroys sonnd reclp.rocal trade relatl0ns. It was based 
upon th& :pretended fear that the prostrate counbles of Europe, without 
~:!• credit.- foodstuirs, or rn~-~terials, might immediately arise 
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'and inflict commercial destruction upon America, the greatest financial, 
commercial, and industrial giant of all time. 

.Among the destructive effects of the Fordney-McCumber tariff, the 
biggest are the twin evils of the high cost of living and an artificially 
high level of the costs of production in the United States. The Re­
publican platform of 1920 solemnly promised to reduce the high cost 
of living and to prosecute the profiteers. Their subsequent high 
ta.riff policy bas directly resulted in artificial price increases of almost 
every article the American people wear or use, and has multiplied 
profiteers. Farm products are the chief exceptions. These high 
tariffs, too, have artificially enhanced the prices of almost all con­
struction materials, the immediate effects of which are most seriously 
to handicap the general building business and the repairs, improve­
ments, extensions, and equipment of railroads. The tariff is thUB 
a prime factor in building costs and in high freight rates. It like­
wise increases by tens of millions the cost ot farm operations by 
raising the prices of iron, steel, and other commodities which the 
farmer must use. 

This artlficially high level of production costs in America operates 
in innumerable ways to obstr uct, disorganize, and dislocate our foreign­
trade situ:ition. It not only prevents exchange of goods but prevents 
America from selling her immense surpluses in all lines in foreign 
markets In competition with other countries. The result is that 
.America can only "dump" her surplus at reduced prices or restrict 
her output to the limit of oru· home needs. She is already doing both. 
Our exports have slumped from $8,000,000,000 in 1920 to $3,840,000,000 
in 1923. The inevitable outcome will be that .American labor will 
greatly suffer from the coming curtailment of production while much 
capital will be unemployed. Our present volume of imports reflects. 
n i;mrely temporary. and abnormal situation which our high tariff 
has considerably aggravated. This tariff largely contributed as a 
trade barrier to driving down the foreign exchanges, and with 
foreign purchases paid for in very low e:irchange and an artificially 
high American market to attract, it is clear that they assist importers 
to jump over our very high tariff barriers the more easily. The 
finance, credit, exchange, and trade facilities of most ot the world 
have largely br:oken down, with our tariff a strong co~tri_buting factor, 
and our foreign-trade situation will continue to grow worse so long 
as we maintain high tariffs to prevent a \reasonable exchange of 
goods. 

The fact can not be ignored that for four years o! war America 
ceased improvements, extensions, and construction, adopted the skimp­
ing policy, and sent her surpluses of every kind to Europe. During 
the past two years she bas been importing not competitive manufac­
tures but principally raw materials in order to bring our domestic 
production up with our domestic consumption. Some industries 
alreauy have caught up, and, for lack of foreign trade, are curtailing 
or shutting down. This condition will become more general from 
month to month. Our imports of competitive manufactures, consid­
ering the different price levels, were far less under the Underwood than 
under the Fordney tariff. 

Underwood Jaw : Imports of manufactures, nine months- endi11g Sep­
tember, 1922, $484,862,000. 

Fordney law : Imports of manufactures, nine months ending Sep­
tember, 1923, $568,219,000. 

This fact destroys the chief Republican bogey. 
Time overtakes even an economic falsehood. For two generations 

the American people have been taught that Republican tariffs were 
an infallible assurance of prosperity. The truth is that every panic, 
beginning with that of 1873, bas occurred either under Republican 
administrat ions or Republican legislation. 

The American farmers recently learned by the clearest demonstra­
tion that under Republican high tariffs prices of most of their pl'C1ducts 
went lower, their foreign markets went to pieces, while the prices of 
all they must buy went skyward. Farmers now realize that they were 
not saved from ruin by the Morrill high tru'iff during the par;ic of 
1873, nor by the McKinley high tariff during the panic of 1890- 1893, 
nor by the Dingley high tariff during the panic of 1907, nor l:Jy the 
farmers' high tariff during the panic of 1921-22. 

The American people have recently experienced much tariff dis­
illusionment. They now know that every industry producing a sub­
stantial surplus must depend upon stable foreign markets and that the 
latter are t he chief factors in fixing domestic prices in America. This 
de ired end requires moderate tariffs, efficient production costs, and 
economic cooperation in order to maintain sound reciprocal trade and 
market conditions. In the face of Republican pretense that high tariffs 
increase wages, labor has discovered that brick masons, carpt!nters, 
artisans, and most other labor in the unprotected industries rc•eive 
higher wages than most of that in the protected industries. In the 
most highly protected industries-the t extiles-labor for 40 years has 
received the lowest wages . 

.All financial, commercial, and trade developments but serve to ex­
pose the utter unsoundness of Republican post-war economic policies, 
both domestic and international, while they strongly confirm th~ wis­
dom and timeliness of the gi·eat Democratic reconstruction program 

! ··'"·'~"'. 
which embraced moderate rev~nue tariffs, the general removal or eco· 
nomic barriers, international finance, credit, and trade cooperatbn, the 
maintenance of a healthy growing foreign trade, and stable domestic 
prosperity, 

CHANGE OF DATE OF ANNUAL SESSIONS OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, under the latitude of debate I 
want to submit an observation or two in regard to the proposed 
constitutional amendment reported by the Senator from Ne­
braska [Mr. NORRIS], which was under consideration this 
morning. 

A few days ago I introduced a bill providlng-
That the first annual session of each Congress i!lhall be upon the 6th 

day o! April next following the election of such Congress ; the second 
annual session of Congress shall be upon the 2d day of January next 
following; and the third annual session ot the Seventieth Congress and 
of each alternate Congress thereafter shall be upon the 2d day of 
January next following the appointment of the electors of the Presi­
dent and the Vice President. 

I offered this measure for the purpose of avoiding, if we pos­
sibly could, a constitutional amendment, as I am very much 
averse, in the language of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
REED], to constantly tinkering with the Constitution of the 
United States. In support of this measure, and as a reason for 
it, I ask to be permitted to offer a few observations. 

The Constitution provides that- · 
Congress shall assemble at leut once in every year, a;Dd such meeting 

shall be on the first Monday in December, unless they s.lilall by law 
appoint a different day. 

·The bill to appoint the days for the annual sessions of 
Congress fixes the date for the first annual session upon the 
6th day of April next following the election of such Congress, 
and the date for the second annual session upon the 2d day 
of January next succeeding. Provision is also made for a 
third session on January 2, following the electlon of the :Presi­
dent of the United States, this short session before the end of 

·a presidential term being necessary in order to canvass and de­
clare tbe vote of the Electoral College for the President and 
Vice President. This short third session will only be held by 
alternate Congresses. . 

The four months intervening between the election in Novem­
ber and the Inauguration of the President in March is not too 
great a time to enable the outgoing President to clear up the 
work of his administration and to afford the riew President 
time to select his Cabinet and prepare for the assumption of 
the duties of the presidential office. The short session of the 
old Congress preceding the change in administrations will 
also be of advantage for disposing of pending business. 

But the interval of 13 months between the election and 
the first annual session of Congress is too great, and the bill 
shortens this interval to five months. · This interval could be 
further shortened by providing fpr the election of Congress in 
Januar~ which might also cool the judgment of the people. 
The new Congress assumes office on the 4th of March, and one 
month later on the 6th of April meets in regular se sion. This 
affords the new President one month J.or the preparation of his 
message and is as early a date as would be proper for the 
assembling of Congress. 
- April 6, 1789, was the day upon which the first Congress 
assembled in the city of New York, canvassed the vote of tlie 
Electoral College, declared that George Washington had been 
chosen President, and organized the Government of the United 
States under the Constitution. This date, April 6, instead of 
March 4, should have been accepted as the date for the be­
ginning of the terms of office prescribed in the Constitution, 
as the Government under the Constitution, both in the de facto 
and dejure sense, had its beginning upon that day. 

It is not necessary to amend the Constitution. The day for 
the election may be moved up as near the 4th of March as may 
be desired, and the clay for the convening of Congress may be 
moved back an near the 4th of March as may be desired. The 
fixing of the days for the election and convening of Congress is 
within the express powers conferred upon Congress by the 
Cons ti tu ti on. 

Mr. President, I hope that Senators will do me the honor to 
read what I have said upon this subject before they vote upon 
the proposed amendment to the Constitution which has been 
reported from the Committee on the Judiciary by the dis­
tinguished senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Nonrus]. In my 
judgment, there is no necessity for amending the Constitution 
of the United States. We can reach reasonably satisfactory 
results by executing the plan I have suggested in the bill which 
I just read to the Senate. 
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1XTEil.-AUERICAN COMMrrTEE ON ELECTRICAL COM~IUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. r.rhe next business on the eal­
endar will be proceeded with. 

The joint resolution ( S .• T. Res. 79) to provide for the repre­
sentation of the United States at -the meeting o! the Intel'­
American Committee on fillectrical Communications to be held 
in Mexico City beginning March 27, 1924, was considered e.s in 
Committee of the Whole and was read, e.s follows : 

Resolved, eto., That there is he-reby authorized to be approprlateli, 
-0ut o.f any m<mey in the Treasury not otherwitie appropriated, the sum 
of $33,000 to defray the cost of Tepresentati0n of the United ·States at 
the meeting of the lnter-Amerkan Comnlittee cm Electrical Communi­
<:ations to be held in Mexico City, Me'Xico, beginning March 27, 1924. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

EXPERIMENTS IN RURAL iPOSTAL SE&VIDE. 

Mr. HARRIS. l\Ir. President, there is on the ealen~:ia-r a bill 
introduced by me, and requests for unanimous consent to con­
sider it were objected to by the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING]. 
I ~ee that 'Senator now present, and I move that the Senate 
-proceed to t:he consideration of that bill. I will say that I -do 
not believe there \Vou1d be two votes against the bill. A motion 
to take it up is the only way I can get it eonslc1ered, because 
the Senator from Utah was frank enough to say he would ob­
ject to its consideration under the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
under the rule the Senator can not inake th_e motion before 1 
o'clock. 

l\1r. CURTIS. Under the unanimous-consent agreement ~an 
tile motion be made then? We began the consideration of the · 
calendar with a bill beyond the ·order of business the Senator 
1s seeking to have called up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand 
the SenatOT from Kansas, his attention -having been dlrected 
to another matter. . 

:Mr. CURTIS. As I understand it, under the unanimous-con­
sent agreement we began the consideration of bills .on the 
calendar with Order of nusiness No. 161, and the one to which 
the Senator refers ts previous to that on the calendar. There­
fore, under the unanimous-consent agreement, I do not think 
the Senator's motion wou'd be in order to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair understands it, 
the Senate is considering the ca'lendar under the rule and not 
by unanimous consent, but unanimous consent was given that 
the consideration of biils on the calendnr should begin at a 
certain number. 

Mr. CURTIS. l\ly understanding of Rule VIII is this-and 
I think the Chair will agree with me if he will read it-that 
where a bill is called up and objection is made, then, after 1 
o'clock, any Senator may move that the Senate shall proceed to 
its consideration. But in this case we began with a bill ap­
pearing on the calendar after the Senator's bill. I think, ~f 
we began at the beginning, at the next call of the calendar the 
Senator could, when his bill was reached, move to proceed to its 
consider a ti on. 

The PR-ESIDrNG OFFICER. Xbe Chair thinks he was in 
error in his statement. The language of the role is, "Until 
the mornmg business shall have been concluded and so an­
nounced from the Chair." The morning business has been con­
cluded, and the Cbalr thinks the motion of the Senator from 
Georgia would be in order. The Chair is also of the opinion 
that the me1·e fact that by unanimous consent we commenced at 
.a certain number on the calendar would not preclude any 
S.nator from mah"ing a motion to take up a bill . . So the Chair 
will entert.ain tbe motion of the Senator from Georgia. 

l\lr. HARRIS. ltlr. President, I will state to the Senate that 
this is a measure allowing the Postmaster General ·to experi­
ment on rural routes on rural free delivery. The Postmaster 
General has recommended it, the· Senate Post Office Committee 
has unanimously reported it, and I do not believe the1·e would 
be very much objection to it. I therefoTe move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Calendar No. 150. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
under the rule this motion must be determined without debate. 
The Senator from Georgia mo\es that the Senate -proceed to 
the consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 60. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state bis 

joquiry. 
Mr. KING. · The g(>J1at-0r from Kansas u. ked unanimous 

corn;ent tl1at onm - o'clock we proceed With the consideration 
of the calendar, IJeginniog at a certain number. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The -Ohair wHl say that tbe 
Senator is mistaken in that. The Senate proceeded under the 
rule to the consideration of the calendar, and then the Senator 
from Kansas asked unanimous oo-nsent that we begin with a 
certain number. That was the Qnly thing involved in the 
unanimous-consent agreement-that we begin with a certain 
number on the calendar. 

Mr. KING. The parliamentary inquiry which I submit and 
which may have been submitted by the distinguished Sena-tor 
from Kansas is, Does not the unanimons consent preclude the 
return to measures that are farther back on the calendar? 
Would we not be compelled, if we desired to take up a measure 
out of order, to find a measure ahead of the point where we 
began, rather than go back over ground which has already 
been covered? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If we had proceeded with the 
calendar in accordance with a unanimous-consent agreement, 
the Chair thinks that would be true; but the Chair d-0es not 
think that the unanimous-consent request submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas precludes any Senator from making a 
motion to take up a particular bill under the rule. 

l\fr. KING. Another parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. 
If tl1ls motion should prevail-and it is a motion to proceed to 
the consideration of a bill which, in my opinion, is o0f very 
great importance and may project the Government into the 
expenditure of milli-0ns and tens of millions of dollars-would 
it be debata'ble, or would we be limited by the five-minute 
rule? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill would be debatable, 
as the Chair understands it, if it were ta.ken up by motion, 
without the flrn-minute limitation. 

Mr. KING. Of course if Senators vote to take up this bill, 
they will displace the calendar, because the discussion of it 
may consume the rest of the morning. 

Mr. EDGE. Will the Senator yield for a question? 
Mr. KING. Certainly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to take up the _ 

joint resolution is not debatable. 
Mr. HARRISON. A parliamentary inquiry, 1\Ir. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Tbe Senator will state bis 

inquiry. 
l\Ir. HARRISON. We entered into a unanimous-consent 

agreement to proceed with the calendar. I hn-ve no objection 
in the world to 'the motion of the Senator from Georgia. I 
am with him in his proposition, but have we not a unanlmous­
consent agreement th-at after the morning hour is concluded we 
shall proceed with the so-called Norbeck bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the unfinished busl­
ness. It will come up at 2 o'clock as the unfinished business. 

l\1r. HARRISON. I had under-stood that the morning. hour 
was over and was so announced by the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning hour is not 
ov-er. Routine morning ·business has been concluded. Th~ 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Georgia to pro­
ceed to the consideration of Senate Joint Resolution No. 60. 
[Putting the questhm.] ln the opinion of the Chair the nays 
have it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I a-sk for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk tyro­

cee~d to call the roll. 
Mr. GLASS (when his name was called). I have a general 

pair with the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Mc-LEAN]. 
In 'his absence I withhold my vote. 

Mr. LODGE -(when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Alabama {Mr. UNDERWOOD]. i 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. GREENE] 
and vote "nay." 

Mr: McCORMICK (when his name was called). I have a 
gene.1·al pair with the Senator from Oklahoma. IMr. OWEN]. 
I transfer that pair to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS] and vote " nay." 

l\'Ir. l\10SES (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BnoussABD]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from California [Mr. SHORTRIDGE] 
and Tote "nay." 

1\Ir. PillPPS {when hls name wa-s called). I have a pair 
with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. DIAL]. I 
am informed that he would -vote as I intend to vote, and ·there.­
fore I am at h"berty to vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). I 
have a general pair with the 5unior Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. BAYARD]. I transfer that pair to the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WELLER] and vote "nay." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I have a stand­
ing pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
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OVERMAN], who is detained from the Chamber, and I therefore 
withhold my vote. · 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. JONES of New Me:iico. I transfer my general pair with 

the Senator from Maine [l\Ir. FERNALD] to the junior Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] and vote "yea." 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
OVERMAN] is absent on account of illness. He is paired with 
the Senator from Wyoming [l\fr. WARREN]. 

Mr. SMITH. I have a general pair with the Senator from 
South Dakota [l\Ir. STERLING]. I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY] and ·vote "yea." 

Mr. WADSWORTH. l\Ir. President, is a pa1·1iamentary in­
quiry in order at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 
The result was announced-yeas 34, nays 31, as follows: 

Adams 
Borah 
B1·uce 
Capper 
Copeland 
Dill 
Edwards 
Ferris · 
Fletcher 

Ball . 
Brookhart 
Colt 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dale 
Edge 
Ernst 

YEAS-34. 
George 
Gerry 
Harris 
Harrison 
Johnson, Minn. 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
McKellar 

McNary 
Mayfield 
Neely 
Ralston 
Ransdell 
Reed, Mo. 
Sheppnrd 
Shields 

- Shipstead 
NAYS-31. 

Fess 
Frazier 
Gooding 
Hale 
Harreld 
Keyes 
King 
Ladd 

Lodge 
l\IcCormlck 
McKinley 
Moses 
Norris 
Oddie 
P epper 
Phipps 

NOT VOTING-31~ 
Ashurst Dial La Follette 
Bayard Elkins Lenroot 
Brandegee Fernald McLean 
Broussard Glass Norbeck 
Bursum Greene Overman 
Cameron Heflin Owen 
Caraway Howell Robinson 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Shortridge 

So Mr. HARrus's motion was agreed to. 

Simmons 
Smith 
Stephens 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 

Pittman 
Reed, Pa. 
Smoot 
Stanfield 
Wadsworth 
Watson 
Willis 

Spencer 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Underwood 
Warren 
Weller 
Wheeler 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will proceed to 
the consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 60. 
· Mr. · FLETCHER. Does not the Senator from Georgia mean 
to correct the statement of the Chair? The bill be described 
is Order of Business 111 on the calendar, Senate bill 2111. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Georgia 
referred to it as Calendar No. 150 and the Chair repeated it sev­
eral times. 

l\fr. FLETCHER. He described the resolution, wlj_icb is not 
the right number. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has voted to pro­
ceed to the consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 60, which 
was also introduced by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. HARRrs]. 

~Ir. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, when I came into 
the Chamber I found the vote was being taken. I inquired 
what the matter was and was advised that it was an amend­
ment to tl1e pending bill providing for experimentation in the 
transportation of farm products by rural free delivery. I voted 
under that apprehension. If the motion is to displace the pend­
ing bill and take up another one, as I now understand is the 
case, I voted under a misapprehension. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that it 
was a motion in the morning hour to proceed to the considera­
tion of a bill on the calendar .. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, it was my error in calling the 
wrong calendar number, and I regret it. The bill I described 
ls a bill that has come up on the call of the calendar several 
times, and the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING] bas objected 
each time. I want to say to Senators on the other side of the 
aisle who voted against taking up the bill that it has come up 
several times on the call of the calendar and has been objected 
to. I have been in the Senate five years and never objected to 
a unanimous-consent request, and hope never to do it, but I am 
going to get the bill considered. It is on the calendar and has 
been unanimously recommended by the committee. If I fail to 
get it considered, I shall object to other measures being taken 
up by unanimous consent. Any Senator has the right to oppose 
the bill and object to it, but I am not going to let one Senator­
and there is only one objection to this-keep me from having a 
bill considered here. I put the Senate on notice. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator's motion was to 
proceed to the consideration of Senate Joint Resolution 60. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I sjmply want to state to the 
Senator from Georgia that Senators on this side of the aisle 

did not vote against taking up the measure because they are 
opp~sed t~ the mea~ure. They voted against proceeding to its 
cons1derat10n at this time because they object to displacing 
the calendar now. They feel that we should proceed with 
the call of the calendar according to the unanimous-consent 
agreement. · 

~r., KING. ~~r. President, the Senator from Georgia has 
exhibited a spirit of acerbity that is not compatible with 
the situation. He seems to take it as a personal affront be­
cause somebody objects to his unanimous-consent request that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution. 
I stated to the Senator that I objected under the five-minute 
rule to a measure as important as that coming up to be con­
sidered. I stated to the Senator from Georgia then and I 
state now that if he would move to take it up at any time 
~xcept under the five-minute rule I would join with him. It 
ls absurd to make the statement he did, and it is totally mi­
fair .and unkind. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Utah bas forgotten. I 
went to him after he objected to the consideration of the bill 
when it came up on the calendar at different times and asked 
him if be would object to my making a motion to bring it up 
at another time. He told me that he was opposed to the bill, 
that it was a bad bill, and that he would object to it. I have 
shown him every courtesy. He has a perfect right to oppose 
the bill, but the bill is going to be considered by the Senate. 
I am entitled to that. 

Mr. l\IcKELLAR. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state the 

parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. l\fcKELLAR. What resolution have we taken up? Is 

it Senate Joint Resolution 60? . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate bas voted to take 

up Senate Joint Resolution No. 60, Order of Business 150. 
The Senate now bas before it Joint Resolution No. 60, being 

Order of Business 150. 
l\1r. CURTIS and Mr. KING addressed the Chair. 
Mr. HARRIS. l\fr. President--
Mr. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 

proceed to the consideration of Order ' of Business 111, being 
Senate bill 2111, in lieu of the measure which was taken up, 
for evidently Senators thought they were voting to take up the 
bill for which I have asked consideration. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Pre ident--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the Chair first state the 

request of the Senator from Florida. The Senator from 
Florida asks unanimous consent that Calendar No. 111, being 
Senate bill 2111, be substituted for the joint resolution which 
was just voted to be taken up by · the Senate. Is there objec­
tion to that request? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I object. I challenge the ac­
curacy of the Senator from Georgia--

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President--
Mr. KING. I haye the :floor. It is not true that I objected 

to the consideration of . Senate bill 2111. I do object to its 
consideration under the five-minute rule. If the Senator from 
Georgia can get the bill considered at any other time I shall 
join with him in order that there may be a full discussion 
of the measure. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the Senator from Utah either 
misstated my request or misunderstood wbat I said to btm 
in a courteous way. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill 2111, being Calendar No. 111, in­
stead of the other mea.sure. 

The PRESIDING O]fFICER. The question is on the mo­
tion of the Senator from Georgia that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Order of Bw;iness 111, being Senate bill 
2111. . • 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the blll ( S. 2111) author­
izing the Postmaster General to conduct an experiment in 
the Rural Mail Service, and for other purposes, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
with an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
bill. 

Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. · 
Mr. KING. I have been advised, contrary to what I un-

derstood the Chair to rule--not the present occupant of the 
chair, who was not then presiding-that the consideration of 
the pending measure will not be under the five-minute rule. 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will not be co:ri• 
sidered under the five-minute rule. There is no limit on tha 
debate on the measure now. 
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Mr. HARRIS. I called the bill up at this time because it 

would not be considered under the five-minute rule. The Sen­
ator from Utah stated he would object to the consideration of 
the bill under the five-minute rule. I was therefore forced to 
do what I did not like to do. 

The PRESIDING 0.I;~FICER. The Secretary will read the 
bill 

The ·reading clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That during the 12 months next succeeding the 

approval of this act the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to conduct experiments in the operation of not more than 
50 rural routes, in localities to be selected by him; said experiments 
shall be designed primarily to develop and · to encourage the trans­
portation of food products directly from producers to consumers or 
vendors, and, if the Postmaster General shall deem it necessary or 
advisable during tbe progress of said experiments. he ls hereby au­
thorized, in his discretion, on · such number or all of said routes as 
he may desire, to reduce to such an extent as he may deem advisable 
the rate of postage on food products malled directly on such routes 
for delivery at the post offices from which such routes start, and to 
allow the rural carriers thereon a commission on the postage so re­
ceived at such rate as tbe Postmaster General may prescribe, which 
commission shall be in addition to the carriers' regular salaries. 
The amounts due t?le carriers for commissions shall be determined 
under rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Postmaster Gen­
eral, and when so determined and properly certified to the Comp­
troller General shall be payable monthly by warrant directly from 
the appropriation for Rural Delivery Service: Provided, Tbat the 
amount so paid shall in no case exceed the actual amount of revenue 
derived from this experimental service. 

A report on the progress of this experiment shall be made to Con­
gress at the next regular session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, and is open to amendment. 

Mr. KING. Let the report be read. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President--
1\ir. KING. I waive the request if the Senator from Georgia 

desires to be heard. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, the pending bill, if enacted, 

will not require an appropriation. As I just now stated, the 
Postmaster General and the Post Office Department have con­
sidered the bill carefully and approve of the measure. The 
Post Office Committee of the Senate bas also approved it unani­
mously at an almost full meetina of the committee. The bill 
proposes to enable the rural carriers to carry certain articles, 
starting from the place where they begin carrying the mail and 
back to that point, but not beyond that. Such carriage is con­
fined to the route of the rural carrier, and he is not permitted 
to carry articles beyond the boundaries of bis route. 

The bill proposes to allow the Postmaster General to experi­
ment along that line and to let the rural carriers bring in at a 
smaller postage rate butter, eggs, or other articles which are 
raised on ·the farm. 

Every day some farmer throws away, say, a pound of butter 
or vegetables or other articles which he could send to town by 
the carrier. He can not afford to hitch up his horse or to take 
his automobile and go 10 or 12 miles merely to carry small 
quantities of butter, fruit, or vegetables to market. For that 
reason I thought the Postmaster General, if he should experi­
ment by having these carriers transport such articles, giving 
them a commission so as to interest them in the proposition, 
would accomplish a useful end. 

The greatest problem on the farm to-day, Mr. President, is 
getting a market for produce. I believe the measure, if en­
acted, will go a long way to meet that end. 

I am not going to consume the time of the Senate in a dis­
cussion of the bill, but I hope the Senate will approve of it. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as I interpret the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. liARBis], his position is that whenernr a Seuator 
seeks for the consideration of any measure assent shc;uld 
immediately be given. He seems to feel affronted if opposi­
tion is suggested to any measure which be may. offer. I have 
stated to the Senator that I had no objection to the consider­
ation of his bill, although I was opposed to it, if it were 
brought to the attention of the Senate at a time when its pro­
visions could be fully examined and its consequences thoroughly 
explored. Under the five-minute rule, or during the morning 
hour, it is impossible to consider fully and carefully mea~ures 
brought before the Senate, and I suggested to the Senator that 
if he would call up his measure upon an occasion where there 
would be full opportunity to canvass its merits and demerits 
I should not object. We are now, if not under the five-minute 
rule, operating within the morning bour, and this measure, 
which I regard as an important one, can not be fully considered 

before 2 o'clock, when the unfinished business will be taken up 
for consideration. 

Mr. President, I am in sympathy with any measure which 
will tend to relieve agriculture from burdens which oppr~~s it 
and from obstacles which it encounters. No one can deny the 
importance of agriculture. It is the basic industry, and the 
prosperity of the farmers is essential to the prosperity of the 
Nation.· However, Congress must keep in view always the 
limitations which are imposed upon it, and must also in con­
sidering proposed measures not be influenced by mere sentiment, 
or controlled by hysteria, or directed by conditions-unfortunate 
and deplorable though they may be-for which no proper 
palliative may be offered. 

I sometimes think that much of the legislation of Congress 
is the result of pressure or propaganda or emotionalism, with­
out due consideration to the ultimate results and to the prece­
dents which such legislation may establish. We are too prone 
to regard mere palliatives as cures for disorders. The pby-. 
sician seeks from the symptoms in the patient to discover th~ 
cause of the malady. The quack is satisfied with some tempo­
rary treatment. A palliative is given to the patient, but the 
disorder still persists. Agriculture is suffering and suffering 
seriously. There is a deep-seated disease in our economic life. 
It is important that we discover the cause of the disease and 
then proceed with courage to cure the ailment, no matter how 
drastic the remedy prescribed. 

Oftentimes legislation may be projected which affords tem­
porary relief and extends benefits to a class or within a cir­
cumscribed area, but its ultimate effects may be most injurious 
and its consequences to the country most serious. The proposi­
tion before us on its face is very attractive. It is particularly 
inviting when we consider that some of the evils a.fHictin~ 
agriculture result from the lack of markets and from a failure 
of the agriculturists to properly cooperate to dispose of their 
products. An examination of the measure before us 1·eveals, as 
I understand it, the purpose back of it. And that purpose is 
to project the Government into the business of transporting 
the products of the farm ; and, of course, if· it becomes a com­
mon carrier of agricultural products, it must become a common 
carrier for manufactured and all other commodities. It is 
an attractive proposition to have the Government provide 
means for transporting the products of the field and the farm 
to the consuming markets, and yet if that proposition is 
adopted by the Government it means that the Government will 
ultimately take over the transportation system and become a 
common carrier for all the people. 

It is true that the bill before us merely authorizes an experi­
ment to be conducted for the purpose of demonstrating what 
can be done by the Post · Office Department in carrying farm 
products from the producers to the consumers. It is idle to 
say that those who projected the scheme have only in mind a 
simple experiment. Undoubtedly the purpose is to have a 
nation-wide system established which will require the Gov­
ernment, through the Post Office Department, to haul the 
products of the farms from a place of origin to a place of 
consumption. Undoubtedly, 1t is expected that the department 
will select routes where the experiment will demonstrate that 
commodities may be transported from the farm to the city, and 
it is expected that the department will report favorably upori 
the proposition. 

Experience has demonstrated that departments have en­
couraged measures which extended their jurisdiction, augmented 
their powers and increased their personnel. Little organiza­
tions established by Congress have grown like the green bay tree 
until they overshadowed the land. Executive agencies are al­
ways ambitious and anxious for additional power. Some of­
ficials in the Post Office Department undoubtedly would be glad 
to see the Post Office Department converted into a common 
carrier. They would be glad to see tens of thousands more of 
employees and an enormous business organization established 
to carry the freight of the country. 

There are those in the department, and there are many out­
side of the department who would be glad to see the Go•ern­
ment control all transportation, including railroads, telegraph 
and telephone companies, and whatever facilities may be de­
vised for the conveyance of passengers or freight or the trans­
fer of information. So we might as well at the outset say that 
the measure before us has in view the ultimate establishment, 
under the control of the Post Office Department, of a vast net­
work of transportation which will convey from field and farm 
and range and plantation and mill, all forms of agricultural 
products. And, as I bave stated, when such system shall have 
been established demands will be made for its extension until 
all branches of industries may avail themselves of such instru­
mentalities and utilize it as a national common carrier. 
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During the incumbency of Mr. Burleson as Postmaster Gen­
eral a plan was proposed something like the one under con­
sideration. It contemplated the establishment of a motor 
.transport system to convey farm products from producer to 
consumer. As I recall, the proposition was debated and finally 
defeated U1)0n the floor of the Senate. It was felt by many 
Senators that if the scheme were adopted it would expand into 
a stupendous organization. · 

·Such a movement as I have understood this bill contem­
plates, if started, could not be arrested. The Senator from 
Georgia has stated that the object of the bill is to experiment 
with small products, such as eggs and butter, and he has said 
that many of the small products of the farm are of little value 
and the farmers can not afford the time and the trouble of 
hauling the same to market He conveys the idea that the 
plan will be limited to the hauling of these less important and 
comparatively few products. However, the b'ill contains no 
H.mitations, and the Senator knows that if the plan is adopted 
no limitations will be imposed. If the Government may be­
come a common carrier for butter and milk and eggs, why not 
for other farm products? Indeed, the farmers would demand 
that its activities be expanded. It will be impossible to draw 
the line between the small and unimportant products and the 
large and important products. There is no limit as to the 
number of l)ounds that shall be carried or, as stated, the ar­
ticles which shall be carried.. And I state, without any fear 
of successful contradiction, that if the scheme shall be accepted 
and the Government shall inaugurate a plan to carry products 
from the farm to the city, and from the ;producer to markets, 
an i;y;ricu1tural products will come within the category of 
transportable commodities, whether the commodities are anl­
mn te or inanimate. 

Provision will tberefore have to be m:tde under such a sys­
tem for instrumentalities to convey all of the products that 
are to be shipped from the farms. Livest-0ck, beef cattle, hogs, 
sheep, hay, wheat, corn. rye, barley, and, indeed, all things 
whlch are produced upon the farm and upon ranches will come 
within the scope of the plan and provisions will be made for 
t11eir transportation. 

Senators may say that Congress will limit the activities o.f 
the Post Office Department. Mr. President, that will not be 
done and Senators know that it can not be &me. It was 
understood when the parcel-post system was established that 
it was to be confined to small parcels; but we find now that 
the Government is carrying all kinds of freight labeled " Parcel 
pot." Lumber, coal, ore, livestock, freight of all kinds aTe 
now transported by the Post Office Department under the 
classification of parcel post. The Government is losing mil­
lions of dollars annually in carrying these bulky commoilities. 
If sent by train or by private carriers of freight, the ..costs 
would be very much greater, and accordingly the Post Office 
Department ls being utilized to convey these bulky and heavy 
commodities. 

It will be the same if this plan goes through with respect to 
the product.s of the ranch and the field and the farm ; and, as 
I have stated, and I repeat it. if the Government transports 
commodities from the farm, it will be required to engage in a 
general transportation business and it will become a nation­
wi<le common carrier. 

May I call attention briefly to the fact tha.t most of the inter­
urban railroad systems, wb,ich have contributed so much to the 
development of the rural and agricu.lta.ral districts of our 
eountry, are in the hands of receivers'? These important 
agencies, hich have tied together the towns and cities and 
the rural districts, Ila ve served a very useful purpose in our 
economic life. They have brought the farms -and the people 
1n the rural districts into touch with the cities. They have 
sought to accommodate the people and to increase their busi­
ne s. The milk and the butter and the fresh vegetables are 

' daily conveyed by these railroads from the farms to the cities 
and the towns. 

rt looked a few years ago as if there would be a continual 
development of the interurban railroad system. Thousands of 
miles were constructed and a most efficient system -of railroad 
transportation was established. But, as stated, many of these 
syNtems, for lack of patronage or for other reasons, have gone 
into the hands of receivers. The adv-ent of the truck and the 
autom-0bile militated very much against these interurban elec­
tric roads. The result is that there has been a practical sus­
pension of electric road construction in all parts of the United 
States. If the Government shall now embark upon the busi­
ne s of transportation, it means, -of course, that there will be a 
comp-lete suspension of electric Tailway construction, and un­
doubtedly sueh action upo-n the part of the Government will 

curtail the constructl-0n -01'. steam railroads. For a number of 
years it was the policy -0f the steam railroad companies to ex­
tend branches out into g1'<>wing and thriving agricultural dis· 
trlcts. If thEi Government shall become a common carrier and 
transport the commodities of the people from the farms and 
ranches and rural districts to the cities, then there will be a 
restriction of steam railway building, and particularly of 
branch lines into the agrkultural distr1cts. · 

The far-reaching consequences of the -embarkation by the 
Government upon a scheme such as is contemplated by this 
bill can not be fully comprehended. But earnest considera­
tion of the subject will compel the conclusion that the mea ure 
before us sh-0uld receive most careful consideration. 1\fost evll 
precedents were the results of conditiOD.B whtch seemed to call 
for a depnrture from accepted policies. ~rhere is a saying 
am-0ng lawyers that hard cases make hard law; and so in 
legislation, hard situations, profound economic disturbances, 
are used as excuses for socialistic and paternalistic legislation~ 
and for the inauguration of policies which are at variance 
with the principles which underlie this Republic. 

Mr. President, it ls important that there be new capital in­
vested in railroads, both steam and electric. It is important 
that our transportation system be improved by private capital, 
not by the Government. It ls important for tho e within the 
cities, as well as for the agriculturists, that markets for the 
products of the manufacturers, -as well as the farmers, should 
be .expanded, and that freight rates should be redu-eed to the 
lowest possible level. '.rhe projection of the Go-vernment into 
the transportation field will, of course, react immediately upon 
the transportation system of the United States; and I call 
attention to the fa.ct th.at corporations are being formed f-0r the 
transportation by truck and automobiles of freight and passen­
gers between cities and towns. Wherever we go we encounter 
the freight trucks and the passenger automobiles. They go into 
the country and into the villages and the rural communities 
and serve the people. As the needs of the people increase, ad­
ditional corporations will be formed. But if tbe Government 
ent-ers into this field, then, of course, private capital will be 
driven out. Of course, the Government" can not operate as 
cheaply and as efficiently as can individuals ; but the Govern­
ment has a long purse, and the Treasury is inexhaustible. It 
may be empty to-day. but the taxing power will fill it to-mor­
row. And though people can successfully compete against the 
Government, if the standards applied are efficiency and econ­
omy, private persons can not ompete, if governmental agencies 
may thrust their hands into the Treasury to mn.ke up deficits 
and to bear the expense of governmental operation. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does tbe Senator fro·m Utah 

yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
l\Ir. KING. I yield. 
Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator seems to have objection to 

developing the rural route service -for the farmers partly on 
the ground that it would cause a deficit. Is it not a fact that 
the Steel Trust, whl.le the farmers are going bankrupt, is mak· 
ing enormous profits right now, and would it not be just to 
restore the excess-profits tax on the Steel Trust and Uke -com­
binations in order to pay that deficit and give this service? 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, my objection to the plan back ot 
this bill is not because there will be a deficit in operating a 
governmental transportation system. Perhaps that is one rea­
son for my objec-tion, but my primary objection is that in the 
long run the farmers will not be benefited by having the Gov­
ernment enter into the transportation busin~ss. They might 
obtain temporary benefit by having the Government buy trucks 
and vehicles for the purpose of carrying to market their prod­
ucts. but r insist that the initiation of such a policy would 
culminate in the erection of a nation-wide transportation sys­
tem, operated by the Government, which would be so inefficient, 
so expensive, so wasteful, as to become a burden upon the 
taxpayers and an injury to the farmers, as well as to all 
classes. 1 

My position is that the farmers stand a· better chance t<Y have 
cheap transportation from farm to city and city to farm by 
private enterprise than by governmental owned, operated, and 
controlled instrumentalities of transportation. Whatever in­
crease in taxation occurs, it hurts the fat·mer. And I am cer­
tain that deficits would result from the operation of a trans­
portation system by the Government, as deficits have resulted 
from the operation by the Government of the ships eontrolled 
by the Shipping Bo·ard. 

A. democracy such as ours is not as ~fficlent in its adminis­
tration as a well-organized monarchy -or a militarism. There 
arie other gains, -of cours~ in a democracy which more than 1 

compensate f-0r losses resulting from the efficiency of militarism. 
. -1 
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Mr. President, the latter part of the Senator's suggestion 

about the ·Steel Trust is not quite germane to the question under 
consideration. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Are not all these questions related? 
Should we not consider every one of them in the light of every 
other one? 

Mr. KING. In a sense, Mr. President, most of these are 
related directly or indfrectly. When we come to discuss the 
revenue bill, then we can consider the question of excess profits 
as well as the earnings of the Steel Trust, and if it, as well as 
other corporations, should be taxed more than they are now 
taxed legislation should be enacted which will accomplish the 
result. 

The question of the Government entering upon the busine~s 
of the common carrier is one thing, and I respectfully submit 
that it is not directly related to the fact, if it be a fact, that · 
some corporations are not taxed sufficiently, nor is it related to 
the fact that there is no excess-profits tax now collected from 
the corporations of the United States. I am in favor, l\Ir: 

~~~~~e~~:~t: i:i~t s~~;~e~f ~~:a:~~~~~ o~ r:!~~~n~at wealth 
I ·have offered a bill which relieves the farmers and those of 

small incomes of taxes levied under existing law. Permit me to 
say, however, Mr. President, that the earnings of rich men. and 
corporations, as a rule, go back into business. They constitute 
capital which is invested, and an investment of this new capital 
develops new enterprises which in turn affects the products of 
the farm and the field and the mine and furnishes employment 
to' a greater number of people. . 

I am sure no Senator desires to deny profits, either to mdi­
viduals or to corporations. Speaking for myself, I would like 
to see all business enterprises, whether conducted by individuals 
or corporations, make profits, because such profits would be 
invested and such investment would add to the prosperity of all 
the people. 

It is de irable that we have more savings, more earnings, 
more enterprises developed and employment furnished to a 
larger number of people. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Will the Senator yield? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FESS in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
1'1r. KING. I yield. 
Mr. BROOKHART. It seems to me that the Senator is not 

considering the basic proposition, · and that is this: All the 
work of all the people of all the United States, added to all 
the earnings of alJ the capital in all the United States, added 
to all the unearned increment of all the capital in all the 
United States increases the national wealth only about 6 per 
cent a year. I want to ask the Senator, if that be true, if 
these stabilized industries that earn more than that are not 
getting more than their share in every instance, and is not 
that an unjust charge upon labor and farmers and other people 
who pay it, and is there any other way to reach it except by 
giving these farmers and other people their rights under the 
law and then taxing those excess profits back? 

Mr. KING. We must not confuse the issue before us. Of 
course, the earnings of all classes are contributions to the 
national wealth, but as the Senator knows, only from the 
savings are investments to be had. Of course, the ideal social 
and economic system would be that which permits all to make 
profits, from which profits capital is found for further invest­
ment. But under our system of government we may not take 
the profits away from one person and give them to another. 
We may and should adopt a rational and just system of taxa-

. tion, and those of large earnings should pay large taxes, and 
those of smalJt earnings should pay small taxes. But the 
system of taxation should not be capricious or discriminatory, 
nor can we justify paternalism or communism or the em­
barkation of the Government upon socialistic schemes merely 
because some are rich and may not be sufficiently taxed. If 
they are not paying the taxes which they should the legis­
latures of the States and of the Federal Government a1·e at 
fault. We may not under our Constitution correct one wrong 
by resorting to another nor remedy evils which can be remedied 
by embarking the Government upon policies contrary to the 
theory of our Constitution and to the principles of individu­
alism which underlie our political and economic system. 

I admit there are corporations and individuals who are 
evading taxation. I admit there has been discriminatory legis­
lation which has contributed to the ·amassing of large fortunes 
by individuals and by corporations. I admit that the protective 
tariff has been employed to enrich certain classes ; that it has 
been an instrument of oppression to agriculture and to the 
consuming masses of the country, but while admitting all these 
things I can not find reasons which I consider sufficient to 

justify me in supporting the Government in taking over the 
railroads, in becoming a common carrier, and in entering into 
those ·fields of private industry which are occupied by the peo­
ple of this great and growing Republic. 

If I believed that the Government could conduct all the 
affairs of the people better than they can themselves, and that 
its ownership of all the property would bring greater happi­
ness and peace to the people, I might then become a communist. 
But I believe that communism is a blight upon the people; that 
it retards growth and development; that it -paralyzes industry 
and reduces the people to a condition of mental torpor and in­
dustrial stagnation. 

Mr. President, I would help all agriculturists. I would do so 
by lightening taxation, by reducing the expenses of the Gov­
ernment. I would encourage self-initiative, a strong spirit of 
local self-government-those primitive and virile qualities ex­
emplified in the early days of this Republic. I would repress 
illegal trusts and combinations in restraint of trade. I would 
see that there was a free field of opportunity for all; that there 
were no special privileges, and that the flag of this Republic 
meant equality and an equal opportunity for every person who 
lives under it. 

I would expand the markets of the farmer ; I would aid in 
finding foreign consumers for his products; I would remove the 
exploiting and criminal tariffs which increase the prices of 
commodities which the farmer is compellerl to buy, in order 
that the purchasing power of his products would be enhanced 
and his prosperity increased. I would pro.vide a just and fair 
system of rural credits; I. would aid in every legitimate and 
proper way every cooperative movement to errable the farmers 
to conserve and dispose of their products. Indeed, Mr. Presi­
dent, recognizing the importance of agriculture, I would do all 
within my power to establish our international as well as our 
national policies to advance the interests of agriculture, keep­
ing in mind always our form of government and the limitations 
which are placed upon the General Government of the United 
States. 

But, l\fr. President, returning to the subject matter under dis­
cussion, I believe that the farmers will not be benefited by 
the go,rernrnental system of transportation. The waste and in­
efficiency of bureaucrats preclude the successful operation of 
the railroads and transportation system and the great indus­
tries which have contributed so much to the development of this 
Republic. 

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

further yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. KING. If the Senator desires to ask a question, yes. 
Mr. BROOKHART. Being a strong believer in the Govern­

ment of the United States, I am willing to defend it even 
against the charge of inefficiency and waste. 

1\Ir. KING. I would rather the Senator would ask me a 
question, and make speeches in his own time. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Here is the question: Does the Senator 
know that in spite of all of the newspaper criticism of the 
operation of the railroads by the Government, in spite of all 
the bad McAdoo management that we hear about, the first 
10 months after the roads were turned back their operating 
expenses in private bands increased by $1,485,000,000, or nearly 
a billion and a half? 

Mr. KING. I have seen a multitude of statements affirming 
what the Senator says, and I have seen many statements de­
nying the correctness of those figures. 

Mr. BROOKHAR'l'. If I furnish the figures from the re­
ports of the Interstate Commerce Commission, and give the 
book and the page, will that be satisfactory? 

Mr. KING. I have investigated that question at some length, 
and when the railroad question comes before the Senate for 
consideration I shall give it my best attention; trot I want to 
say to the Senator in all good faith that I do not believe in 
governmental o;wnership and operation--

Mr. BROOKHART. Of anything? 
Mr. KING. Of railroads and ships and other instrumentali­

ties which under our theory of government should be operated 
by private individuals. 

Mr. BROOKHART. The Senator would turn back the post 
office to private corporations, would be? 

l\Ir. KING. It is so strongly intrenched that I would not do 
so ; but I will say very frankly that in my opinion the Post 
Office Department could be operated more efficiently and eco­
nomically than it is now for one-half the present expense if it 
were controlled by private individuals. 

Mr. BRUCE and Mr. BROOKHART addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JONES of Washington in 

the chair). Does the Senator from Utah yield, and to whom? 
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Yr. KING. If the Senator from Iowa will pardon me, r will 
yield now to the. Senator from Maryland. . 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President,. I should like to remind the 
Senato.r, in connection with what he has just said, that a.. few 
years ago Postmaster General Burleson testified, in the course 
of an investigation by Congress, that 1f the rural mail service 
were let out to private contract it eould be conducted at a 
reduction in cost of s.ome $18,000,000 a year. 

1\Ir. BROOKHAitT. l\1r. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. KING. I yield for a question. 
Mr. BROOKHART. On that proposltlon, I want to challenge 

that statement-I do not care who made it-and I want to 
assert that the Post Office Department, with all !ts defects, 
is more efficiently managed than any private business of its 
magnitude in the world. When we. consider the profits and 
the charges that we have to pay in private business. the cost 
to the people is far greater than it ls 1n the Post Office De­
partment. Every profit of private business is paid for by the 
work of somebody ; and with those profits going above the 
ea.mings of all the work and all the capital and all the un­
earned increment added together, we know that somebody is 
ma.king more than his. share. The Post Office. Department 
is not, and never bas been. 

lli. WAD SW ORTH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
at that point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the. Senator from Utah 
yieid to the Senator from New York? 

l\Ir. KING. I yield to tlie Senator :from New York. 
.!Ur. W .ADSWORTH. I imagine that the criticism, implied 

or actual, against the Post Office Department is not justified in 
whole, because the Post Office Department must operate. under 
statutes enacted by the Congress, and there- ls injected the 
element of politics. For example, if" the Post Office Depart­
ment were left to its own free will fn the fixing of postal rates. 
so that they would meet the cost of transporting the mail mat­
ter I do not believe that the second-class mail matter would 
be transported at a loss, but the Congress insists that the 
second-class mail matter shall be transported at a loss, and 
does so for purely political reasons-. Congress is afraid of the 
perso11s who publish second-class mall matter. The rural mall 
deli\ery rs operated at a loss, purposely so, because the Congress 
has enacted statutes which govern the rates to be charged, 
thinking in its wisdom-and I do not deny this-that it is 
worth while for the Go-vernment to lose money tn that service 
in order to give a more prompt mail service to the people who 
live in remote rnr:It-districts. So the blame, it there is· to be 
any blame at all, should not be directed solely against the Post 
Office Department or its management, because it is not a free 
business agent, and the trouble with Government operation of 
any commercial business is that it never can he a free business 
agent. 

It will always be restricted or directed by statutes emanating 
from the legislative branch of the Government. and back of 
many of which is a political purpose. 

Mr. KING. l\.Ir. President, uncroubtedly the facts stated by 
tbc Senator from New York are largely responsible for the in­
creased cost over what otherwise would be the cost of operating 
thf' Post Office Department and perha:ps other activities and 
agencies of the Government. 

~fr. BROOKHART. Mr. Presldent--
'l'he PRESIDING OFE'IOER. Does the. Senator from Utah 

yield to the Sena tor from Iowa? 
Mr. KING. I do. 
Mr. BROOKHART. In answer t() the. suggestion of the Sena­

tor from New York, I suggest that this interference with gov­
ernment is an interference from private business. It is private 
business coming into government in a way that it has no right 
to come, and then these injustices result. The fact is, here is 
the United States Chamber ot Commerce being organized as a 
sort of supergovernment of the United States to sup.ervise and 
direct everything that we do down here, and it is this business 
in goye:rnment that is the cause of these discrepancies. I thip.k 
we will have to get' some of that system of business out of 
gon~rnment and let the Government attend to its business. 

l\Ir~ W ADS\VORTH. May I be impertinent enough to a.sk 
whether the Senator from Iowa would vote for an amendment 
to the po tal laws providing that the second-class mail matter 
should pay postage sufficient to meet the cost of transportation 'l 

1\Ir. BROOKHART. I think probably I would~ I certainly 
would if it levied a tax on the Saturday Evening Post and the 
other reactionary journals that are gettlng the. benefit of the 
present rate and making their millions out of it. 

l\fr. KING. 1\-.fr. President, I do not want to be considered as 
indicting in a: wholesale way the Post Office Department or the 
administrative and executive branches of the Government; but 
I think it may be said with much certainty and assurance that 
the Government, in its efforts to manage many of these great 
enterprises, such as the ships and the railroads and other 
activities to which reference might be mad'e, because in part ot 
the influences referred to by the Senator from New York and 
the hampering legislation by Congress, has been unable to bring 
about those economies and to accomplish the work with that 
efficiency that would e.haractertze the efficient business organ­
ization of the American people. 

The American people, generally speaking, ai:e efficient in th.e • 
management of their own affairs; and under the competitive 
system there has been developed an alertness and business ca­
pacity that has given to thiS Nati~m a preeminent place indus­
trially among the nations of the world. 

The spirit of individualism and of proper integration which 
exists among the American people, together with our democratic 
institutions and political ideals.. is responsible for the great 
triumphSi whlch have come to this Republic, and tor the posi­
tion of primacy which it occupies in the industrial, economic, 
and political world. 

If ~merica had been a paternalls.tlc government, it it had 
been a socialism, if the Federal Government had taken over 
the activities which belong to private individuals. we would 
not have- had $300,000,000,000 of private property. We would 
not have been the financial power in, the world which all con­
cede the United States. to be. 

It is true, as indlcated by the Senator from Iowa, that 
some corporations have grown too large. I do not agree 
with t,he position of Mr. Roosevelt that corporations may not 
be- too large. I think they may be too large ; and, as was. 
pointed out by Mr. Justice Brandeis, corporations may become 
so big as to become unwieldy and inefficient and unable to com­
pete with smaller· organizations which are directing their 
energies along the same lines. 

In the same way, the Government may become so big, so un­
wieldy that it will cease to properly function.. That is the 
condition, many believe, of our Government to-day. It is be­
coming paternalistic, bureaucratic, and inefficient. It can 
not properly manage the affairs which legitimately belong to 
it. We spend our time in creating commissions and bureaus 
and agencies to take over and contest a multitude af matters 
which belong to the States. This is a Government of and by 
commissions who frame laws and regulations by which the 
peo.ple are governed. And Senators on both sides of the Cham­
ber are adding to the respo.nsibillties and duties of the Federal 
Government by imprudent and often unwise and unconstitu­
tional le.gislation, and we are contributing to the inefficiency 
and incompetency of the Federal Government by devolving 
upon it duties and responsibilities with which it is not cha.rgetl 
under the Constitution, and which it can not economically or 
properly perform. 

But, to come back to the measure before us,, Mr. President,. I 
think every Senator is in sympathy with the farmers and would 
be glad to do. everything possible for their relief. If this meas­
ure,. waiving the question of the paternalism and the constitu­
tionality of the, scheme which it contemplates, would be ot aid 
to the. farmer, I should support it, but in my opinion it would 
not. It will prevent the organization of private c,ompanies to. 
engage in rural transportation. In many sections of the conn-­
try-I know in so.me parts of my own State-private persons 
have organized companies to operate motors and transport to · 
the cities the products of the farm and to the ruv.al districts thQ 
commodities desired by the farmers. That will be done more. 
generally throughout the United States as time goes on. 

Such a transportation system or something needed by the 
people can not be developed in a day ; but it will be developed 
as the needs of the people require. But if the Government is 
projected into this business, it will arrest. indeed prevent, 
private activity. And with the Government carrying on a bust .. 
ness. of such magnitude it will mean hundreds of thousands of 
additional Federal employees and a bureaucmtic system that will 
be oppressive and inefficient. It will mean that thousands and 
tens of thousands of busses and automobiles and trucks must b0 
purchased by the Government~ that thousands of garages mustJ 
be built'; that Federal machinery must be provided for caring 
for freight ~ warehouses will ultimately be needed and all ot 
the machinery set up by transportation companies. In other 
words. if the Government embarks upon this scheme as it i~ 
co.ntemplated~ it will e\"entuate in the engaging in all forms ot 
transportation in all parts. of the land. 

l\Ir~ BRUCE. Mr. President--
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield to the Senator from l\Iar}'la.nd? 
Mr. KI TG. I yield. 
l\lr. BltUCE. I want to ask the Senator from Utah whether 

in his conclusions be does not to some little extent lose sight 
o-f the fact that this bill contemplates purely an experhnental 
project? Do his arguments apply with full force to such a 
ca e as is presented by the bill? It provides for experimenta­
tion by the Post Office Department on rural routes to see how 
far it is possible to transport agricultural produets directly 
from the producer to the consumer and to find out what the 
cost of that may be. .Anyhow, is it not likely that very much 
valuable information would be elicited by this experiment so 
that we may be able to see how much good this would do it it 
should be carried into effect? 

I quite agree with the principles which underlie the argu­
ment of the Senator. I am sure he is not more strongly im­
pre sed with the correctness of those principles than I am 
myself, but it seems to me he loses sight a little bit of the fact 
that · what is to be inaugurated by this enactment is an experi­
ment, and it seems to me that after that experiment had been 
made we could tell better than we can tell now how far the 
scheme was chimerical aod how far it was not. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, I 
do not say the scheme is chimerical ; that is, that it can not 
be carried out. It is an unwise and unpolitic scheme. It 
will prove a costly and dangerous scheme. It will project the 
Government into policies which will be harmful to all cla.sses 
of people. But so long as the Treasury of the United States 
is behind it, it can succeed; but the annual deficit will be col­
lossal. Germany is in the transportation business; though, 
of course, she is losing billions of inarks every day. Other 
governments have undertaken the busine.ss of common carriers 
but without success. I ask the Senator if this experiment is 
not for the purpose ultimately of projecting the Government 
into llie transportation business? 

Mr. BRUCE. I suppose it is, provided it develops results 
sufficiently beneficial to the public to warrant the ex.tension of 
the e4{leriment. 

Mr. KING. Does the Senator des:ire that the Government of 
the United States, through the Post Office Department or 
through any -other department, shall be a common carrier of 
freight, farm products, and all other products? 

Ur. BRUCE. Indeed I do not, on any general scale; but it 
seems to me there might be sorne reasonable eXI>ansion of the 
postal facilities, perhaps, for the relief of the farmers. 

l\fr. KING. May I ask the Senator where he would stop? 
If we inaugurate this system, and transport farm products 
from the country to Baltimore, where will we stop? Will it 
be with butter and eggs? The Senator knows that we do not 
stop in the parcel-post system with small articles; freight is 
hauled. I have seen iron rails hauled and I have seen live­
stock hauled, with great loss to the Government. 

Mr. BRUCE. I think it should be limited to portable arti­
cles, of course ; articles more or less readily portable. 

1\Ir. KING. But we do not limit it. 
Mr. BRUCE. I know that. There are anomalies under the 

present system, but I think those might be corrected. I mean 
to say that if we reached the point where the Government found 
itself fairly embarking in the business of transportation on a 
1arge scale, then we would find ourselves face to face with the 
question of whether the Government should not own and operate 
the railroads, and the Senator from Utah is not more inflexibly 
antagonistic to that idea than I am. 

Mr. KING. The Senator from Maryland is a man of large 
experience and a valuable addition to the Senate. I ask the 
Senator now, Does he not believe that if the Post Office De­
partment reports that this experiment bas been a success it will 
inaugurate a system under which the Government of the United 
States will carry the products of the farm, because u-the plan 
ls put into operation in one State it will be extended to all 
States, and soon the Government would have a nation~wide 
organization carrying the freight of the people-farmers and 
manufacturers and all others? 

Mr. BRUCE. I personally believe that the result of this 
experiment will be to establish the utter inadvisability of con­
tinuing on any very considerable scale the present rural mail­
delivery system ; but it seems to me, all the same, that the 
experiment might be tried, and we could judge ourselves, the 
Senat-0r from Utah and I and every other citizen of the United 
States could judge for ourselves bow far the experiment sug­
gested the wisdom of any further extension of the operation. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I think when the able Senator 
from :Uaryland concedes, as his replies have conceded, that if 
this experimentation shows, as it will show, piat the products 

of the farms .can be carried to the cities, then it will be in­
evitable that the pressure will be so great by officials of the 
Government and others that the plan will be imposed upon ·the 
Government and put into o_peratiou. 

There are mru:ly who believe that we can not keep out of it 
and t.hat th~ Government will take over the raih·oads. I hope 
the tune w.dl not arrive when that will be done. But I feel 
quite .sure that if we shall inaugurate the plan contemplated 
by this measure, and begin the expansion of that plan tile 
demand will be made that the Government shall take ove~ the 
railroads and perhaps other public utilities; alteady there is 
a demand for the Government to build power plants at various 
parts of the United States and to engage in various kinds of 
business which private enterprise has developed. 

I have just been in a country where there is state capitalism. 
They had communism at first, but it brought tarvation and 
death and economic ruin. A change resulted in a form of 
state capitalism as to the "big" or "key" indush·ies; but 
there is still confusion and poverty and evils and sorrows 
which we can not understand and appreciate. Then the rail­
roads are being operated by the Government at an enormous 
loss. Twenty-five to thirty per cent of all taxes levied in Rus­
sia go to make up this deficit. A large part goes to pay the 
deficits arising from the operation of the ships upon the Volga, 
upon the Caspian and the Black Beas, and a large part of it 
goes to meet the deficits resulting from operating the sugar 
factories and the textile mills and the iron mills, those key and 
basic industries which lie at the foundation of prosperity, aside 
from agriculture, of any progressive and enterprising state. 

Those great industries are running behind to the extevt of 
hundreds of millions of rubles annually, though there is no com­
petition. The inefficiency of the government, the red tape, the 
huge bureaucracy established under a paternalistic form of 
government forbid economy, forbid efficiency, and in the long 
run must culminate in the destruction of the industries. 

Mr. President, let me repeat that in my opinion the farmers 
will not profit by this bill or the plan which it is the precursor 
o.f. They will be better served by private enterprise tban by 
the Government; they will get their products to market much 
more cheaply by private carrie.rs than by the United States. 

Under this bill we are giving the Post Office Department a 
great deal of discretion. 1t may reduce the postage on food 
products. It has discretion to determine what the rates shall 
be, whether high or low. Rates may be higher in one sect ion , 
on one route, than on so.me other routes. 

AGRICULTURAL DIVERSIFICATION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi­
ness, Senate bill 2250. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con­
sideration of the bill (S. 2250) to promote a permanent system 
of self-supporting agriculture in regions adversely affected by 
the stimulation of wheat production during the war and ag­
gravated by many years of small yields and high production 
costs of wheat. 

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas 
suggests the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The principal clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names : 
Adams 
Ball 
Borah 
Brook.hart 
Bruce 
Bursum 
Cameron 
Capper 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dale 
Dill 
Edge 
Edwards 

Ferris 
Fess 
Fletcher 
Frazier 
George 
II ale 
Harreld 
Harris 
Harrison 
Howell 
J obnson, Minn. 
Jones, N. Mex. 
,Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
Keyes 

King 
Ladd 
Lodge 
McCormick 
McKellar 
McKinley 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Neely 
Norris 
Oddie 
Pepper 
Phipps 
Pittman 

R1.l.lston 
Ransdell 
Reed, Mo. 
Reed, Pa. 
Sheppard 
Shields 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanfield 
Stephens 
Trammell 
WadKwortb 
"=alsh, Mont. 
Willis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Sixty Senators having an­
swered to their names, there i a quorum present. 

·Mr. HARRISON. ".Mr. President, I desire to perfect an 
amendment that was pending yesterday when tile Senate ad­
journed. I have changed the wording somewhat of the first 
amendment that was offered, but the amendment which I run 
about to offer can1es the same idea.. I ask unanimous con­
sent that the amendment which I now send to tbe de k may 
be pending instead of the other amendment, and that the 
amendment offered by the Senator from· FJo.rida [l\lr. Tnill:-



3956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. l\fA.RCII 11, 

MELL] shall apply to this amendment the same as it did to 
my former amendment. 

The PHESIDING OFFICER. The Senator bas a right to 
modify his own amendment. The Secretary will report the 
amendment as now propo ed by the Senator from l\Iississippi. 

The HEADING CLEEK. On page 1, line 4, after " United States " 
strike out down to and including line 3 on page 2, and insert 
in lieu thereof a comma and the foll-Owing : 
particularly in the wheat areas dependent almost entirely upon a 
single crop, resulting from the stimulation of production of a single 
crop during the recent war and aggravated during subsequent years 
by low yields and high cost of production, but also in other areas 
dependent almost entirely upon a single crop, where conditions war­
rant. it, as determined by the Secretary of .Agriculture, should be 
changed through the encouragement of a system of agriculture not 
dependent for its succe s upon a single crop, but one which would 
include the raising of livestock, such as dairy and beef cattle, hogg, 
sheep, poultry, and the products thereof. 

On page 3, line 2, after " cropper " strike out down to " no 
loan " on line 9, and insert in lieu thereof tbe following : 

Loans and advances shall be made only to such farmers in the 
areas of the country embraced within the pt•ovisions of this act as 
are not reasonal>ly able through their own resources or through 
existing credit facilities to initiate upon their farms a system of 
diversified farming, but who show their willingness to enter upon 
such an undertaking and who may be reasonably expected to develop 
such a system if given aid and opportunity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida [ Ir. Tr..AMMELL] ap­
plies to this amendment and is pending. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I regret very much thnt 
I am unable to ca 't my vote for the propo ed legislation. 
There are two reasons for my regret. The first is that I 
realize that the condition of the farmers of the country and 
especially those out West is a very serious one. Their plight 
is one with which I believe we all sympathize, and I do 
especially. I have always voted for farmers' measures, ex­
cept when a high tariff was proposed as a means of~ helping 
them, and I think when I voted against those high-tariff pro­
vi ·ions I did not vote against the farmers, but for their bene­
fit. The very wheat farmers who are the beneficiaries of the 
proposed legislation were not benefited by the heavy tariff of 
30 cents a bushel on wheat. The Pre ·ident has since added 
another 12 cents, and even a tariff of 42 cents a bushel does 
not help the farmers, and we all know that it does not help 
them. Time and experience has shown tbat a high tariff 
on wheat does not really affect the price. It is a fallacy. 

However, I regret very much that I can not support the 
measure because of the plight of the farmers. 

In the next place, I feel very kindly disposed toward the 
proponent of the bill, the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LADD]. He is an able and splendid Senator, and I know tbat 
anything to which he gives his heart and mind i , in his judg­
ment, worthy. I regret to have to differ with him about a 
matter that he considers so important. 

I wunt to read a part of the second section of the bill, as 
follows: 

SEC. 2. That from the approvnl of this act and until June 30, 1926, 
the Secretary of .Agriculture shall be empowered and authorized to 
make advances or loans to farmers, as defined and limited in this 
section, 1n a sum not exceeding $1,000 for the purchase of livestock, 
including dniry and beef cattle, hogs, sheep, and poultry suitable for 
the d•:!velopment of a system of agriculture as contemplated by the 
lJUrposes of this act. The Secretary may pmcbase such livestqck and 
supply same to the borrower at cost; such advances, loans, or sales 
shall be made upon such terms and conditions and subject to such 
regulations as the Secretary may prescribe, including provision for the 
repayment thereof by amortization or otherwise--

And so forth. 
"\Ve who have been here for several years, or ever since the 

war, at any •rate, recall that during the war tbe Government 
stimulated the production of wheat, but that at the same time, 
from the beginning of its stimulation, it has likewise stimu­
Jatecl wheat prices. We who were here at the time recall with 
a great deal of clearness that a fixed price of $2.26 a bushel 
was establi bed by the Congress. All the \vheat farmers 
wanted it, and the bill was passed for their benefit. I notice 
by reading the act approved March 4, 1919, that the Govern­
ment appropriated $1,000,000,000 to make that guarantee of the 
price fixed good. We authorized it to be paid out of the Treas­
ury of the United States; yet it is claimed now by the friends 
of the pending t>ill that because the Government then fixed the 

price of wheat and stimulated the production of wheat it is 
our duty, when the price of wheat is low, to furnish the farmer 
money with which to rotate his crops and engage in som 
other kind of farming business, namely, that of live ·tock bogs, 
and poultry. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does tbe Senator from Ten­

nessee yield to the Senator from l\!issouri? 
Mr. MoKELLAR. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. Did I understand the Senn.tor from 

Tennessee to say that the Government paid out a billion dollars 
to the wheat farmers? 

l\Ir. McKELLAR. I read from the act, not that the Govern­
ment had paid it out but that Congress appropriated money 
for the purpose of carrying the act into effect. 

l\1r. REED of Missouri. Did we ever pay out any money? 
Mr. McKELLAR. I do not know how much we paid out 

but I will read from the act for the benefit of the Senator fro~ 
Missouri. 

Mr. REED of l\Iissouri. I know what the act provided, but, 
ns a matter of fact, was not wheat in Europe being bought by 
the European Governments at very much above that price? 

Mr. McKELL.AR. I can not say as to that. 
l\1r. FLETCHER. Will the Senator from Tennessee yield to 

me? 
Mr. l\lcKELLAR. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. FLETCHER. There were some $3,000,000 expended 

under that act for seed purposes. 
l\fr. REED of Mis ouri. That sum was expenued for seed ; 

but what I am speaking about ls keeping up the price of 
wheat. 

Mr. McKELLAR. l have no doubt in the world that th 
guaranty by the United States Government had the effect oE 
raising the price very considerably more than it would have 
been if that guaranty bad not been made. However, that may 
be, I will say to the Senator and to the Senate that the wheat 
farmers of the country wanted the price fixed at that time. 
'rhe then Senator from North Dakota, Mr. l\IcCumber, the then 
Senator from Oklahoma, Mr. Gore, the former Senator from 
Illinois, Mr. Sherman, and various othet· Senators who wer 
here and spoke on the bill--

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. l\1cKEJLLAR. I will yield in just one moment. All 
those Senators argued at that time that that was the purpo e 
of the then pendin 00 bill. That was in 1919. If the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. NORRIS] will excuse me a moment, I de­
sire to read from a speech which was delivered by the then 
Senator from Illinois, l\Ir. Sherman, at that time. l\lr. Sher­
man said: 

I have no doubt of that. Congl'i:"SS mu3t accept its sltare or th 
responsibility. 

I remember when Senato1"il votetl here, it was a1·gued that there 
ought to be a guaranty on wheat prices in order to stimulate pro­
duction. The argument was adopted, " It is an artificial stimulus, 
it is truti; but the condition are arti.tlchll." The war conditions 
being abnormal, as they were, Congress deemed itself justified in 
making that guaranteed pl'lce. That is illustrative of the finite 
wisdom of mankind. Before we get through we shall have more or 
that, but this illustrates, so far as we have h'aveled, the utter unre­
liability of huID'an judgment when men begin to interfere with markets. 
The Senate, the House, and the executive department undertook to 
perform a task that the business men-the producers and the dhl· 
tributors of a hundred million people-were carrying. We · bouldered 
that burden. I think it was a short-slghteu policy. I voted for 
l!!Ome of it. It was a war policy, and I am willing now to vote for 
appropriations to buy the wheat or to change the price and to pocket 
the loss. We had better do that than to keep ur> the price of wheat 
and its resulting products in the Atlantic seaboard towns or to mil· 
lions of private consumers. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President--
Mr. McKELLAR. Just one moment. I promisf'tl first to 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. NORRIS], nnd then I 
will yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. NORRIS. The question which I d . ·ire to ask tlrn Seu -
tor from Tennes ee is whether he doe not realize from th 
debates which then took place here that it ·wa the under­
standing of the Congress that the price then .fixed shoulu not 
be the maximum price, but that we were fixing the minimum 
price, which, by action of the Government,. became the maxi­
mum price? 

Mr. McKELI..AR. It became the maximum price, but I 
have no doubt in my mind that the act aft:ected the price of 
wheat. 
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Mr. NORRIS. The price of wheat was going to take its 

ordinary course according to the law of supply and demand so 
long as it remained above the price fix~ 

Mr. McKELLAil. Yes. 
l\Ir. SMITH. I wanted to call the Senator's attention to the 

fact that when that bill was reported here and was being de­
bated the whole debate revolved around the fact that the price 
fixed was a minimum, below which the Government would 
make it good, and that above that price the sky was the limit, 
no matter from what source the price was derived. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Tennessee has expired. 

Mr. l\IcKELLAR. I will now speak to the amendment for 
a few moments. • 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that 
the Senator has been talking to the amendment. . 

Mr. McKELLAR. Then I will speak to the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Very well: The Senator is 

recognized for 10 minutes on the bill. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, there are one or two things 

I wish to say. 
Mr. S~HTR. Mr. President--
Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Senator, but I hope he will 

be as brief as possible. 
Mr. SMITH. I wanted to explain to the Senator that what 

I have stated being the fact, I do not belie-rn there was a mem­
ber of the committee who understood that there was what was 
popularly known as a " joker " in the bill. There was a clause 
toward the end of the bill which provided that the food con­
troller should have the right to name a price, beyond which 
he would consider it profiteering, and therefore any higher 
price was estopped. The bill had hardly passed Congress, 
however, . before he made the guaranty price, the price above 
which profiteering would start, and made the minimum the 
maximum. 

1\Ir. REED of Missouri. Does the Senator from South Caro­
lina--

Mr. McKELLA.R. Mr. President, I have just a very: few 
moments. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. I will take but a moment, if the 
Senator will yield. 

Mr. McKELLAR. Very well. 
Mr. REED of Missouri. Does the Senator from South Caro­

lina not remember that the committee did not so understand 
it, and that I called attention to its effect about fifty times on 
the floor? 

Mr. SMITH. The argument was made that, perhaps, the 
Senator from Mis ouri was mistaken, but the bill was hardly 
more than passed before it was put into effect in the manner I 
have suggested. 

Mr. REED of l\Iissouri. They found out that I was not mis­
taken. 

Mr. SMITH. T11at is true. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, what I said was that the 

farmers wel'e here asking for that legislation, just as they are 
here, through their representatives, asking for the passage of 
the pending measure. That is shown by the speech of Senator 
Gore, of Oklahoma, in February, 1919, and the speech of Sena­
tor l\IcCumber about the same time, and by the speeches of 
those who had charge of the legislation. 

I am not here to criticize that legislation. In view of the 
condition which then existed, perhaps Congress was wise in 
attempting to remedy it to the best of its ability at that time. 
I regret that this bill does not remedy the present grave situa­
tion. I wish this were such a bill that we all could vote for 
it in the interest of the farmer. I want to see the farmer pros­
per, because I know that the prosperity of the whole counh·y 
is dependent upon. the prosperity of the farmer, and we ou.,,ont 
to see to it by all proper legislation that he shall be aided 
whenever it is right for the Congress to do so. 

l\Ir. President, what will be the natural result of this meas­
ure? Suppose we lend the farmers in the wheat-growing regions 
a thousand dollars each to enable them to go into the cattle 
business and into the po.ultry business and into the hog busi­
ness and they go into any of those lines of business ; and sup­
pose that conditions should a1ise next fall or the fall following 
under which wheat sbould command a greater price than it 
does now, then it would be exceedingly advantageous to those 
farmers if they had wheat on hand to sell; but by reason of 
this action of Congress they will not have the wheat. They 
will have hogs; they will have poultry; they will have cattle 
instead of wheat, and those commodities perhaps will be at a 
low price. What will be the result? If the reasoning behind 
this bill is correct, then it will be the duty of the Congress to 
step forward and say, "We caused you to make that mis_take; 

we stimulated the hog industry and the chicken industry and 
the cattle industry; we caused you, by lending you money, to. 
change your crop from wheat to livestock, and therefore we 
must make that good." Where an~ we going to stop? :Mr. 
President, I say tllis legislation is indefensible when the light 
of reason is brought to bear upon it. I do not see how any 
Senator ran vote to establish such a policy in our legislation. 
It is undemocratic; it is unwise. I hope that the Agricultural 
Committee, whether this bill shall pass or not, will get together 
and report out a. wiser and better measure in which all of the 
Members of the Senate can join in order to help the farmer, 
because we all want to do what is best for him as well as 
what is best for the country. 

I ought not to predict-it is ordinarily unwise to make a 
prediction-but when it was contended during the course of the 
debate on the tariff bill that a high tariff on wheat would 
bQnefit the farmers, I said then that, in my judgment, a high 
tariff on wheat would never materially aid the farmers, and 
that prediction has been verified; so I will venture to say that 
the pending bill, which proposes to loan $75,000,000 to certain 
farmers, will not have any better result. It will not help the 
wheat farmers as a whole; it will not help them individually; 
it will probably get a lot of them into trouble which they would 
not get into if the bill were not passed. The wise thing to do, 
Senators, is to defeat this measure, and I am going to vote 
against it. The passage of such a bill will be a waste of fifty 
or seventy-five millions of the people's money without any cor­
responding benefit to the wheat farmers. We can not have tax 
reduction if we indulge in such legislation-such ill-considered 
and ill-advised legislation-as this. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­
ment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. T:a..ur:11ELL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The queston is on the amend­

ment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON], 
on which the Chair understands the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

l\1r. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I desire to make a few 
comments on the pending amendment. I have spoken once; I 
do not know whether my time was charged to the amendment 
or charged to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair does not know, because he was not in the chair at that 
time. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. It is immaterial, for I think I have at 
least 10 minutes on one or the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 
Senator spoke on his own amendment, and the Senator has 10 
minutes on the amendment of the Senator from 1'.Iississippi 1f 
he desires to use it in that way. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I will take time on that amendment. 
Mr. President, I proposed the amendment to strike out the 

word "particularly," referring to the wheat areas, because I 
wanted it made clear to the officers who are to administer this 
legislation, if it shall be enaeted into law, that it was not in 
the mind of Congress that the benefits und.er this measure 
should be restricted t,o the wheat areas and that Congress had 
fully determined that question as expressed by the legislation. 
Without a record vote, it seems to be the desire of probably a 
majority of the Senate that we make it very plain that that 
is the principal object and purpose of the legislation, namely, 
to furnish aid within the wheat areas of the country only. I 
think if we are going to enact legislation along this line, we 
should certainly adopt the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from :Mississippi and in the form in which he has proposed it. 

I can see no justification whatever from the argument which 
bas been advanced here for appropriating $50,000,000 of the 
taxpayers' money, funds which are to be raised from every 
State within the Union, for the purpose of assisting some three 
or four States that su.ft'ered following the war on account of 
the depression in wheat prices, which was very unfortunate 
and which was lamented by myself and by the people quite gen­
erally throughout the country. Yet, in fact, the pm·pose of this 
measure is to requi"re the taxpayers of 43 or 45 other American 
States to raise funds by income taxes, nuisance taxes, or what­
ever it may be, for the purpose of expending $50,000,000 in 
three or four States. Why? On the ground that they suffered 
from the low price of wheat at a. time when it is claimed there 
was overproduction, and then, as stated in the bill, later there 
was underproduction. If that were a condition unlike the con­
dition which has been experienced in many States of the Union 
by our agricultural interests, then there might possibly be some 
excuse for the discrimination, but the condition which existed 
in that limited area, involving disaster and misfortune, is not 
unlike what was experienced in many sections throughout our 
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country. In fact, very largely our farmers suffered from one 
consequence or another following the war or during the war. 

Iu my State, just as was true in the wheat-g1·owing States, the 
Go,·ernment appealed for increased crops. To the Northwest 
tbe Gornrnment said: "Increase and enlarge your wheat pro­
duction." In my section of the country, where we produce other 
crops-potatoe , for instance, Florida having become quite. a 
potnto-prodncing State-the Government appealed for an m­
crease of the production of potatoes. We produce early vege­
tables there to a large extent. The Governrnent appealed to us 
to enlarge and extend our cabbage crop, and this applied all 
along the line. We produced sweet potatoes, for instance. The 
Go,.-ernment even carried on a campaign down there for the pro­
duction of sweet potatoes. Then they appealed to us to extend 
our farming operations to include the production of castor beans 
useu in connection with the production of oil for the airplane, 
and our people with patriotism and zeal engaged largely in .an 
attempt to rai e these beans. In consequence, Senators, follow­
ing the war hundreds upon hundreds of acres of cabbages were 
plom•d up in my State, with no market for them. Sweet po­
tatoes were allowed to rot and decay for lack of a market. 
'l'housands upon thousands of barrels of Irish potatoes would 
not bring in the market the cost of gathering and the freight 
charges to the market. The citrus fruit growers also suffered 
loss in 1920. The people of my State following the war suffered, 
I IJelieYe, at a reasonable estimate $30,000,000 or $40,000,000 
in the depreciation of theit· crops and their inability to sell those 
crops at fair prices. 

1' e have not asked for a11y legislation to relieve that situation. 
The people of the State of Florida have courageously and 
braYely faced tlle situation, and have tried to overcome those 
disasters follo\ving as a consequence of the war; but we take 
the position that if you are going to try to adjust such situations 
every State in the Union is entitled to be considered, and you 
sllould not pas legislation that will apply only to a small part 
of the Republic. 

1\lr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
l\Ir. TRAMMELL. If the Senator will pardon me, I have only 

10 minutes, anrl I shall be glad if he will speak in bis O\vn time. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. I have not any time. 
l\lr. TR~11\1ELL. If you are going to adjust the situa: 

tion, why not make a suryey of the agricultural condition 
throughout U1e country and see who suffered and who ui<l not 
suffer by virtue of alluring invitations to engage more exten­
siYely in agriculture and in the production of Yarious crops, 
instead of attempting to adopt legislation the object and pur­
pose of which is to assist a very limited number of farmers 
in a very limited number of States? In order to give them 
thi · assistance, you propose to tax the entire American peo­
ple in every State in the Union to the extent of $50,000,000. 
That is what jt means. You propose to take $50,000,000 from 
the pockets of the taxpayers of all the other States in this 
Union and give it to them to assist them in remedying the mis­
fortunes of war. Not only agriculture, but manufacturing 
indu ·tries and ·almost all kinds of busines in this country, 
taking them in groups and in cla ses, at some time or other, 
either during the war or following the war, suffered disaster. 

l\lr. BROOKHART. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida 

yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. TRAl\11\IELL. If the Senator will pardon me, I have 

only 10 minutes. We are under the limitation of debate now. 
I dislike not to .yield to the Senator, but we have only 10 min­
utes each, and this is my last minute, if the Senator will 
pardon me. 

We have that situation. In my State the mining and the 
shipping and the marketing of phosphates was a very profitable 
enterprise. In that industry millions upon millions of dollars 
are invested. Within one county of the State we have over 
$150,000,000 invested in phosphate mines and plants. That 
industry was reasonably prosperous prior to the war, but in 
cousequence of the war we were unable to get vessels in 
which to transport our phosphates. That paralyzed the phos­
phate business for a time, and within my home county, which 
is quite a phosphate section, there were 4,000 or 5,000 men 
in idleness for want of employment who had been previously 
engaged in the phosphate mines, and yet they could not get 
employment because the mines had to b~ closed down in con­
sequence of the war and on account of the inability of the 
operators to prosure ship to trnnsport the phosphates. T-11e 
lumber industry in my State was hampered for quite a 
while. 

The naval-stores industry was paralyzed and thousands 
and millions of dollars lost. So I say if we are going to at· 
tempt to make readjustments with our people on account of 
the misfortunes of war, we have quite an undertaking on 
band; and if we are going to make a complete and a just 
restitution we should take into consideration the misfortunes 
which befell the agricultural interests and other interests in 
the various States throughout the Union, and not restrict 
it to three or four States. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, I can not feel that the 
Senator from Florida [l\Ir. TRAMMELL] has given uue considera­
tion to the importance of agriculture. I remember that when 
the railroads were turned hack to their private owners we took 
a great many times $50,000,000 out of the Treasury of the 
United States, not to make up a deficit or a loss, but to make 
up profits to the railroads on their inve tment. Altogether. we 
have given them perhaps about $1,800,000,000 that they were 
not entitled to when we come to consider their relation to 
everything else. 

Agriculture is about one-third of all the United States. 
About one-third of all the property wealth is inYested in agri­
culture, and the last census show·s that 51,000,000 of our people 
are agriculturists. Agriculture at this time i in a prostrate 
condition as a re ult of governmental action. It is a result 
of the Federal reserve deflation policy, which was a govern­
mental action. It is a result of the high profits of the Steel 
Trust, the Sugar 'l'rust, the 'l'obacco Trust, and all the other big 
combinations which agriculture must pay for what it uses in 
its business ; and those high prices are promoted by tariff legis­
lation, direct governmental action. The credit system of the 
United States, charging agriculture perhaps an average of at 
least 7 per cent interest when it ought to be not higher than 
4 per cent, is built up under a system of enactments ~ the 
Government of the United States. Yet this great business, 
with its sixty billions of C'apital since it was deflated-more 
than eighty billions before-U1is great business, with all these 
people engaged in it is on th•} verge of bankruptcy. Practically 
every farmer in the Unit~rl States at this moment is in fear 
of losing his home. These few States in the wheat-growing 
corner are the \Yorst off of all. 

I do not think thi bill ls a cure for the whole situation, or 
anything of the kind. I would rather have a great blll that 
did meet the whole situation, but I see no good chance of that. 
I hope we will amend the McNary-Haugen bill and pass it, 
following this bill. It is not in conflict with this emergency 
measure. Therefore I think, in view of the extravagant use of 
govermnental money for other instrumentalities in this matter, 
that $50,000,000 is a little IJit of a mite for these great States. 

I desire to ask the Senator from Mississippi something about 
his amendment. I do not believe it was understood. As I un­
derstand the purpose of that amendment it is not to defeat this 
!Jill, but it is offered as a prelude to taking out that $25,000,000 
item. Is tlrnt correct? 

l\lr. HAilRISON. May I say to the Senator that whether 
the item of $25,000,000 which was added by the committee is 
adopted or not the amendment I have offered should be adopted, 
for the reason that there is a difference of opinion on the other 
side among Sena.tors as to what is in the wheat area. Some say 
that the wheat area is North and South Dakota, Minnesota, 
Montana, and part of Wyoming. Nebraska might be construed 
as not being in the wheat area. Kansas or Iowa might be con­
sidered as not being in the wheat area. So I have included a 
proposition there putting it in the discretion of the Secretary o! 
Agriculture, where the conditions warrant it, to make loans to 
farmers in other parts of the country outside of the wheat area. 

Mr. BllOOKHA.RT. Does it include all crops, or is it based 
upon wheat crops in all parts of the country? 

Mr. HARRISON. It includes country that is almost a one­
crop country, and its purpose is to encourage diversification. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Whether it is wheat or some otheL· 
crop? · 

Mr. HARRISON. Whether it is wheat or cotton or what not. 
It is to encourage dirnrsification where the farmers are in a 
very bad condition, leaving it in the discretion of the Secretary 
of Ag1iculture to make the ad"ancements. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Really, Mr. President, I can see no ob­
jection to that amendment, and can see no reason why it should 
defeat the whole bill if it is adopted. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I have already spoken on the 
amendment. I desire to· speak for a minute or two on the bill, 
merely for the purpose of pointing out what seems to me to be 
two fundamental errors in the argument made by the Senator 
from Florida [l\Ir. TRAMMELL], 
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In the first place, it is not contemplated, as his remarks seem 

to contemplate, that whatever advances are here made are to 
be in tile naturn of gifts, The bill distinctly provides in sec­
tion 2: 

Such advances, loans, or sales shall be made upon such terms and 
conditions and subject to such regulations as the Secretary may pre­
scribe, including provision for the repayment thereof by amortization or 
otherwise, but no loan or advance shall be made for a period of more 
than five years from the date thereof. · 

In other words, it is not a gift at all; it is simply a loan, to be 
repaid. So it is unfair, or leads to an unfair conclusion, to say 
that we are proposing to take $50,000,000 and give it to somebody. 

The second point, and it seems to me the fundamental one to 
be considered in favor of this bill without the amendments, ls 
the fact that the condition by which the wheait farmers of the 
country have been confronted is a condition produced very 
largely by the Government of the United States itself. The 
Senator from Florida referred to the fact that fruit growers 
and vegetable growers experienced difficulties. No doubt ; but 
that was incidental and unavoidable. In this particular case, 
however, the evil by which the wheat growers were confronted 
was in part, at least, due to legislation that was enacted by 
Congress in undertaking to fix the price of wheat, legislation 
about the wisdom of which I should have very serious doubts, 
but at all events the situation so far as it affects the wheat 
growers was different from that which affected other farmers. 

Mr. TRA1\Hv1ELL. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend­
ment to the amendment of the Senator from :Mississippi [Mr. 
Ii.ARRISON]. I propose to strike out the words "where the con­
ditions warrant it, as determined by the Secretary of Agri­
culture." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida 
offers an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 
Mississippi, which will be stated by the Secretary. 

The READING CLERK. It is proposed to strike · from the modi­
fied amendment the words " where the conditions warrant it, 
as determined by the Secretary of Agriculture." 

Mr. TRAMMELL. 1\fr. President, with the amendment I 
have proposed added, the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Mississippi would specify one group which would be 
entitled to benefits under this measure, and then would pre­
scribe a general group to which benefits may be extended, and 
would not restrict it to the discretion of the Secretary of Agri­
culture to make further investigations and determining that 
question. In other words, Congress would specifically express 
itself in favor of two groups which would be entitled to the 
benefits under this measure, those within the wheat area and 
those not in the wheat area who are similarly situated; and I 
think that if we are to deal fairly with all sections of the 
country it should be so provided. 

Of course, we know largely the history of this legislation. It 
is brought about by those who expect to get aid for the wheat 
areas and no 0ne else. We have not heard of the Secretary of 
Agriculture suggesting any assistance to anybody else. As far 
as we know he does not maintain any particularly sympathetic · 
attitude toward assisting farmers engaged in any other par­
ticular class of agriculture. I think Congress should make the 
bill include benefits to the farmers within the Cotton Belt, which 
would cover a great many of our Southern States, and in my 
own State we grew cotton rather extensively prior to the 
advent of the boll weevil. The industry is reviving consid­
erably at the present time. By the way, we never got any 
assistance on account of the boll weevil devastating the farms 
througllout the northern part of my State for a period o:f years. 
Our farmers never received any assistance in diversifying their 
crops, and they needed it, and needed it just as sorely as do 
the wheat producers in the areas referred to in this bill. We 
have enjoyed our seasons of prosperi•ty and plenty, but, on the 
other hand, we have at times suffered great loss. 

In regard to the question of the payments to the railroads, 
which has been raised in the Senate, that is a question which 
should stand on its own merits. So far as I am concerned 
when the legislation providing for the payments to the rail: 
roads was pending, I voted against the loans, and I voted 
against the payments which were made to the railroads. I 
also voted against giving them a guaranty. So no one can 
accuse me of any inconsistency in my attitude on that point. 
The whole trouble with the pending legislation is that it only 
provides for aid for a limited number of farms in only three 
or four States. It is the game of taxing the many for the 
benefi•t of the few. For every farmer you would aid you pro­
pose to tax 50 other farmers, thousands of whom were just as 
unfortunate as the few the bill would aid. 
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We. are proposing to raise $50,000,000. We are proposing to 
lend it; and I believe even the friends of this idea do not con­
tend that more than 60 or 75 per cent will ever be returned. 
I. think in a large measure we will have a repetition of the 
history of the advances made to the arid-land projects in the 
West. Congress advanced millions and millions of dollars on 
account of arid-land reclamation ; and, of course,- every time 
an appropriation was made we heard that it was to be re­
turned, but no very great percentage of the loans have been 
returned. Session after session we are called upon to enact 
legislation to relieve those people from the payments of interest 
for given periods. 

After all, whether this is to. be in the nature of a loan or an 
advance, or whatever it is to be, it means that the American 
people will ha rn to furnish $50,000,000 for that purpose. That 
is what it means; and yet we are talking about tax reduction. 

Practically every Senator who is going to vote for this has 
been heralded throughout the country as being in favor of tax 
reduction. Yet it resolves itself to this, that it is proposed 
that we tax the American people for the purpose of raising 
$50,000,000 to assist a group of citizens engaged in agriculture 
wit11in 3 or 4 States, and I think that the people of the other 
44 or 45 States have a little to- say about it. We should 
deal with the people with equal justice, and afford to the farmers 
located within the other States the same privileges and ad­
vances and loans to recuperate from their disastrous mis­
fortunes which we extend to the farmers in those 3 or 4 States. 

I have always been sympathetic with agricultural interests. 
I have done. all in my power for them in many respects, and 
I do not believe that the farmers of the country have a better 
friend in the United States Senate than myself; but when I 
am befriending farmers and agriculture I do not restrict m~ 
sympathy, my interest in them, and my desire to aid them ta 
those of only 3 or 4 States and bar from the munificent pro· 
visions o.f legislation the agricultural interests of, say, 44 or 
45 other States. The measure we are considering embraces 
just such form of discrimination. I think we should deal 
equitably and fairly with the agricultural interests generally, 
and not pick out just a few. 

Of course, if the e limited number had had a different ex­
perience from others, it would 1;.>e a different question; but 
that is not true, as far as the misfortunes of the war are con­
cerned. Much is said about the question of wheat prices 
during the war and what Congress did. I remember quite 
well that the wheat producers came here seeking a price-fi_"X­
ing law, and when they first came they were willing to accept 
less than the $2.20, at which figure the price was finally ad­
justed. I remember at first they said, " Give u,s a guaranty 
of '1.75 for wheat." Then the price of wheat advanced a 
little and they said $2, and finally it resulted in Congress 
enacting legislation fixing the minimum price of wheat, as I 
recall, at either $2.20 or $2.26. 

l\fr. SMITH. Two dollars and twenty cents. 
Mr. TRA1\Ll\fELL. That legislation was enacted at the re­

quest and under the inspiration of the agricultural interests 
of this country who were engaged in wheat production. 
'.rh~n, because wheat happened to go higher later on, they 
claimed as one of the misfortunes of war that they lost some 
money on some wheat following the war. 

Down in my State we have thousands and thousands of peo­
ple engaged in different agricultural pursuits who would have 
been delighted to have Congress fix minimum prices for the 
products of the farms of my State, instead of them suffering 
a loss throughout the entire period of the war, and for prob­
ably one or two years following the war. Yet, because those 
wheat farmers had that misfortune, they want the American 
people to raise $50,000,000 more, which we would take from 
the taxpayers of the 45 or 46 other States of the Union, and 
put the money down there to assist them. 

I do not think we should discrimin.ate in this way. I would 
like to help the farmers of the wheat area, but in justice I 
can not sit idly by and see the people of my State and of the 
dozens of other States taxed for the purpose of raising money 
to assist the wheat farmers when the pending bill discrimi­
nates against and refuses the same measure of relief to the 
people of my State. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator has 
expired. The question is upon the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] to the amendment of­
fered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. RE~D of Missouri. Mr. President, I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the 
roll 
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!Th~ reading,clei'k ca.Iled ·the-roll, andrthe followlng!Senators 
,nnswere:d to their names : 
A-dams ' l<'ess ·King Reed, ·Mo. 

.Ball Fletcher Ladd Reed.; Pa. 
: Borah l•'raziex Lo.d2"e 8.heppard 
1Brookhart George McC-orntick Shields 

R~~·~:m , g~~ '~~~r ~~tlio11s 
.Cameron Gooding McNary ·Smoot 
Gapper Hale 'Moses Stanfield 

.Copeland Harris ' Neely •Stephens 
Coll.Zeus Harrison Norris ~ Swanson 
'Curtis Ilowell Oddie Trammell 
·Dale Johnson, Minn. •Pepper Wadsworth 
Dill Jones, N. Mex. PWpps :W11.lsh,'Mass. 
Edge .-J~mes, Wash. Pittman Wal b., Mo.nt. 

-E dwards Kendrick "Ralston , WWailllsrren 
I<err if:! Keyes Ransdell 

,The -PRESIDING OFF1CER. , Sixty-four Senators having 
.answered to their name~. there;is a quorum present. 

.l\lr . REED of Missouri. . .Mr. President, .I would like . to Jiave 
the proposed amendment reported as offered by the -Senator 
·from-Jllississippi, together with the amendment which is-offered 
-to .it by the Senator from Florida. . 

The ,PRESIDING ·OFF.ICER. The Secretary will read as 
. r~uested. 

·The READING CLER.K . ..The modified .amendment offered by 
the -Senator from ·lllississtvpi .is .as follows: 

On ,page 1, line 4, after " ._Unite.d States," strike out down 
to and including line 3, on .page.2, and inse:rt in lieu thercvf a 
com.ma and the following : 

,.particularly in the wheat areas dl'!pendent ..almost entirely upon a 
. .single cr<;>.p, resulting , from the •. stimulation ·of pl'oduction <5! ·a singleo 

crop during the ·;recent war and iaggra:vated during subsequent -years 
by low -yields and .high ·casts ,of production, but also in other ureas 
dependent almost entirely :upon a single crop, where conditions warrant 

. it, as · determined l>Y the Secretary ·of .Agriculture, should be changed 
through the encouragement of · a . system of a.griculture •not • dependent 

. for its success upon a single crop, but 1one ·'Which would include the 
rai ·ing of livestock, sueh as dairy :and beef' cattle, hogs, .sheep, poultry, 
·and the -products thereof. 

The Senator from Florida proposes ·to amen.d the modified 
·-amendment by striking out · the words "where conditions war­
rant it, as determined by the 1 Secretary of Agriculture."' 

1.1.r. REED of Missouri. 'If · the amendment of the -Senator 
· from Florida is agreed to, the amendment of the Senator ·from 
'Mississippi -would then read-
part icularly in the wheat areas dependent almost entirely upon a 
single crop, resultin_g from the stimulation of pr oduction of a single 
crop du1·Ing the r ecent wa r, and aggravated during aubsequent years 
by low yields a nd high cos ts of production, hut also Jn other areas 
dependent almost ent irely upon a single crop, should be changed 
through the encouragement of a system of agriculture not dependent 
for its success upon a single crop, but one which would include the 
raising of livestock, such as dairy and beef cattle, hogs, -sheep, poultry, 
and the products thereof. 

The first remark I want to make is that in that form. it would 
be the most remarkable -specimen of 1 the English language 
which has yet been engraven "in tbe statute books, of ,the United 
S tates. I think that sentence is witlwut ·Subject, predicate, or 
object as I hastily read it through. A ·clause is :tak'€n out of 
the middle -0f the .amendment, leaving it in that condition. 

Mr. TRMUIELL. .Mr. ·Presirlent, the amendment of the 
Senator , from Mississippi is not -printed, and I had to ·read it 
hurr iedly, and prepare my amendment. hastily. It may bei that 
ttie whole provision will have to . be rewritten. · Of eoui::se, the 
Senator -understands what ,! want to eliminate. 

hlr . .REED of,l\lissouri. Y-es; 1! do. 
Mr. TRMD\lELL. ,If I ha.d ra ,prlnted copy of the .bill ·.with 

the amendment before •me, 1I could present the tamendment to 
the amendment a little .more:artistically ,tban rI have done. 

Mr. -REED of .Missouri. J . .am charging neither of tbe Sen-
' ators with writing had ·Engli.Sh, hut w.hen they collaborate to­
gether 1 •the Qfie in r producing and the I Otller in re•dncing, fuey 
have a residuum here that is.a. little .mixed. ,1 suggest to them 
tba t if they are going to offer the amendment in the form in 
which .it is now proposed to .be amended by the . Senator from 

'Florida it would be well to-have a committee on style revise it. 
Mr. President, I have watched with some curiosity and a 

·· little amusement the course .of the debate. Jt remlnds _me of 
.Hognrth1s The Rake's Progress. It has been -goi~ fr:o..m bad 
to worse . . we start in with .a ,proposition that we are ~_going 
to aid a small section · of the .'Unite·a States ·Where w.heat . has 
been 'fargely grown. ' \Ve are going to do nothing for the wheat 
!armers outside of that section. 

Immediately that point is raised it is seen at ·once · that the 
wheat grower just outside of that particular territory which 

·Seems to belin the minds o.f· the 'drafters of the bill ls 'entitled 
to ijust the same treatment as the wheat grower inside of it. 

· That tts so •logical that U is proposed to amend the bill ' to in­
clude all the wheat growers. Then it is immediately seen ' tha.t 
to limit the measure .to the wheat.grower who has suffered.and 
to cut. out the man who, has raised something else and has -suf-

.fered is also inequitable and .that the benefits of the bill should 
be extendoo to him. Of course it follows that then weruught 
to extend the benefits of the .bill to anybody else who miffered 
misfortunes. 

Incidentally why not extend the ' benefits of the blll equally 
' to all the people of the Unitetl' States·by not levying taxes upon 
them all 'for the benefit of a certain particular portion of the 
community? -The·progress of.the·bm leads to that. You admit 
·you 1 have '"Il.O l'igbt to help the w.heat grower of a particular 
-section and not of the other. You ·admit-that there is no-reason 
why the wheat grower should be singled out. '.But you now 
seek to extend the benefit to other products. You admit l}y 
these various steps that it is ·inequitable to ·distribute the 
money unless you distribute it equitably. 'You ca.n not dis­
ttlbute it ·equitably unless you distribute it ·to everybody, and 
you have to take it from everybody to dish·ibute It back to 
everybody. 

The truth · about the matter .is ' that this is a piece of 'Uncon-
·: seionably vicious legislation. tWe ·talk . here out of .one ·comer 
of our mouths about economy 'in Government, about cuttlng 
down •tax.es, and then ' the first time th.ere is a propaganda 
brought forwar·d for the expen'diture of a huge -amount of 
-money we proceed to vote the money out. Then we justify ' it 
by the• singular fogic I hav-e heard· advanceu here that we · have 
wasted money -0n other things, ·so why not waste some more? 
Having passed this bill, if we do pass it, it is an additional 
precedent for expending more money ' in a wasteful way, for 

·-we will 1 then ·say, in addition to all the other waste we have 
indulged in, '"Well, .we .. gave $50,000,000 to the .wheat farmer in 
addition to everything else, and now, therefore, we ought to 
disregard our duty here an.d give something · to somebotly else," 
and so keep on shoveling out the money at one •side of the 
Treasury and .grasping it from the people .at the . other . .and 
letting one wro:i;ig justify the ..doing of another wrong. tThat tls 
where the logic ends, and it ought .not to be .heard in this 
Chamber. The thing to do now is to stop the -waste of the 
people's money and not expend a dollar except ·where it ls 
necessary to expend it for the , proper pur])oses , of the ' Govern­
ment. Cut down our tax.es, reduce . our r burdens, and stop -
attempting to make the .United States Government a wet .nUI'se 
for every unfortunate man there .ls · in the, land. 

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President--
The ·PRESIDING OR'FICER. Does the · Sena.tor from .·1!.lis­

souri yield to . the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. REED of Missouri. I do. ·I have v.eTy little time, .but I 

yield as much as I can. 
,:Mr. BROOKHART. Does the .Senator from Missouri think 

that the money given to the railroads was wasted? 
l'ifr. REED of Missouri. I ilo not propose to discuss the 

merits of this question by measuring :up the rights or wrongs 
of the question a_ga.inst the right.s or wrongs of something that 
has already hi}.ppened. 7I'hat is a strange kind of logic. That is 
a good deal like saying that • .a man robbed you , of your purse 

,yesterday, and, hence, somebody has ia 1right to rob .you Of ·yoar 
purse to-day. It is a good deal like saying you committed .a 
-crime yesterday, :and, therefore, it ls . all right to commit an­
other crime to-day. I can ·not- go into i the i.:allroad1 question and 
tile voting of m<>n-ey 1 in comparison with the one before us. 
;I'he two que.stions . .are not allied. rTher~ are .many dlstinctioQS. 
I am not responsible for the railroad .J.egislation. I voted 
against that meas.ure. 

The iPRESIDING OFFIGTilR. The time of the .Senator from 
:Missouri has -expired. 

Mr. ·HARRISON. Mr. President, in order that the rminds of 
Senators may not be confused, I want to draw their .attention 
to the fact tbat .the , bill ~carr-ies ._ two provisions for a_ppr<;>pria­
tlons. One . is for car:ry~ out ~the purposes of the · act ! in ·re­
spect to wheat .areas, for which .there •ls appropriated 
$50,000,000,, and .another ls for carrying X>ut the ~ purposes . of the 

, act with.respect to. other areas, .for ,which there .is appropriated 
$25,000,0DO. .When we look at the 1 pr9position as originally 

.presented it confines itself solely to .wheat areas, and the 
. language of the bill must be changed to conform to 1those 1pro­
visions which . attach to the appropriations. ,That is ·th~ : .sole 
ol)ject of the amendment I have offered. 

.The PRESIDING OFF.ICER. The question is on agreeil).g ,to 
_the amendment o:tl'ered l>Y c the Senato1· ,from Florida t to the 
amen'dment of the Senator ,from ·Mississippi. 
'!'~~amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
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1\Ir. HARRISON. The yeas and nays have been ordered on 

my amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend­

ment offered by the Senator from Mississippi upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
l\1r. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). 

I transfer my general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FERNALD] to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN], and 
vote" yea." 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. GREENE], and 
vote "nay." 

l\Ir. MOSES (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BROUSSARD]. 
In his absence, I transfer my pair to the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. WELLER], and vote "nay." 

-Mr. PHIPPS (when his name was called). I am paired 
wHh the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. DI.A.L], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. PITTMAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE] on 
this amendment. I understand that if he were present be 
would vote "nay," and, if at liberty to vote, I should vote 
"yen." 

Mr. SIMMONS (when his name was called). I desire to 
inquire whether the junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. HAR­
RELD J has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He bas not. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I have a pair with that Senator, and find 

I am unable to obtain a transfer. I will announce that if I 
were permitted to vote, I should vote "yea," but as I am not 
permitted to vote I shall withhold my vote. 

I wish to announce, while on my feet, that my colleague, 
the junior Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN], is 
detained from the Senate by reason of illness. If my colleague 
were present, he would vote " yea." He is paired, however, with 
the Senator from Wyoming [Ml'.. WARREN]. 

Mr. SMITH (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with tbe Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STERLING]. I 
transfer that pair to the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY], 
and vote "yea." . 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Again announc­
ing my pair with the junior Senator from North Carolina 
[l\fr. OVERMAN], I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. On this question I am paired 

with the junior Senator from Wisconsin.- [Mr. LENROOT]. I 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Delaware· [Mr. 
BAYARD], and will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. McCORMICK. I have a standing pair with the Sen­
ator from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]. I am unable to transfer 
my pair, and therefore withhold my vote. 

.!\fr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the junior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. ERNST] is paired on the pending amend­
ment with the senior ~enator from Kentucky [Mr. STANLEY]. 

The result was announced-yeas 15, nays 49, as follows : 

Brookhart 
Burs um 
Cameron 
Dlll 

Adams 
Ball 
Borah 
Bruce 
Capper 
Colt 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dale 
Edge 
Edwards 
Ferris 

YEAS-15. 
Fletcher Mayfield 
Hal'ris Ralston 
Hanison Sheppard 
Jones, N. Mex. Shipstead 

NAYS--49. 
F ess 
Frazier 
George 
Ge Hy 
Glass 
Gooding 
Hale 
Howell 
Johnson . Minn. 
Jones, Wash. 
Kendrick 
Keyes 

King 
Ladd 
Lodge 
McKellar 
McLean 
McNary 
Moses 
Norl'is 
Oddie 
Pepper 
Ransdell 
Reed, Mo. 

NOT VOTING-32. 

Smith 
Stephens 
Trammell 

Reed, Pa. 
Shields 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Stanfield 
Swanson 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson 
Willis 

Ashurst Ernst McCormick Robinson 
Bnyard Fernald McKinley Simmons • 
Brandegee Greene Neely Stanley 
Broussard Harreld Norbeck Sterling 
Caraway Heflin Overman Underwood 
Cummins .Johnson, Calif. Owen Warren 
Dial La Follette Phipps Weller 
Elkins Lenroot Pittman Wheeler 

So Mr. IlARRrsoN's amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, of course I appreciate the 

fact that there are many committees at work, and for that 

reason Senators can not remain continuously on the floor of 
the Senate. Consequently they sometimes come in and, asking 
some ()ther Senator what is the question before the Senate, vote 
hastily and without due consideration of the pending matter. 

I desire, however, to call the attention of the Senate to the 
meaning of tbe vote which has just been taken. Here is a bill 
about which Senators from the wheat section differ as to 
whether its provisions -will apply to only four States or five. 
States or six States. Nearly all of them agree that it does 
not apply to Kansas, for instance; that it does not apply to 
Nebraska, for instance; that it would not apply, perhaps, to 
Idaho ; and yet, when I seek to amend and cla'I"ify the proposi­
tton by stating in an amendment that where farmers of those 
States are pressed down by such conditions they should have 
the same opportunity as farmers who live, perhaps, in Minne­
sota or North Dakota or Montana to get a thousand dollars in 
order to diversify their farming I see Senators representing 
those States vote against the amendment that would permit 
those farmers to come here and secure relief under the provi-
sions of the bill. · 

I see the Senators from Kansas take that position and vote 
against the amendment; I see the Senators from Idaho take 
that position; I see the Senators from Oregon take that posi­
tion; I see the Senators from Nebraska taking that position, 
and also Senators from Ohio taking that position, and on down 
the line, as the RECORD will reveal. Perhaps those Senators 
will answer to their constituents next November why it was 
when they had an opportunity by voting for an amendment 
which if adopted would provide tbat the farmers of their States 
who are in distress, perhaps just as much so as the farmers 
who live in the wheat area, should have this relief, they did 
not vote for the amendment which would give them the per­
mission to come to the Secretary of Agriculture, make their 
application for a thousand dollars, and get the money. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho will 
say that he is prepared to apply the same rule against the 
farmers of Idaho that he has just applied against the farmers 
of :Mississippi. I am against the bill and all amendments to it, 
becB:use I do not believe the bill, if it becomes a law, will help 
the farmers; and it will be used to defeat other bills, such as 
the McNary bi11, which, if enacted, will help the farmers. 

Mr. McCORMICK. May I ask if I have beard the first 
lamentation over the dissolution of the farm bloc? 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Illinois would stay 
here and not be aroused so much by the opposition back in 
Illinois, he would know what the farm bloc is doing; but I 
noticed the Senator from I1Iinois did not vote upon my amend­
ment at all. I do not know what he will say to the farmers 
of Illinois when he returns to take up his campaign in that 
State. 

'.rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. Tbe Secretary will state the 
first committee amendment. 

The READING CLERK. In section 2, on page 3, line 4, before 
the word "loans," and on the same page, line 11, after the 
word " opportunity," it is proposed to strike out the pa­
rentheses; in line 12, before the word "who," to strike out 
"farmers" and insert "any farmer"; in the same line. after 
the word "who," to strike out "have" and insert "has"; in 
line 14, after the word "upon," to strike out "their" and in­
sert "bis"; and on page 4, line 9, after the word "and," to 
strike out "transportating" and insert "transporting," so as 
make the section read : 

SEC. 2. Tbat from the approval of this act and until June 30, 1926, 
the Secretary of Agriculture shall be empowered and authorized to 
make advances or loans to farmers, as defined and limited in this 
section, in a sum not exceeding $1,000 for the purchase of livestock, 
including dairy and beef cattle, hogs, sheep, and poultry suitnble for 
the development of a system of agriculture as contemplated by the 
purposes of this act. The Secretary may purchase such livestock and 
supply same to the borrower at. cost; such advances, loans, or· sales 
shall be made upon such terms and conditions and subject to such 
regulations as the Secretary may prescribe, including provision for the 
repayment thereof by amortization or otherwise, but no loan or ad­
vance shall be made for a period of more than five years from the data 
thereof, and all loans shall bear interest at a rate not to exceed 6 per 
cent per annum and shall be secured by lien on the livestock obtained 
through the means thereof and upon all the natural increase of such 
livestock, which said lien shall have prlority in payment over all other 
liens on such livestock and their natural increase. 

For the purposes of this act a farmer is defined as a person engaged 
in and dependent upon agi'iculture fol' the support of himself and his 
family whether in the capacity of owner, tenant, or cropper. Loans 
and advances shall be made only to such farmers in the wheat areas of 
the country as are not reasonably able through their own resourcPs or 
through existing credit facilities to initiate upon their farms a system 
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of diversified farming, but who sbow their willingness to enter upon 
such an undertaking ancl who may be reasonably expected to develop 
such a system if given aid and opportunity. No loan shall, however, 
be made to any farmer who has overdue principal and interest or 
ge11eral obligatfans likely to result in early foreclosure of mortgages or 
other liens upon his farm lands or necessary farm equipment unless ex­
tension shall be granted by his creditors in such form as will give him 
a rC>asonable opportunity to work out his future and to get an ultimate 
benefit from such loan. The application for a loan o.r advance shall 
include an agreement by each farmer to use the proceeds thereof for the 
purchase of livestock as contemplated by the provisions of this act. 

The Secretary. shall avail himself of such information as can be 
furnished by the agricultural colleges of the varfous States and ou.er 
agricultural authorities and agencies, including also the Federal land 
bank system and the intermediate credit system, in determining what 
may be appropriate systems of agriculture for a given area and for 
Information with reference to all related subjects. The Secretary shall 
arrange with county boards, county commissioners, or other local ad· 
visory committees or- agencies for initial assistance and subsequent 
supervision as it may deem proper to promote the efficient accomplish· 
ment of the purposes of this act and may do all things necessary in 
locating, purchasing, and transporting the required suitable livestock. 
The Secretary may also, in llis discretion, utilize agencies existing at 
State agricultural colleges, including cooperatlrn agricultural extension 
forces, to assist him in carrying out the provisions of this act and may 
reimburse such colleges for the necessary expenses incurred at the re­
que.~t of the Secretary : Provided, That regular employees of agricul­
tural colleges or cooperative ex:tension workers shall not be authorized 
to pass upon applications for loans, nor shall they be utilized in other 
than a general advisory capacity in the purchase of livestock: Pro­
'!;idea further, That there shall be no preference for or discrimination 
against members of any farm organization in carrying out the pro­
visions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, on page 4, after line 

21, to strike out "That for carrying out the purposes of this 
act, it is hereby authorized to be appropriated the sum of 
$50,000,000, of which not more than $20,000,000 shall become 
available during the present fiscal year, not more than $20,-
000,000 during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and not 
more than $10,000,000 during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1926, but any portion so authorized to be appropriated and re­
main available for the ensuing fiscal year. When made avail­
able said amounts may be paid to the Secretary from time to 
time as he may certify its requirements to the Secretary of the 
Treasury of payments from borrowers whether of principal or 
interest made during the period in which the Secretary exer­
ci. ,· his loaning powes are to be credited by the Treasury to 
the Secretary and may be expended by the Secretary within 
the purposes of this act," and insert: 

That for carrying out the purposes of this act in respect of wheat 
areas there is hereby appropriated, out of nny money in the Treasury 
not otberwi e appropriated, the sum of $50,000,000, of which 
$20.000,000 shall be available during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
19:!4. $20,000,000 during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and 
$10.000,000 during the flscal year ending June 30, 1926, but any 
amount so appropriated for and not expended during any such fiscal 
year hall remain available for expenditure until June 30, 1926. 

For carrying out the purposes of this act in respect of other areas, 
there is hereby appropriated, out of nny money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $25,000,000, of which $10,000,000 
shall be available during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924, and 
$15.000,000 during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, but any amount 
so appropriated for and not expended during any such fiscal year 
shall remain available for expenditure until J"une 30, 1926. 

::\Ir. REED of Missouri I inquire what the ques~ion is, l\Ir. 
President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on the adop­
tion of the committee amendment to strike out and insert. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. Have the words proposed to be sub­
stituted been read? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary has just com-
pleted reading the proposed substitute. 

::\Ir. REED of Missouri. Mr. President, I call attention to 
the fact that this appropriation runs for two years in the 
future. Nobody can tell anything about what the conditions 
will be then · $20,000,0 0 can be expended up to June of this 
sear, $20,000,000 next year, nnd $10,000,000 the year after that. 

If this is an emergency, if some people in that country are 
suffering, if we are giving this out to afford temporary relief, 
it . ·eems to me utterly indefensible to make provision for the 
ap11ropriation of money to be expended two years from this 
date. If these people are suffering, they are suffering now. 
If they need help, they need it this year; and we could very well 

afford, even if we were going to give them help for this year 
if that was concluded to be wise, to leave to the next Con!!res~ 
the appropriations for succeeding years. 

0 

It seems to me there is absolutely no defense whatever that 
can be made of a proposition to appropriate now money to be 
expended three years from now, when in the meantime Con­
gress will be in session ; so I move to strike out of the com­
mittee amendment nll after the figures "1924," in line 16, all 
of the remainder of the paragraph down to and including 
line 21. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 
offers an amendment to the committee amendment, which will 
be stated. 

The READING CLERK. On page 5, commencing on line 16 it 
is proposed to strike out: ' 

Twenty m1llion dollars during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, 
and $10,000,000 during the fiscal year ending Jane 30, 1926, but any 
amount so appropriated for and not expended during any such fiscal 
year .shall remain available for expenditure until June 80, 1926. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The question is on the amend­
ment offered by the Senator from Missouri to the committee 
amendment. 

Mr. REED of Missouri. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and ·nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro­

ceeded to call the roll. 
M~. JOl\TES of New Mexico (when his name was called). 

Makmg the same announcement as on the previous vote as to 
my pair, I vote "nay." 

1\lr. LODGE (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement of my pair as before, I vote "nay." 

l\Ir. MOSES (when his name was called). Repeating the 
announcement of my pair and its transfer as on the previous 
ballot, I vote "nay." 

Mr. SIMMONS (when Mr. OVERAIAN's name was culled). I 
make the same announcement that I have heretofore made with 
reference to my colleague [Mr. OvEJnIAN]. 

Mr. PHIPPS (when his name was called). Repeating the 
announcement made on the previous vote, I withhold my vote. 

l\1r. SMITH (when his name was called). Announcing the 
same pair and transfer as before, I vote "nay." 

l\fr. WALSH of l\lassachusetts (when his name was called). 
Making the same announcement as before, I vote" yea." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Repeating the 
announcement of my pair, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\1r. McCORMICK. Making the same announcement as be­

fore, I withhold my vote. 
l\Ir. PITTl\lAN. I have a pair with the senior Senator from 

Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGEE]. I therefore withhold my vote. 
Mr. CURTIS. I de ire to announce that the junior Senator 

from Kentucky [Mr. ERN T] has a general pair with the senior 
Senator from Kentucky [l\1r. STANLEY). 

The result was announced-yeas 22, nays 38, as follows: 
YEAS-22. 

Adams Ferris McKellar Steph<'ns 
Borah Fletcher Reed, l\Io. Rwrulson 
Bruce George Reed, Pa. Trammell 
Couzens Glass Shields Wal h, Mass. 
Edge Howell Simmons 
Edwards King Smoot 

NAYS-38. 

Bm·sum Gooding McLean Shipstead 
Cameron Hale MrNarfc Smith 
Capper Ilarreld l\Iayfie d Spencer 
Copeland Harrison Moses Stanfi Jd 
Curtis Johnson, Minn. Neely Wadsworth 
Dale Jones, N. Mex. Norris -WalRh. Mont. 
Dill Jones, Wash. Oddie Watsoo 
Fess Kendrick Pepper Willis 
Frazier Ladd Ralston 
Gerry Lodge Sheppard 

NOT VOTING-36. 

Ashurst Dial ' La Follette Ransdell 
Ball Elkins Lenroot Robinson 
Bayard Ernst McCormi&k Shortridge 
Brandegee Fernald McKinley Stanley 
Brookhart Greene Norbeck Sterling . 
Broussard Harris Overman Underwood 
Caraway Heflin Owen Warren 
Colt Johnson, Calit. Phipps Weller 
Cummhls Keyes Pittman Wheeler 

So the amendment of Mr. REED of Missouri to the amendment 
of the committee was rejected. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, earlier in the consideration 
of the bill I sent to the desk two necessary amendments. The 
fiTst one is, on line 13, page 5, after the word "hereby," to 
in ert "authorized to be," so that it will be authorized to' be 
appr9priated. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wyoming 
offers an amendment to the committee .amendment, which will 
be stated by the Secretary. 

Tbe READING ·CLflRK. On page 5, line 13, before :the word 
" appropriated," it is proposed to insert the wards " authorized 
to be." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend~ 
ment offered by the Senator from Wyoming to the amendment 
of the committee. 

lfr. HARRISON. Mr. President, what does this amendment 
propose to do-to make an authorization instead of making an 
ttppropriation? 

Mr. WARREN. The bill as it was originally drawn au­
tbo1·ized the appropt·iation of the money, as such 1:1ills always 
are drawn and always should be drawn. If the Senator wiTI 
look on page 4, line 23, he will see the words " is hereby au­
thorized to be appropriated." 

Mr. !IARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. WARREN. We are now legislating, and, of course, the 

Committee on Appropriations appropriates under these bills. 
It should read, " is hereby authorized to be appropriated," 
with an appropriation to follow. 

Ur. HA.Ilil.ISON. May I ask the Senator from North Da­
kota [l\fr. LADD] whether he agrees to that amendment? That 
was a question which came up in the committee, and the com­
mittee recommended an appropriation iDstead of an authoriza­
tion. I am just wondering if the Senator agrees to it. 

Mr. LADD. Mr. President, I should not object to it in thi~ 
particular place, but I am going to suggest that we vote against 
the committee amendment. The committee amendment wus 
inserted because the Senator from ~lissL-ssippi [Ur. !LumISoN] 
was very anxious to have the $25,000,000 includ€d. I did not 
w nt to see the bill defeated in the committee anti I ce>i:lsented 
to put it in ; but I am convinced now that it is unwise, and I 
sugge t that we vote in this case ag inst the committee amend­
ment and carr.y it back to the language of the original bill. 

·l\fr. WARREN. 1\fr. President, .as I understand the Senator, 
he wishes to strike out all of this language in italics and rein­
state the former language? 

Mr. LADD. I do. 
1\Ir. W ARllEN. That would take out the language that I 

bave asked to amend; and I dare ~ay that ito amend it as I 
have proposed would sWl leave it open to striking out, ·as the 
Senator has suggested. 

l\1r. HARRISON. .Mr. President, I move that this bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, and 
on that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING -OFFICEH.. The Senator 'from Mississippi 
moves that the lJill be recommitted to the Con;rrnittee on Agri­
culture and Forestry, and on that motion he asks for tlle yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk 'Pro­
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexfco (when his name was called). I 
transfer my pair with the senior Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FERNALD] to the junior Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] 
an.d vote "nay." 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). :Making the same 
announcement of the transfer of my pair as 'before, I vote" nay." 

l\Ir. MOSES (when his name was called). Repeating the an­
nouncement of my pair and its transfer, I vote " yea." 

l\1r. PHIPPS (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement of my pair as before, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PITTMAN (when his name was called). 1\faking the 
same announcement as before regarding my pair, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when hls name w.as called). I 
have a general pair with the junior Senator from Delaware 
[l\lr. lliYARD], but I am advised that if he were here he would 
•ote as I intend to vote. Therefore I feel free to vote. I vote 
"yea." 

Mr. Sl\lITH (when his name was caned). Mating the same 
announcement as before as to my pair, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts (when his name was called). 
l\Iaking the ame announcement as before concerning the trans­
fer of my pair, I vote" yea." · 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce that the junior Sermtor 

from Kentucky [Mr. ERN T] is paired ·with the senior Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. STANLE~]. 

M:r. McOORMICK. Making the same announcement as be­
fore, I wJthhold my vote. 

The result was announced-yeas 2'l, nays '33, as follows : 
YE.AS-27. 

Ball Fletcher McKellar 
BOTah George !'!loses 
Brnce Gro:ry PeppPr 
Couzens Gooding Reed, Mo. 
Edge Harrison Reed, Pa. 
Edwaras ):Io well Shields 
Ferris King Simmons 

N.AYS-33. 
Adams Fl?ss Lod;e 
Brookhart J.7'1!2.Zier McLean 
Bursum Brue McNary 
Cameron Haneld Neely 
Capper J"ohnson, Mmn. Norris 
Copeland Jones, N. Mex. Otldie 
Curtis Jones, Wash. Halston 
Dale Kendrick RansdeII 
Dill Ladd Sheppa:rd 

NOT V OTI:i'\G--36. 
Ashurst Ernst Lenroot 
Bayard FPnia:ld McCormick 
Brn.ndcgee Glass McKinley 
Broussa1·d Greene Mayfield 
Caraway Harris No-rbeek 
Colt Hefiin Overman 
Cummins Johnson, Calif. Owen 
D1al Keye'3 Phipps 
Elkins La Follette Pittman 

So the Senate refused to recommit the bill. 

Spencer 
'rephens 

::-·wan sun 
Tr;1mmell 
Wa<l. worth 
Walsh, :\I.ass. 

Shipstead 
Smoot 
.'tanfield 
Wnlsh, Alont. 
Watson 
Willis 

Rol:>i nson 
Shortridge 
.'mith 
Stanley 
Sterling 
Tin<lerwood 
Warren 
Weller 
Wheeler 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is upon the 
amendment offered by the Smiator from Wyoming [Mr. \VAR· 
REN] to the cantnlittee amendment. 

The amendment to the 11.mendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WARREN. I offer the same amendment, to be inserted 

on line 23, page 5. 
The PRESIDING OFF'ICER. The Secretary will state tbe 

amen dmmit. 
The Rll:A'DING CGERK. On page 5, line 23, befO're the word 

"appropriated," insert the words "authorized to 'be." 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which 

I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question -first is on the 

amendment of the committee to strike out section 3 1Ul<l in­
sert the italics to line 5, page 6, .as a.mended. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. · 
1\1r. LADD. !Ir. President, l suggest that this comru:ttee 

amendment be not approved. 
1\fr. FLETCHER. We can not bear the Senator. 
Mr. LADD. I suggest that those who are in favor of the 

bill vote against the committee amendment, and that would 
carry it back to its original form. . 

Mr. HARRISON. .As I understand it, this latter prapo ·ition 
already has been adopted. Both tile appropriations 'have been 
changed to authorizations. I understand the amendments 
offered by the Senator 'from Wyoming have ..been adopted, and 
that the Senator from New Mexico has offered an m:nendment 
upon which the yeas and nays haV'e been ordered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the Senator from Mis­
sissippi is mistaken. The Senate has not passed upon 'the 
committee amendment as amended by the amendments offered 
by the Senator from Wyoming. That question is now being 
submitted to the Senate. 

1\fr. HARRISON. The Senator .from No1~th Dakota is not 
seeking to knock out this $25,000,000 for the areas .other than 
the W'he~t area, is he? 

Mr. LADD. I am seeking to go back to the section oC the 
bill as originally introduced. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President, I may be guilty of mak­
ing an impertinent inquiry, but do I understand now, and is 
the Senate to understand, that the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry is requesting the Senate to reject a committee 
amendment? 

Mr. LADD. That is what I suggested, that the committee 
amendment be rejected, a.nd that will carry it back to the lines 
whic11 are crossed out. 

l\Ir. W ADSWORTll. I assume, then, the Senator speaks 
for the committe?? 

Mr. LADD. I do not know that we have had a committee 
.meeting, but I know that this is the consensus of many of the 
committee; not all. 

l\1r. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state !his 

inquiry. 
l\fr. HARRISOl.~. Carrying out that suggestion, then, 

the .Senate woul-d vo-te down everything on page 5, including 
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lines 12 to 2!:>, and on page 6 down to and including line 5, 
woulcl it? 

'l'l1e PRESIDI rG OFFICER. That is the way the Chair 
under tands it. The committee has sh·icken out section 3 and 
propose a substitution, which goes down to section 4, and now 
the question is on adopting the committee amendment. 

hlr. HARRISON. I merely desire to say that of course 
many Senators realizing that they made a mistake before when 
they >oted to ~irn to these wheat areas opportunities that they 
were not w·ilJ ing to girn to the farmers in their own section 
they lla rn a r ight now to T"Ote to give their farmers an oppor­
tunity to get ornething. Of course, in voting to strike this pro­
vision do"'Il you are Yoting against your own farmers. I 
me1·elr suggest that. 

Ir. REED of Missouri. :Mr. President, I am a little curious 
to know ju t wha t kind of proceedings we are inaugurating. 
The Commi ttee on Agriculture and Forestry meet and amend 
the bill , aucl report a hill as the action of the committee. In 
that way it ,e:ets before the Senate. Then we are told by one 
of the member of that committee that the reason they per­
mitted one particula r amendment in the committee was in 
order to ge t the bill reported, that there were some people in 
the ccmrnittee who would not vote for the bill without the 
amendment, and con~equently, not being able to report the bill 
witho1 t t he yotes of those members, they inserted an amend­
ment which would sRtis(r tho!Se gentlemen, and got them to vote 
for the r epor t of tbe commitke by putting in the amendment. 

H aving gotten the bill before the Senate in that way, they 
now " double cros " their associates, if I may use the expres­
sion in tlli · tli!!nifiecl body, and say that they are going now to 
ask that tlle thing they did in order to get a report shall be un­
done in the Sena te. Is that to he the new style of ethics we are 
to have here? It seem to me that i:f this bill got here by any 
such meau: a:-: that it ought to go back to the committee, and 
we ought to find out what the committee means. 

1\Ir. BORAH. Mr. Pre~ident--
Tlle PRESIDING OFFICER. D-Oes the Senator from Mis­

souri yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
1\Ir. REED of Mistourf. I ;\'ield. 
Mr. BORAH. I am not so much interested in how the bill 

got Lere as I would like to lnlo\v how one is to vote who is 
aguiust t he uill. I am rather· daz-ed on this subject. 

l\Ir. REED of l\lissouri. It seems to be a question of "pork." 
Tbeee is one group of gentlemen who want $50,000,000 for their 
secti on and do not want anybody else to have anything. There 
is another group of gentlemen wllo could not vote for that 
sort of a rnea. ure unless they could solace their conscience-­
und their constituency-by having a provision that their con­
stltuency should get something also. Of course the question as 
to the fairne ·s of the division does not appear to enter into 
it. About fom States are to get $50,000,000, and about 44 
States are to get $25,000,000. Nevertheless, the committee ar­
ranged to distribute that $25,000,000 to the 44 States in order 
to get some help from some of the Representatives of those 41 
States, who were willing to take the rind while the other gentle­
men took the bacon. 

Then we have the astonishing statement that that sort of 
a game was played to get the bill into the Senate. In the 
12 years I haYe been in the Senate I never before heard such a 
sta tement matle. What a pitiful thing it is to find men who, 
instead of pas ing upon these questions upon their merits, are 
pn.ss:ng upon them upon the basis of how much they are to 
get in their part of the country, and what a defenseless bill 
you have here that is put forward with the cry that there is 
an immediate emergency, that it is almost a case of charity to 
hel11 people oYer a pre ent distress, and you propose to expend 
some fifty or sixty million dollars, not this year, but next year 
and the following year. If we pursue this sort of policy we can 
bankrupt this GoYernment, 'Wt! can keep adding to the burden 
of tnxation. If we are to take care of this condition which 
hapvens to exl t in the Northwest, then why not take care of 
e·rnrybody in this country who has suffered by reason of the 
war? Why not take care of everybody who suffered by reason 
of a drouth? Why not take care of everybody who has made 
nn improvident lnyestment? If any man in the Northwest or 
el ewhere ought to ba\e been raising cattle when he was only 
raising wheat that wa his mistake. The people in my State 
wl10 ha-.;-e raised wheat and who have raised all other farm 
products are uffering. The farmers are not starving, but they 
have suffered great los es. 

It is proposed to tax the people of my section of the country 
who did have diversified farming for the benefit of those who 
saw fit to put their eggs all in one basket'. Then it is proposed 
to tax: the people all over the United States who are engaged 
in enterprises which they have made successful or partially 

successful, or in which they have failed, for the benefit of n 
few people in the United States. That is paternalism run mad. 
It will not even carry you on in the election. If the Govern­
ment is to do things of this kind, there is no end and no limit. 
The Government ought to constitute itself a guardian ad litem 
for every misadventure there is in the United States. When 
we get down to the final argument on this question we always 
go back to the claim that we did something of a bad character 
in the past. If we did, it is time to stop it right now. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, being a member of the com­
mittee who voted against the amendment in the committee, and 
representing here a constituency that will not get a dollar 
under the provisions of the bill, I think I can consistently 
come to the defense of those who believe that the amendment 
of the committee ought to be defeated. The bill was framed on 
a certain condition tlrnt, in my judgment and in the judgment 
of the committee, was fully establlshed before the committee, 
to meet a certain condition which I fully explained once before 
and which I am not going to explain now. Then came the 
committee amendment on which we are now about to fote. It 
does not comply with the theory of the bill at all. It proposes 
an appropriation of $25,000,000 in addition and in no sense 
carries out the theory of the bill. 

I am not criticizing any Senator who believes that: our theory 
is wron". As I said, I was against it in the committee. We 
had hearings, and those who appeared before the committee 
convinced me and con>'inced the committee. The amendment 
was not put on until after long deliberation by the committee 
in executive session on other amendments that have already 
been agreed to. It was offered then when there was nothing 
else left at the succeeding day, after we had worked all day on 
the bill and came together again, and it was voted in without 
five minutes of consideration. A majority of the committee 
voting for it, it was put in and of course became a committee 
amendment. I do not know of anything, and there was nothing 
said, at least in the committee, to show that anyone voted for 
the amendment because he thought it would help to pass tlle 
bill when it got into the Senate. Whether any member of the 
committee had -such an idea I have no knowledge and say 
nothing in regard to it. The facts are that it went in and 
been.me a committee amendment. 

I announced at the beginning that if the amendment, together 
with other amendments and one still to be offered, should be 
agreed to, they were completely at variance with the theory 
that was had in drafting the bill and in bringing it before the 
Senate. Therefore, it seems to me that. if we want to carry 
out the provisions of the bill we ought to defeat the amend­
ment. 

I ought to add that tlle defeating of the . amendment, even if 
the bill is passed, will save $25,000,000 to the 'l'reasury of the 
United States. It will make the bill appropriate $50,000,000 
instead of $75,000,000. The $25,000,000, as the Senator from 
Mississippi [1\fr. IlABRrsoN] has said, would apply to the entire 
country. Everybody knows that that woulrt not nmount to any­
thing, and that it would take a gootl many times $25,000,000 if 
we are going to help everybody who has lost money in agricul­
ture by rea...-on of the war. I can not see any reason for it un­
less we discard entirely the theory of those who ·have drafted 
the bill, and arrange a bill to pay money to everybody who bas 
lost money in agriculture. That was not the idea of those who 
favored the bill It seems to me, therefore, that the commit tee 
amendment ought to be defeated. 

Mr. LODGE. l\Ir. President, I think there is some misunder­
standing about the vote which is about to be taken: The vote js 
to be taken on the committee amendment. Those who desire to 
retain the language in the bill will vote "yea," and those who 
desire to strike it out will vote "nay." Arn I not correct? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment 
strikes out a part of the original text of the bill and substitutes 
other language. A vote " yea " will strike out and insert. A 
vote " nay " will retain the original language of the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, may I say--
Mr. NORRIS. I am perfectly w1lling to ask unanimous con­

sent for the Senator to talk again on the amendment He has 
already spoken once. 

Mr. HARRISON. I bave not spoken on the pending amend­
ment. 

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator has not? 
Mr. HARRISON. No. I talked on the amendment which I 

offered and which was defeated, and I talked 10 minutes on the 
bill, but I have not talked on the pending amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Mississippi 
talked on the amendment offered by the S'enator from Wyoming 
to the amendment, and is entitled to speak on the pending 
amendment. 
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Mr. HARRI SON. I do not want a false Impression to get 

out with reference to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
LADo]. In the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry the 
Senator from North Dakota was opposed to the $25,000,000 
amendment, the same as the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
NORRIS]. The majority of the committee, however, were in 
favor of it. May I say that the overwhelming majority of the 
committee were in favor of the legislation. I do not think 
that the amendment being incorporated in the bill tn:truenced 
or helpea to get the bill out of the committee. It would have 
been reported out of the committee whether the amendment 
increasing the amount $25,000,000 had been adopted or not. I 
pointed out to the committee, when I presented tlre amendment 
1n the committee, that there were certain people suffering in 
my section of the country, for instance, not because of an 
overproduction of crops but because of the ravages of the boll 
weevil that left the farmers, who in: previous years had raised 
42 bales of cotton on their farms, with only 2 bales of cotton 
last year, and that they were one-erop farmers, and they have 
the same right to relief as have the wheat farmers in the wheat 
section of the country where conditi-OllS warrant it, whether 
1t was in the Northwest or in New England 017 anywhere else 
in the country. That was the sole object in presenting my 
amendment 

I merely rose to say that the Senator from North Dakota has 
acted in good faith throughout. He opposed the amendment 
in the committee and be has opposed it here. I never expected 
him to be in favor of the amendment. The amendment had 
no influence at all in getting tbe bill reported to the Senate. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 
1Ur. NORRIS. I wish merely to state that the Senator from 

' M.ississippi has stated the facts accurately as I unders~and 
them. 

l\lr. HARRISON. M:ay I say further that the amendment 
which I offered this morning was to clarify the language of the 
bill. The amendment I offered would have been a necessary 
amendment had tbe $25,000,000 provision~ which ls now sought 
to be stricken from the bill, been incorporated originally in 
the bill. When my amendment was · defeated, which it was 
overwhelmingly, I realized that it carried with it the defeat 
o! the $25,000,000 provision that 1s to be voted on now, be­
cause if the $25,000,000 provision should be retained in the 
bill we must go back and incorporate in the bill my amend­
ment that was voted on and defeated earlier in the day. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator 
again? 

l\Ir. HARRISON. Certainly. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. The Senator will remember that when he 

offered his amendment I sugg-ested that we should vote on the 
committee amendment first 

Mr. HARRISON. Yes. 
Mr. NORRIS. I did that because I thought if this language 

; stayed in the bill, then the otner amendments were necessary. 
1 I agree with the Sena.tor that if the amendment stays in we 
ought to adopt the other amendment which the Senator has 

1 
offered, and which was defeated. 

Mr. HARRISON. Absolutely. 
Mr. COPELAND. I would like to ask the Senator from Mls-

1 sissippi if he has overlooked the title ot the bill, which ls as 
follows: 

A blll to 11romote a pe.rmanent system of self-supporting agriculture: 
1n regions adversely affected by the stimulation of wheat p.roduction, 

. during the war, etc. 

I take it that ts to give relief 1n a territory where they are. 
now without financial credit and can not get it. 
Mr~ HARRISON. That was the object of the bill, but th.ere 

· are certain sections of the country that are in a condition just 
ag deplorable as the wheat areas, and those persons should 
have the same opportunities under the bill to get the money as 
these other people. 

Mr. COPELAND. I ngree perfectly with the Senator from 
Mississippi., but there should be another bill for that purpose. 
This bill was for the specific purpose of relieving the conditions 
1n the wheat-growing section of the country. 

Mr. GLASS. Does not the Senator from New York think 
: that if we get many more bills of this nature here we would 
I have to present a bill to increase rather than decrease taxes? 

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, undoubtedly. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the com-

1 mittee amendment, on which the yeas and nays have been or­
dered. Tbose in favor of the adoption of the committee amend­
ment will vote " yea " and those opposed to the adoption of the 

committee amendment will vote " nay." The Secretary will 
call the roll. 

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). 

Making the same announcement regarding my pair as upon 
the previ-0us vote, I transfer that pair to the Sena.tor from 
Montana [Mr. WHEELER] and vote "yea." 

Mr. LODGE (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

Mr. MOSES (when his name was called). Repeating the an­
nouncement of my pair as previously made, I vote "nay." 

Mr. PHIPPS (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as before in reference to my pair, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. PITTMAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BR.A.NDEGEE.]. 
I understand if present he would vote "nay." If permitted 
to vote, I should vote "yea." In his absence I withhold my 
vote. 

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania (when his name was called). 
Making the same announcement as before in relation to my 
pair and its transfer, I vote "nay." 

J\fr. SMIT.EI (when his name was called). Transferring my 
pair with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. STERLING] to 
the· Senator from Alabama [Mr. lIEFLIN], I vote "yea." 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts (when his name was called). 
Making the same announcement as before relative to my pair 
and its transfer, I vote "nay." 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as before as to my pair, I withhold my 
vote. 

The roll call was conduded. 
The result was ailD.Dunced-yeas 12. nays 52, as follows: 

Burs um 
Dill 
George. 

Adams 
Ball 
Borah 
Brookhart 
Bruce 
Cameron 
Capper 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dale 
Edge 
Edwards 

YEAS-12. 
Harrison 
Jones, N. Mex. 
MeNa.ry 

Mayfield 
Ralston 
Slreppard 

NAYS-52. 
Ferris. Keyes 
Fess King 
Fletcher Ladd 
Frazier Lodge 
Gerry McKell.ar 
G1ass- McKinley 
Gooding McLean. 
Hale M-0ses 

~~i~d ~~~~1s 
'Jiohnson, Minn. Oddie 
Jo.Des, Wash. Pepper 
Kendrick Ransdell 

NOT VOTING-3'2. 
Ashurst Elkins Lenroot 
Bayard Ernst McConmick 
Brandegee Fernald Norbeck 
Broussard Greene Overman 
Caraway Harris Owen 

2~mins ¥oe~on, Call!. ~r'f~!n 
Dial La Follette Robinson 

So the- committee amendment was rejected. 

Smith 
Stephens 
Trammell 

Reed, Mo. 
Reed, Pa. . 
Shields 
Shipstead 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Staniield 
Swanson 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
WatsQn 
Willis 

Shortrld~ 
Simmons 
Stanley 

~~eJ~ood• 
Warren 
We.Iler 
Wheeler 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The- Secretary will state the 
next committee amendment. 

The next committee amendment was, on page 6, after line 5, 
to insert a new section as follows : 

SEC. 4. The SecretuY' fs authorized to provide by regulation Gr 

otherwise for the repayment or collection of all amounts, including 
interest, in respect of any sale, advance, or Ioan ma-de under the pro­
visions of this act. There 1~ hereby established in the Treasury- a 
fUnd to be known as the " livestock loan fund." and all such amounts 
repaid or collected shall be covered into such fund, and are reserved. 
s<rl: aside, and appropriated, to be available until June 30, 1926, for 
the use of the Secretary in accordance with. the provi.sions of this act. 
After June 30, 1926, all amounts remaining in such fUnd, and all 
amounts, including interest, repaid OT collected· in. respect of a:ny such 
sa:le, advance, or loa.n, shall be covered into the Treasury as miBcel­
laneous receipts. 

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

The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next committee amend­

ment will be stated. 
The SECRET.A.BY. The next committee amendment is, on page 

6, to renumber section 4, making it section 5. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next committee amendment was, on page 'l, to renumber 

section 5, making it section 6. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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::\Ir. WALSH of Montana. l\Ir. Pr.esident, there is a very 
con. iderable portion of the pending bill which, to my mind, 
has little, if any, significance whatever. If I may have the 
attention of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. LADD], I 
de ·ire to say that I refer to the portion of section 2 com­
mencing in line 22, on page 2, down to and including line 21, 
on the next page. 

Mr. LADD. I will be glad to hear the suggestions of the 
Senator from Montana. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The portion of the bill to which I 
refer reads as follows : 

The Secretary shall avail himself of such information as can be fur­
nished by the agricultural colleges of the various States and other 
agricultural authorities and agencies-

Of course the Secretary of Agriculture could get information 
from those sources and from any other sources; but the bill 
continues-
including also the Federal land bank system and the intermediate 
credit system, in determining what may ue appropriate systems of 
agriculture for a given area and for information with reference to all 
related subjects. 

That is merely in the nature of an admonition or sugges­
tion; it is not legislation at all. 

The Secretary shall arrange with county boards, county commis­
sioners, or other local advisory committees or agencies for initial 
nssil':tance and subsequent supervision as it may deem proper to pro­
mote the efficient accomplishment of the purposes of this act-

Of course, being given power to carry out the act, he is given 
power to make use of such agencies as may be available-
and may do all things necessary in locating, purchasing, and transport­
ing tbe required suitable livestock. The Secretary may also, in bis 
discretion-

That is, he may or may not, as he sees fit-
utilize agencies existing at State agricultural colleges, Including co­
operative agricultural extension forces-

That is, he may use them or not, as he sees proper-
to a sist him in carrying out the proY-islons of this act and may re­
imburse such colleges for the necessary expenses incurred at the request 
of the Secretary: Provided, That regular employees of agricultural col­
leges or cooperative extension workers shall not be authorized to pass 
upon applications for loans, nor shall they be utilized in other than a 
general adYisory capacity in the purchase of livestoe'k: Provided furtller, 
'I"hat there shall be no preference for or discrimination against members 
of any farm organization in carrying out the provisions. of this act. 

l\Ir. President, I offer as a substitute for the language which I 
have read a few lines which it seems to me will accomplish 
the purpose and are in the nature of legislation. This bill 
authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture to make certain loans. 
It, thtlrefore, authorizes him to establish any independent ma­
chinery that he may care to set up. We ought to exercise 
every possible economy in the distribution of tllis fund, in 
making every dollar of it available for the purposes for which 
the legislation is intended and is so much needed, as has been 
so succinctly and forcefully set forth repeatedly upon this floor. 
There is an existing governmental agency altogether appropriate 
to the purpose of making these loans under the direction of the 
Secretary ; that is, the agricultural credit system. Why not 
simply say that the Secretary shall avail himself of the ag1·i­
cultural credit system for the purpose of making these loans? 
I express that idea in the following: 

The Secretary in executing the functions vested in him by this act 
shall, so far as practicable, utilize the Federal intermediate credit 
bank system, and the Federal Farm Loan Board and the directors and 
officers of the Federal intermediate credit banks shall cooperate with 
the 8ecretary for such purpo e. 

The Senator from North Dakota will remember that all of 
the loans made in that section of the country, I think, have been 
made in this way through the farm loan banks. So why not 
utilize those existing agencies whose business it is to make 
loans to the farmers, either the Federal Farm Loan Board or 
other agencie . The bill says the Secretary may, in his dis­
cretion, make use of them just as he sees fit, and undoubtedly 
he v.'ill employ them; but it will be observed that the bill does 
not require him to make use of them, and neither does it specify 
the manner in which he is to make use of them. I would 
eliminate all of that language, because it really means noth­
ing, and not empower the Secretary of Agriculture to set up 
anotller piece of expensive machinery for the purpose of making 
tbe e loans. 

Mr. LA.DD. The purpose was to have the work <lone by the 
Secretary of Agriculture directly with the farmers themselves, 
as was done in the seed loans, by the utilization of the county 
agents, the experiment station men, and the county commis­
sioners, who might volunteer, where it was deemed necessary, 
without going through the banks at all, thus saving any un­
necessary expense. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The Secretary, of course, may do 
that, but that would involve the creation of a new orgallization, 
and where would the power rest? Of course the Secretary can 
not personally make the loans. 

Mr. LADD. Neither did he make the loans personally in the 
several States of North and South Dakota, Montana, Minne­
sota, and Idaho in the case of the seed-·wheat loans. 

:Mr. WALSH of Montana. That is correct. 
Mr. LADD. He utilized the same agencies we provide for· 

here, except that an additional agency, the county commission­
ers, is provided for, but he did not utilize the banks except such 
banks as he wanted to make deposits in. 

l\fr. WALSH of Montana. But the difficulty about that is 
that the boards of county commissioners and farm bureau 
agencies and that kind of thing are not skil1eu in the making 
of loans. We ought to safeguard this measure by putting it 
in the hands of some one whose business it is to weigh securi­
ties. The Federal farm banks, it seems to me, are the appro­
priate agencies through which to get the recommendations. 
Of course, there is no difficulty about using the agricultural 
extension agencies and the boards of county commissioners 
and the farm bureaus and all of those instrumentalities for 
the purpose of gathering information as to the responsibility 
of borrowers or persons who desire to borrow, or getting in­
formation concerning the particular kind of agricultural activity 
that is suited to a particular place. All that information can 
be secured; but we must lodge the power to make the loans 
somewhere. Now, this bill, of cour e, lodges it with the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and my amendment will not change 
that, but the question is what agencies in the field are going to 
recommend these loans? 

l\Ir. LADD. The agencies which the Secretary of Agriculture 
employs for that purpo e. 

Mr. WALSH of ~fontana. Exactly. 
Mr. LADD. If it is left to the farm loan banks, the Federal 

land banks, or the intermediate credit banks, there is only 
one in an ~ntire distrid, and it will be from six months to a 
year behind before deciding whether or not a farmer is en­
titled to receive money. 

Mr. WA.LSH of Montana. Let me remark to tbe Senator 
that so far as that is concerneu it will not <lelay the pro­
cedure at all, because the Secretary of Agriculture has to 
get the information in just exactly the same way that the in­
stii utions named get the information, throuo-h their local repre­
sentatives, whomsoever they shall designate for that purpose. 

Now, what I am endeavoring to avoid, let me .·ay to the 
Senator-an<l, of course, I want to giye the bill my support­
is the utilization of a considerable portion of this fund for the 
purpose of supporting an independent piece of machinery which 
the Secretary of Agriculture may set up in the various States 
when we already have governmental machinery for making 
these loans. 

:Mr. LADD. I do not believe that the cost was any greater 
or even as great in handling the loans for seed wheat as it 
would have been if they had gone through these banks and the 
banks had to send their agents out or had employed a large 
corps of agents to go out and do the same thing. Here we have 
the agents in the field. County agents are in nearly every 
county in the State of North Dakota, for example. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Montana has expired. The Chair suggest that be send his 
amenument to the desk so that the Secretary may read it. 

The READI ~G CLERK. The Senator from Montana proposes 
to strike out, on page 3, lines 22, 23, 24, and 2G, and all of page 
4 down to section S, on line 21, and to insert in lieu thereof 
the following : 

The Secretary, in executing the functionR vested in him by thi.a act, 
shall, so far as practicable, utilize the Federal intermediate c1·edit 
bank system ; and the Federal Farm Loan Board and the director& and 
officers of the Federal intermediate credit banks shall cooperate with 
the Secretary for such purpose. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, what <lifference does it make 
whether this fund is to be administered through a regular 
banking channel, accustomed to make loans a.nd accustomed to 
weigh securities, or administered through the Secretary of 
Agriculture~ 
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Some clays ago, when the Senator from Nebraaka [Mr. 
NoRIUS] was talking, I asked the direct question if it was 
intended to make this · a commercial transaction between the 
Government and the farmers, and he said very frankly that 
it was not. He tlid argue that the Government would not 
necessarily lose a great deal of this money, but he did not deny 
nor did he hesitate to affirm that the Government would lose 
a portion of the money, and that the transaction was not in­
tended to be a commercial transaction between the Government 
and the borrowers. It might be just as appropriate not 0nly 
to eliminate the language in the bill but to reject the amend­
ment suggested by the S~nator from Montana and substitute 
some political committee. If it is not to be a comme •~ial 
transaction between the Government and the men who ure to 
receive the money and to promise solemnly to repay it, tbm it 
must be some otiler kind of transaction that is proposed here 
in this utterly defenseless legislation. 

All tile time it has lJeen insisted that there did apply to these 
four Northwe ·tern States some peculiar reason that dicl not 
apply to any other section of the country, and all the time it 
bas IJeen pointed out that there was just as much a one-C'rop­
slavery system in the South as there was in the Northwest, 
and all the time it has been pointed out that the conditions 
were just as bad in the South as they were in the Northwest. 
Indeed, the very candid and frank and most admirable Sen­
ator from Nebraska [1\I.r. Noruus] admitted that the condi­
tions were as bad, but he insisted that the conditions were due 
to different reasons. 

We are told here tllat we ought to vote this aid when it is 
not even pretended that it is a business transaction nor yet a 
sound commercial transaction, for what reason? Because the 
wheat farmers of the Northwest, perchance through the action 
of the Congre s or through the misapprehension of the wheat 
farmers in inte1·preting that action, greatly increased their 
acreage in wheat. What bas come upon the farmers of the 
South? The boll weevil, perhaps an act of Providence; but 
there is very little difference between suffering from an act of 
Providence and suffering upon the part of a section resulting 
from misinterpreting the action of the Congress with respect 
to an increase of acreage because perchance it was assumed 
that the war would go on and that there would be a need for 
wheat production. But, Mr. President, let me say now that 
just the same appeal was made to the South and to the East 
and to the Central West that was made to these four States in 
the Northwest, and that appeal was to produce food. crops and 
to produce food crops without stint; and the farmers all over 
America reorganized their farming and tried to produce food 
crops. 

Mr. President, let us face the situation frankly, and let us 
say that there is no need to select tile agricultural colleges to 
afford a means of administering your fund, because it is openly 
confessed that it is not a commercial, it is not a busine ·s, it 
is not a defensible piece of legislation ; and let us reject, Mr. 
President, so far as I am concerned, any suggestion that it be 
administered through a business instrumentality already exist­
ing under this Government, 1.Jecause what is here proposed is 
not a business proposition at all. It is a pure gift out of the 
pockets of the taxpayers of 48 States into the pockets of a 
single class of the taxpayers· of 4 States in the Northwest. 
That is all it is. It is not individualism, it is not socialism.; it 
is not one-thousandth time as defensible as a socialistic scheme 
and as a socialistic state. It is a proposal to subsidize individ­
uals, not named in the bill it is true, but a proposal nevertheless 
to subsidize individuals, and the very identity of the individ­
uals is located by reason of the fact that they must be residents 
of those foUl' States in the Northwest. 

Mr. President, I come from an agricultural State. I have all 
of my personal investments in agriculture. I know what the 
condition of the farmer has been and is, but I know that the 
American farmer never will be assisted back to his feet by any 
proposal that simply piles up upon the whole body of the peo­
ple an enormous burden of taxation, a continual and mounting 
burden of taxation ; and the farmer never will be put back upon 
his feet by tbese paternalistic schemes of government. Dis­
guise them as you may, find for them an excuse in previous mis­
takes of the .Congress, if you please, and you have laid the 
foundation for a communism in this country that is destructive 
of our Government and of every principle that has made the 
American farmer the one independent" and conservative and 
outstanding element in our history. 

Mr. President, the whole legislation is nothing but a faulty 
and cheap bid for something that does not come through busi­
ness channels. It is not good even as an election measure. I 
dare say that any man who will go into the States of Senators 

who vote for this measure and submit it to the people fairly 
and squarely will find that it is not even good as a campaign 
measure. • 

·I have beard it intimated and suggested in the public press 
that the President of the United States is himself favorable to 
this legislation. I do not believe it and I will not believe it 
until he has affixed his signature to a piece of legislation a 
proponent of which, tile admirable and candid Senator from 
Nebraska [l\Ir. NORRIS), admits is to be an uncommercial and 
therefore an unbusinesslike transaction, justified upon the as­
sumption that in previous years the Congress itself has laid the 
foundation for this sort of indefensible socialistic legislation by 
its own mistakes. · 

Mr .. P~esident, ordinarily I should bave said nothing; but 
when it is proposed to use the established agencies of Govern­
ment, that can do American agriculture some service to ad­
minister a fund which is not supposed in any sense 'to be a 
fund to be administered as a sound commercial proposition, 
then I think I have the right to voice my sentiments here. 
Senators from the South, at least, will find when they go back 
to face the hard-pressed taxpayers of the South that they have 
added nothing to themselves politically. I dislike to use the 
term "political," but if it is not commercial, if it not ·business­
like, if every Senator knows that it means a loss to this Gov­
ernment, then what else is it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Georgia has expired. · 

Mr. HOWELL. M.r. President, I am in favor of the purpose 
of this measure, but I also believe that when the Government 
steps in to aid any indu try it should do so upon purely busi­
ness principles; that it should adopt methods whereby it will 
be a sured of the return of all, or at least the greater part of 
every dollar invested. ' 

It is proposed in this measure to afford assistance--funds 
livestock, in fact-to those who may not be entitled to credit 
according to the usual rules of business. The Government can 
no IIJOre afford to loan to a man who has no credit than an 
individual can afford to loan to a man who has no credit· but 
when ~t comes to the sale of merchandise--yes, livest~ck­
there is a method that can be adopted that is approved by 
business experienceA That method is utilized all over this 
country to furnish merchandise to individuals who have no 
credit in the commercial sense, and that method is the contract 
installment plan. 

The principle involv.00 is this: A sale is made, but the title 
to th~ property does not pass until the property is paid for. 
That is the method that is adopted by every furniture install­
ment house, by every installment house doing business in other 
lines, dealing with people with no commercial credit. 

Mr. BRUCE. l\lr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ne­

braska yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
lUr. HOWELL. I do. ~ 
Mr. ~RUCE. May I suggest to the Senator one question? 

If no title would pass, how would the farmer dispose of the 
increase of the cattle? Or how would he be able to put the 
possession of the livestock to any useful purpose of any de-
scription? . 

l\Ir. HOWELL. I will come to that shortly. As I have 
stated, there is a method that will enable a person to sell to 
one without commercial credit and yet be assured of a return 
of his property, or of collecting the amount charged for that 
property. 

It is extraordinary what a small loss is entailed in doincr 
this character of business. I happen to be familiar with t~ 
kind of business, as I managed for several years the publicly 
owned gas plant in. Omaha, and one of our activities was the 
conduct of an appliance store, which, during the past three 
and a half years, has sold something less than $1,000,000 worth 
of merchandise, and our average losses were less than a quarter 
of 1 per cent upon the sales, and not over 10 per cent was re­
quired to be paid down at the time of purchase. We simply 
investigated to determine that the person was an upright indi­
vidual, and, irrespective of bis means, we sold him the mer­
chandise, and we collected the money. Experience in various 
lines of business has taught that this can be done, and be done 
successfully, and if Congress proposes to aid the farmers in 
question it ought to adopt business methods well recognized as 
sound for such an emergency. 

As a consequence, I have prepared a substitute for this bill, 
which I will offer later, which provides how the Secretary of 
Agriculture can proceed, and I will read just one clause of it. 
It provides that he shall be authorized to purchase livestock, 
including dairy and beef cattle, hogs, and sheep, suitable for 
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the development of a system of agriculture as contemplated for 
the purposes of this act, and to sell the same to farmers upon 
the contract installment pla'n, all deferred payments to bear 
interest at not to exceed 6 per cent per annum. 

~ .. 
NOMINATIONS. 

lJJa:ecutive nominations received by the Senate March 11, 1924. 

GEODETIC SURVEY. 
No contract shall run for more than five years or be for 

more than $1,000, and the title to the livestock, including the TO BE A.IDS, WITH RELATIVE RANK OF ENSIGN IN THE NAVY, BY 
natural increase thereof, shall remain in the United States PROMOTION FB.O:Y JUNIO:& ENGINEER. 
until paid for. Such contract shall be ln the form prescribed 
by the Secretary of Agriculture. That answers the question 
<>f the Senator from Maryland. · 

:Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I do not think it answers my 
que tion at all. Snppose-­

Mr: H OWELL. I was about to explain. 
Mr. BRUCE. Very well 
Mr. HOWELL. The contract may be made to provide that 

If it is wise to sell a portion of the stock to be slaughtered 
or of the increa e for other purposes application may be made 
therefor and the transaction carried out upon the payment of 
n c rtain proportion of the whole of the retnrn to the Govern­
ment at that time, as deemed proper. In other words, this 
contract can be made to cover every contingency of that char­
acter. Moreover, the Government wm be in a position in case 
of failure on the part of the purchaser to properly take care 
of his livestock or for other reason to take possession of it 
and to sell it as seen fit. In other words, the Government will 
be in a position to protect itself under any conditions. 

Mr. BROOKHART. :rtlr. President, I would like to ask the 
Senator if these questions are not mere matters of adminis­
tration rather than of principle 1nvolved in the bill, and would 
it n-0t be better to amend the bill. and let the bill be handled in 
that way than to defeat the bill? 

Mr. HOWELL. I have a snbstitute measure hel'e which 
covers this feature, and which also includes all the provisions 
of the bill which have been thus far approved and adopted 
by the Senate. The only change is that it provides for the 
contract in tallment sales plan instead of the loan plan as 
provided in the pending measure; that is, transferring the 
property, the title passing to the purchaser, and the Govern­
ment having a lien for the money adT"anced. 

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, I would like to ask the Sena­
tor from Nebraska one question. Of course, under the pro­
visions of this b111 the Government could lend a farmer money 
for the purpose of buying chickens. 

Lanfilng Grow Simmons, ot the District of Columbia, vice 
T. B. Reed, promoted. 

Earl l\Iowbray Buckingham, of Montana, vice R. W. Knox, 
promoted. 

Philip Chester Doran, of Connecticut, vice J. A. Kibler, pro­
moted. 

TO BE AIDS> WITH RELATIVE BANK OF E~SIGN IN THE NA VY, BY 
PROMOTIO~ FROM DECK OFFICER. 

Charles William Nies, of New York, vice n. W. Byrns, pro-
moted. · 

Chester Lovering Nyman, of l\fassachusetts, vice Frank 
Larner, promoted. 

George Thomas Gilman, of Massachusetts, vice H. M. Hill, 
prom-0ted. 

POSTMASTERS. 

ALABAMA. 

Guy Walker to be postmaster at Somerville, Ala., in pla-;e of 
C. P. Johnston. Office became third class October 1, 1923_ 

Glenn E. Guthrie to be postmaster at Townly, Ala., in place 
of 1\1. D. Klng. Incumbent's commission expired February 11 
1924. ' 

George B. Pickens to be po tma.ster at Moundville, Ala., in 
place ot G. B. Pickens. Incum.bent's commission exr>ired 
February 11, 1924. 

Virgil B: ~uff to be postmaster at B.rundidge, Ala.., in p:)ace 1 of J. L. D1ckmson. Incumbent's commission expired February 
11, 1924. 

A.m:zON.A... 

Clarence J. Wilson to be postmaster at Casa Grande, Ariz., 
in place of L. D. Park. Incumbent's commission e:i'l)ired Feb­
ruary 11, 1924. 

ARKA...."'iSAB. 

Mr. HOWELL. Just a moment. lUay I say that in my Jo ep-h S. Ottinger to be postmaster at Pea. Ridge, Ark., in 
substitute I have cut out poultry. 1 place of I. T. Sharp. Offi.ee became third elass October 1, 

Mr. BRUCE. The Senator has cut out poultry? 1923. 
l\fr. HOWELL. I have. 
l\lr. BRUCE. That is a confession of weakness in the bill in 

the beginning, of course. 
Mr. HOWELL. So far as I run concerned, I do not think 

poultry should be induded in the bill. 
Mr. BRUCE. Of course, generally, when money is loa.ned 

on livestock, or on tangible property o! any kind, the security 
to the man who makes the loan consists in the fact that he 
retains possession of the pledge. Under this bill, of course, 
the Government would not have possession of the pledge at all 
The Senator says he has eliminated chickens. I commend the 
Senator for the very fine discretion he has exhibited in that 
respect, at least, because I co-uld not conceive of anything 
that would be more hopelessly precarious th.an a lien reserved 
on a rooster or a hen, when we reflect, in the first place, that 
they are very much in the habit of going about at th~ir own 
sweet will, and, as I pointed out to the Senator the other day, 
they are subject to the depredations of hawks and minks and 
weasels--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
Nebraska has expired. 

Mr. BRUCE. I suppose I will have to die with it. 
Mr. HOWELL. I offer the amendment in the nature of a 

substitute for the bill, and I ask that it may be printed and 
lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

l\!r. CURTIS. I understand that final action on the bill can 
not be had this evening, so I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of e. ecutive business. 

The motion was agreetl to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of e.."'Cecutive buslne s. After 10 minutes spent ill 
executive ession the d001·s were reopened, and the Senate (at 5 
o'clock p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, March 12, 
1924, at 12 o'clock meriilinn. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Doris R. Coon to b-e postmaster at Dunsmuir, Calif., In place 
of S. A. Porter. Incnmbent's commission expired August 20, 
1923. 

COLORADO. 

Roy McWiiliams to be postmaster at Anlt, Colo., in place ot 
Roy McWilliam.s. Incmnbent·s commission expired Feb1·uary 
18, 1924. 

CONNECTICUT. 

Walter R. King to be postm:,tster at Willimantic, Conn., in 
plaee of John O'Rourke. Incurubent's commission expfred Feb- 1 

ruary 4, 1924. 
Clarence B. Emery to be postmaster at Terryville, Conn., in 

place of D. P. Hurley. Incumbent's commission expired August ' 
1, 1923. 

ID.A.HO. 

Walter A. Shear to be postmaster at Filer, Idaoo, in place ot 
W. P. Shinn. Incumbent's commission expired February 4. 1 

U}24. 
John M. Butler to be postmaster at Burley, Idaho, in place ol 

R. B. Haskell lnC'tlmbent's commission expired Augu t 20, 
1923. 

1LLINOIS. 

Thomas J. Perks to be postmaster at Mound City, Ill., in 
place of T. J. Pei·ks. Iucumbent's commission expired Uarch 
9, 1924. ~ 

John W. Nelson to be postmaster at Donovan. Ill., in place ot 
J. W. Nelson. Incumbent's commission expired March 9, 1924.·l 

KA...""'i!SA.S. 

Ethel White to be post.master at Merriam, Kans., in place of 
D. H. White, resigned. 

Charles T. Murray to be postmaster at Isabel, Kans., in place 
of J. R. Bell, resigned. 
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Jamp-· P. Pratt to be postmaster at Syracuse, Kans., in place 
of H enry Block. Incumbent's commission expired July 28, 
192:). 

LOUISIANA. 

l'hillip B. Allbritton to be postmaster at Clarks, La., in place 
of P. B. Allbritton. Incumbent's commission expired February 
11, rn~4. 

MAINE. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

John N. Snyder to be po tmaster at Wllli~mstown, Pa., in 
place of J. R. Hancock, resigned. 

SamtJel l\I. Carnell to be postmaster at Dott, Pa., in place of 
S. M. Carnell. Office became third class October 1, 1923. 

lUary K. Schambach to be postma. ter at Beaver Springs, 
Pa., in place of C. B. Aurand, resigned. 

Emily E. Pynes to be postmaster at Sangerville, Me., in place SOUTH CAROLINA. 
of E. E. Pynes. Incumbent's commission expired Februa1·y 11, James D. Mackintosh to be postmaster at McClellanville, 
1924. S. C., in place of C. L. Kirkley. Office became third class 

Cllarles C. McLaughlin to be postmaster at Harmony, Me., in October 1, 1923. 
place of C. C. McLaughlin. lncumbent's commission expired TENNESSEE. 

MARYLA.ND. . Christine M. MeisteL' to be postmaster at Loretto, Tenn., in February 11, ·1924. I 
place of 0. M. Meister. Office became third class October 1, 

John W. Brittingham to be postmaster at Pittsville, Md., in 1923. 
place of D. 1\1. Farlow. Incumbent's comllli ·sion expired Feb- John B. Morris to be postmaster at Brunswick, Tenn., in 
ruary 24, 1924. place of J. B. Morris. Office became third class July 1, 1923. 

MICHIGAN. 

Ei:;tella R. Newcomb to be postmaster at Le Roy, Mich., in TEXAS. 
place of E. R. Newcomb. Incumbent's commission expired Olive Raoul to be postmaster at Gustine, Tex., in place of 
l\1nrch 3, 1024. Isaiah Sadler, resigned. 

l-IT NESOTA. I Annie K. Turney to be postmaster at Alpine, Tex., in place 

Clam M. Hjertos to be postmaster at Middle River, Minn., in I of r J. J. Allen, removed. . . 
plaf'e of c. M. Hjertos. Incumbent's commis ion expired Feb- I Tolbert Hannon to be postmaster at RLchmond, Tex., m 
ruary 18, 1924. I place of F. P. Bell. Incumbent's commission expirecl January 

:Margaret E. '.rhompson to be posbnaster at Grey Eagle, l\Iinn., I 31, 1924. 
in place of M. E. Thompson. Incumbent's commission expired j Amos E. Duffy to be postmaster a.t Matagorda, Tex., in 
February 18, 1924. j place of A. El Duffy. Incumbent's commission expired Febru-

. MISSOURI. ary 24, 1924. -
. . . . , . , Robert F. l\Iyers to be postmaster at Ferris, Tex., in place of 

T~ iee C. Hauls to be postmaster at ~i~dsor, ~!o., ID place L. E. Holloway. Incumbent's commission expired January 
of R M. Owsley. Incumbent's comm1SSion expired August 3l, 1924. 
l~. 19~3. 

NEBRASKA. 
VIRGINIA. 

Oliarles w. Fritts to be postmaster at Crawford, Nebr., in James 0. Dameron to be postmaster at Weems, Va., in place. 
pltlce of J. J. A<lams, jr., resigned. of J. 0. Dameron. Office became third class October 1, 1923. 

John M. B. Lewis to be postmaster at Lynchburg, Va., in 
N-i<~w JERSEY. place of I. H. Adams, jr. Incumbent's commission e~ired 

Everett N. Crandell to be postmaster at North Hackensack, February 14, 1924. 
N. J., in place of E. N. Crandell. Office became third class Waverly S. Barrett to be postmaster at Dendron, Va., in 
January 1, 1924. 1 place of W. S. Barrett. Incumbent's commission expired Feb-· 

I ruary 14, 1924. NORTH CAROLIN A. 

James E. Wallace to be postmaster at Stanley, N. C., in 
pl:H· ... of Frank Boyd. Office became third class October 1, 1923. 

Joseph B. Harrell to be postmaster at Marshville, N. C., 
in plucc of J. L. Bivens, resigned. 

Burnice R. Cahoon to be postmaster at Columbia, N. C., 
in place of W. S. Carawan, resigned. 

Artll.ur L. Beaman to be po tmaster at Snow Hill, N. C., 
in place of R. L. Chestnutt. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 20, 1924. 

Je~se W. Wood to be pootmaster at Littleton, N. 0., in place 
of J . W . Wood. Incumbent's commission expired February 
20, lll~-1. 

OHIO. 

... Ta than H. Powell to be postmaster at Pleasant Hill, Ohio, 
In place of I. A. Deeter. Incumbent's commission expired · 
August 5, 1923. 

Plummer D. Folk to be postmaster at Leipsic, Ohio, in 
place of 0. T. Place. Incumbent's commission expired Feb­
ruary 24, 1924. 

Clifford B. Hyatt to be postmaster at Killbuck, Ohio, in 
place of C. B. Hyatt. Incumbent's commission expired Feb­
rua rr 24, 1924. 

Charles H. l\forrison to be postmaster at Hebron, Ohio, in 
place of D. A. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expired Feb- 1 
ruary 2-1, 1924. I 

OKLAHOMA. 

l\Iargaret l!l. Williamson to be postmaster at Wanette, Okla., I 
in place of F. F. Mitchell Incumbent's commission e:x:pired 
J nn uary 28, 1924. 

OREGON. I 
Rirbard J. Hill to be postmaster nt Kerry, Oreg., in place of 

C. G. Shaw, resigned. 
William R. Logus to be postmaster at Oregon City, Oreg., in 

place of J. J. Cooke. Incumbent's commission expired Feb-
ruary 11, 1924. 

Jnson T. Anderson to be postmaster at Harrisburg, Oreg., in I 
place of J. T. Anderson. Incumbent's commission eA.rpired Feb­
ruary 11, 1924. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 

Ea:eoufi've nomination,s confirmed by the Senate March 11, 1924. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Alfred Ho.gen ·en to be receiver of public moneys at Boise, 
Idaho. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Clarence Humbert Murphy to be captain, Cavalry. 
John Harvey Madison to be first lieutenant, Coast Artillery 

Corps. 
George Edward Bruner to be first lieutenant, Infantry . 
James Ault Ramsey to be fu·st lieutenant, Medical Admlnis-

tra ti ve Corps. · 
POSTMASTERS. 

CO NECTICUT. 

Clifford E. Chapman, Niantic. 

FLORIDA • . 

Mary Joyner, Bagdad. 
·wnuum J. Garter, Homestead. 
Guy K. Masten, Vero. 

KEN'fUCKY. 

Arta Henderson, Eubank. 

NEBRASKA. 

Edwin P. Clements, jr., Ord. 

NEW YORK. 

Fred W. Ravekes, Ardsley on Hudson. 
Charles A. Partridge, Berkshire. 
Robert L. McBrien, Huntington. 
Kate L. Holden, Peru. 
Charles Blackburn, Southampton. 
Harry B. McHugh, Wallkill. 
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HOUSE OF R.EPRESENTATIVES. 

TUESDAY, March 11., 19134. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon, and was called to order 

by the Speaker. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgome1·y, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : . 

O God Thou dost manifest Thyself toward us in teacher, 
friend, ~d f ther. We ask Thee, blessed Lord, to ;give us 
strength to rise above human nature so that languor shall 
not be in our hearts, weariness on our brows, and weakness in 
our lives. Forgive our sinful thoughts and faltering steps, 
and make our sense of rigbt more acute and our power of 
resistance more courageous. The Teacher of Nazareth is the 
way of God to us ; oh, may He be the way of :18 to God. Help 
us to dedicate our powers to Thee and to Thrne. Let us feel 
the working of a noble discontent that cries for a b~tter day, 
a better country. and a better world. Bless us; with s.ouls 
tempered with fire, fervent, heroic, and friends of m·an. 
Through Christ. Amen. 

The J-0urnal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

:MESSAGE "FBOU 'THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Olerk, 
announced that the Senate had _passed bills and Senate con­
current resolution of the following titles; in which the 'Con­
currence of the House of R®r.esentatives was ;requested: 

S. l:W3. An act fur the relief of J. G . .Seupelt; 
S. 2315. An act to amend an act entitled, "An act for the 

division of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians in Okla­
homa, and for -0ther !>UliPOses," appr.oved June 28, 1906, nnd 
acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto; 

S. 2169. An act to amend in certain particulars the national . 
defense act of June 3 1916, as amended. and for other purposes; 
. S. 2392. An act a~thorizing an appropriatioo. to indemnify 
damages .caused by the soo.rch for the body -Of Admiral John 
Paul Jones; 

S. 2108. An act to ·gnnt the consent of Congress to the 
Southern Railway Co. to maintain a bridge across the Ten­
nessee ruver :at Knoxville, in the ieounty of Knox, State of 
'l'ennessee ; 

S. 2332. An act granting the consent of Congiiess to the 
State of South Dakota for the construction of a bridge across 
the Missoul'i River between Hughes County and Stanley 
County, S. Dak. 

Sena.t~ Con wrren-t Resolution 5. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatit"es conciir1'ing), 

That there shall be compiled, printed with illustrations, and bound, 
as may be directed by the .Joint Committee on Printing, 2fi,OOO copies 
of the oration delivered by the Hon. Charles Evans Hughes in the 
Honse of Representativ~s during the exercises held in memory of 
the late President Warren G. Harding on February 27, 1924, in­
cluding all the -pro~edings and the program of exerciaes, of which 
8,000 copies shall he for the use ·of the Senate n.n.d 17 ;000 :copies for 
the use of tbe House of Representatives. 

The message also announced that the Seuate had passed 
without amendment bills of tlte following titles: 

H. R. 2818. An act to grant the consent of Congress to con­
struct, maintain, and operate a dam and spillway across the 
Waccamaw River in North Carolina~ 

H. R. 3845. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Little Calumet River at Riverdale, Ill.; 

H. R. 4120. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Greater Wenatchee Irrigation District to construct, main­
tain and operate a bridge across the Oolumbia River; 

H'. R. 4182. An act authorizing the city of Ludington, Mason 
County, Mich., to construct a bridge acrot;s an arm of Pere 
Marquette Lake; 

TI. R. 4187. An act to legalize a bridge across the St. Louis 
River in Carlton County, State of. Minnesota; 

H. R. 4984. An act to authorize the Clay County bridge 
district, in the State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge over 
Current River; 

H. R. 4457. An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment 
in any claims which the Cherokee Indians may ha.-e against 
the United States, and for other pm·poses; and 

H. R. 6001. An act to amend section 252 of the revenue act 
of 1021 in respect of credits and refunds. 

SEN .\.TE BILLS BERERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, ·senate bills and Senate -con­
current resolution of the following titles were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred to their appropriate committees, 
as dndicated below: . 

S. 2392. An act authorizing ..an appropriation to indemnify 
damages caused by the search for the body of Admiral John 
Paul Jones; to the Committee on Woreign .Affairs. 

S. 1703. An act for the relief of J. G. Seupelt ; to the Com­
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 2169. An act to amend in certain particulars the national 
defense act of June 3, 1916, as amended, and for other pur­
poses; to 'the Committee on Military Affairs. 

'S. 2315. An act to amend an act entitled "An act for the 
division of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians in OkJ.a­
homa, ·and for other purposes," approved June 28, 1906, and acts 
amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto; to the Com­
mittee on Indian ...Affairs. 

S. 2332. An act granting the consent of Congress to the State 
of South Dakota for the consi'..ructlon of a bridge across the 
l\li "'so.ul'i River between Hughes County and Stanley County, 
S. Dak. ; to the Committee on lnterstate and Foreign Com­
merce. 

Senate Concurrent R.es.olutlon 5. 

Resolved by the Senate (.the House of Represe11tattves concurring), 
That there shall be compiled, printed with illustrations, and bound, 
as may be directed 'by the Joint Committee on Printing, 25,000 copies 
of the oration delivered by the Hon. Charles Evans Ilughes in the House 
ot Representatives drrring the exer.cises "held in memory of the late 
President Warren G. llarding on February 27, 1924, including all the 
proceedings and the program of exercises, of which 8,000 copies Shall 
be tor the use of the Senate and 17,000 copies for the use of the HoU6e 
of Representntives. 

To the Committee on Printing. 
ENROLLED BILL AND J.o.INT l?.ESO~UTION SIGNED. 

1\Ir. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Ilills, 
reported that fuey had examined and found truly enrolled bill 
and a joint resolution of the following titles, when i:he Speaker 
signed the same : 

R. n. 6901. An act to amend section 252 of the revenue act 
of 1921 in respect of credits and 1·efnnds; and 

S. J. Iles. 91. Joint resolution to authodze the National So­
ciety United States Daughters of 1812 to place a marble tablet 
on the Francis Scott Key Bridge. 

COINAGE OF COMMEMOBATION OO'INS. 

Ur. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 684 and place the 
same upon its passage. 

'l'l1e SPE.M{ER. The gentleman 'from Indiana asks unnni­
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill S. 084 
and place it upon its -passage. The Clerk wlll :repnrt the title 
of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 684) to authori~e the coinage -0f 5Q-cent pieces in eom­

memorntion of the commencement on June 18, 1923, of the work -0f 
carving on Stone Mountain, in the State of Georgia, a monument to 
the valor of the soldiers of the South, which was the inspiration of 
their sons and daughters and grands61ls and granddaugltters in the 
Spanish-.A.merican and World Wars, and in memory of Warren G. 
Harding, President of the United States of .America, in wbo~e ad· 
ministratJon the work was begun. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera­
t:ion of tbe bill? [After a pause.] The Chair he rs none. 

'The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That in commemoration of the commencement on 

J1me 18, 11923, of. the work of carving -o:n Stone MoUlltaln, in the State 
o1 .Georgia, .a m01mment to the •valor of the soldiers of the South, which 
was the inspiration of their sons a.nd daughters and grandsons and grand­
dauahters in the Spanish-American and World Wars, and In memory of 
Warren G. Harding, President of the United States <>f America, in whose 
administration the work was begun, there shall be coined at the mints 
of the United States silver

0

50-cent pieces to the number of not more than 
five million, such 50-cent pieces to be of the standard troy weight, com. 
position, diameter, device, and deslgn as shall be fixed by the Director 
of the :Mint, with the approval or tne 'Secretary of the Treasury, wbich 
said 50-·cent pieces shall be legal tender in any payment to the amount 
of their face value. 

SEC. 2. That the colns herein authottlzed shall be Issued on1y upon the 
request of the executive committee of the Stone Mountain >Confederate 
Monumental Association, a corporation of Atlanta, Ga., anU upon 
po.ymeut by .such ex.e<iu'tl e oommittee for and on t>ellalf <lf the Stone 
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Mountain Confederate Monumental Association of the -par value of 
such coins, and it shall be permissible for the said Stone Mountain 
Confederate Monumental Association to obtain said coinS upon said 
payment, all at one time or at separate times and in separate amounts, 
as It may determine, 

SEC. 8. '.rhat all laws now in force relating to the subsidiary sllver 
coins of the United States and the coining or striking of the same, regu­
l:l.ting arrd guarding tbe process of coinage, providing for the purchase 
of material and for the transportation, distribution, and redemption 
of coins, for-the prevention of debasement or counterfeiting, for security 
of the coin, or for any other purposes, whether sa.UI laws ue penal or 
otherwise, shall, so tar as applicable, apply to the coinage herein au­
thorized: Provided, That the United Stat.es shnll not be subject to the 
expense of making the necessary dies and other preparations tor th.ls 
coinage. 

The bill was ordered to be read the ·third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. • 

:Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 5259, of exactly the same tenor as this bill, be 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. DYER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. It is clear there is no quorum present. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. l\1r. Speaker, I move a call ot the 

House. 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 

to answer to their names: 

ifJ~fchthy R;~t;fc~~ {!~~ :~fi~~i:c;'mH. 
.Anderson Frothingham Luce Sanders, Ind. 
Antbony Fulmer :McClintic Sanders, N. Y. 
Black, N. Y. Funk McDuffie Seger 
Black, Tex. Gallivan Michaelson Sites 
Britten Goldsborough Miller, Ill. Sulllvan 
Drowne, Wis. Greene, Mass. Morin Sweet 
Cable Hawes Nelson, Me. Taber 
Connolly, Pa. Johnson, S. Dak. Newton, Mo. Taylor, Colo. 
Corning Jost Nolan Tincher 
Croll Kahn O'Brien Vare 
Curry Kendall Paige Voigt 
Pavey Kiess Peery Wainwright 
D ·al Knutson Perlman Ward, N. C. 
Dempsey Kvale Phillips Wertz 
Dc11i1:;on Larsen, G11. Porter Williams, Ill. 
Dickstein Le-e, Ga. Quayle Woltr 
Eagan Lehlbach Rathbone Wood 
Edmonds Lineberger Reed, W. 'Va. Wright 
Fairchild Lintllicum Reid, 111. Wyant 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and forty-six Members have 
ans'"'·ered to their names; a quorum is present. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 

A QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. ZIHLM:AN. Ur. Speaker, I rise to a question o! personal 
privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland rises to a 
question of personal privilege. The gentleman will state his 
question of personal privilege. 

Mr. ZIHL:MAN. Mr. Speaker, my name has been printed in 
the newspapers of the country--

The SPEAKER. The gentleman need not proceed further; 
the gentleman is recognized on a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. l\Ir. Speaker, I rise nt this time because I 
went to the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary and 
asked that I be recognized 'first -0n this resolution which is 
coming up. before the House and which recites, "Resoivecl, 
['hat the House take no further action for the present to pro­
cure from the Attorney General the information heretofore 
requested of the Attorney General under House Resolution 
~11." Now, I ask the Members of this House to put themselves 
ln .my position for just a moment and in their own minds re­
view this entire procedure. The first intimation I .had of this 
coupling of my name with the charges before the Chicago grand 
'ury was, I think, last Tuesday night, when Mr. Arthur Hen­
bing, of the Chicago Tribune, called me up over the telephone 
about midnight, awakened me from my sleep, and told me that 
the New York newspapers were publishing my name as one of 
those referred to in the report of the Chicago grand jury. I 
asked Mr. Henning what the charges were, and he told me he 
bad been informed that I had accepted a bribe of $30,000 for 
securing the parole of certain Federal prisoners. I said, " Mr. 
Henning, in the seven years I have been in the Congress I have 
only gone once personally to the Department of Justice in a 

parole case, and that was a young man recently who was 
accused-in fact, pleaded guil.ty--0f robbing the mails of $32, a 
man wlth a wife and two children, of Hagerstown, Md."; and 
that ls the only parole case in the seven years I have been in 
Congress that I ever went to the Department of Justice on in 
person, although my office force has handled many cases of a 
minor nature. Then later there come other charges, not from 
any official source, not from the Department of Justice, I am 
informed ; but, notwithstanding, charges were made against my 
name and against my character. • 

Gentlemen, I have been in public life for 15 years. I have 
searched every official act in this last trying week and I am 
absolutely conscious of having done no wrong at any time, and 
I resent with all that is in me the methods which have been 
used to wipe me off the slate by one stroke of the pen without 
giving me an opportunity to be heard and without knowing 
what -the charges are except insinuations, except accusations 
which, according .to the statement of the majority leader on 
this floor, come from crooks and criminals. [Applause.] Now, 
it is proposed by the great Judiciary Committee to refer this 
matter back to the Department of Justlce for further investi­
gation. Well, matters have been referred to the Department of 
Justice before, and I have known of cases which are marked 
to be investigated up tl1ere for two years, and I can not afford, 
gentlemen of the House, to labor under these charges until 
[applause] the Department of Justice gets ready to investigate 
them upon the acknowledged statement of the gentlemen who 
wrote tlle report of the grand jury in Chicago that they were 
made merely upon the statements of acknowledged crooks and 
criminals. And so I believe I have a right to ask that other 
action be taken, that if this House feels that I am guilty of 
any wrongdoing it ought to Investigate the alleged acts of 
wrongdoing and ought either to exonerate me or ought to kick 
me out of that do·or, because I have no right to sit in this body . 
But in the absence of definite information I have been unable 
to meet these charges. I ha rn not talked to a single member 
of the C-Ommittee on the Judiciary, except the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DYER], the acting ~hairman, on the floor yester­
day after they made up the report, so far as I can remember. 
I have not talked to the Speaker or others, because I have 
been in a maze and unable to know just how to proceed. But 
this morning early Mr. Crim called me on the telephone and 
asked me to stop and see him at the Hamilton Hotel, and told 
me, quoting his words, " I am free to admit thait in your case 
the charges are not supported by e-vidence, and I would not 
indict any man on the word of a crook." 

Now, I did not go to see Mr. Orim. I told him that thls 
matt.er was coming up in the House this morning, and I felt 
that my duty to myself compelled .me to be here when this 
matter :was before the House, but that I would come with 
some one to talk with him later, but I could not and would 
not come to see him this morning. [Applause.] 

I did not seek this interview. It came from Mr. Crim, 1md 
I am Slll'e that when the membership of the House realize that 
an attempt has been made to absolutely ruin two innQcent men, 
guilty of no wr.ongdoing, by one of the strangest procedures 
that .has ever taken place in this country, they will give me 
and give my colleague [Mr. LANGLEY] what we are entitled tQ, 
a complete and full investigation by the membership of this 
House, and I believe that when I obtain that investigation 
they will exonerate me absolutely of any wrongdoing. [Ap­
plause.] 

This procedure is not going to stop the Department of 
Justice. This letter of the Attorney General, stating that 
he could not send up here the official records or the evidence, 
ls mere quibbling about details. Surely the Department o:t 
Justice has or can make two sets of records if they have any 
evidence. Let them lay before a committee of the House 
one set of records in this case and let them pro~eed under 
their constitutional authority and by due process of law to 
take such action as they feel the evidence in this case justifies. 

I am opposed to this resolution in its present form. I have 
no obj€ction to that part of the Oommittee on the Judiciary's 
recommendation that the matter be referred back to the At­
torney General. Let them proceed to the fullest extent, but 
this House owes it to me and it owes it to itself to conduct 
an investigation of these charges and these allegations against 
my character at the earliest possible moment. [Applause.] 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
call up a report from the Committee on the Judiciary and the 
resolution thereto appended. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up 
n. resolution from the Committee on the Judiciary. The Clerk 
will report the resolution. 
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T·he Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That the House take no further action for the present to 

procure from the Attorney General the information heretofore re­
quc ted of the Attorney General by the House under House Resolution 
211. 

Mr. DO:dIINICK. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
while I offer an amendment? 

Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Penn ylvania. Yes. 
Mr. DOMINICK. I just want to state at this time, l\lr. 

Speaker, to the House and for the information of the House. 
that while no formal minority report bas been filed by me, I 
gave notice to the committee of a verbal objection to the report, 
and I wanted that to go into the RECORD as my formal minority 
report against the recommendation of the committee, and that 
I would have a substitute to offer at the proper time to the rec­
ommendation of the committee. I believe· that is correct, Mr. 
Chairman, is it not? 

1\fr. GRAHAl\I of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. DOl\IINICK. l\Ir. S'peaker, will the gentleman from Penn-

sylvania yield again? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylva.p.ia. For a question. 
Mr. DOMINICK. I thought that possibly, just at this time, 

it might oe well for my substitute to be presented for the infor­
mation of the House. It is very brief. I mean, to have it read, 
not to offer it, at this time. 

l\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I certainly will yield, for 
that purpose only. 

1\lr. DO~IINICK. Just to have it read for the information of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it for the information 
of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That the reply of the Attorney General, under date of' 

March 7, 1924, to Bouse Resolution No. 211 is not responsive to the in­
quiry of the House nor satisfactory to the House. The attention of the 
Attorney General is called to th~ House resolution, and he is hereby 
directed to transmit to the House of Representatives the names of the 
two Members of Congress and the nature of the charges made against 
them, as directed in that resolution. 

[Applause.] 
l\fr. LONGWORTH. :ft.Ir. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. I could not hear what the gentleman 

said. That is simply submitted for information? 
"The SPEAKER. Yes; for information. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. That is all, sir. 
Mr. DOMINICK. It will be offered. 
:i\1r. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I will say to 

the House that I sympathize most deeply with the ·gentleman 
who has just addressed you [Mr. ZIHLMAN] tmder a question of 
privilege, explaining bis position and his wishes. regarding this 
matter. I am very sure there is no one who is more solicitous 
for his good name, riot even himself, than I am in connection 
with this matter. You in your wisdom, gentlemen, saw fit to 
refer to your Committee on the Judiciary a communication 
from the Attorney General in response to House Resolution No. 
211. Your committee undertook to discharge the duty imposed 
on them by you in a spirit of fairness, in a spirit of calmness, 
with a desire to do that which the law, the dignity, and the 
honor of the House require, and to report back to you their very 
best judgment as to what procedure should be adopted. 

I wish to say to the House that this is not a matter for a 
hysterical disposition. This is a matter which sets a precedent. 
We want to act with the dignity and propriety that belong to a 
great legislative body. Let me ask your attention to the facts 
and circumstances, as I have gleaned them, not only from the 
addre s of the gentleman who preceded me but from the action 
of the Hou e and the pres . No one living mortal has accused 
any Member of this House of any impropriety of action or con­
duct by name. Now, then, how has this matter come about? 
A newspaper man called a Member of the House on the tele­
phon~ and said, "Your name is connected thus and so with 
this public matter." What ought to have been the reply of the 
l\1ember of Congress in question? "You print a syllable of that 
in a ne\rpaper in this land and I will arrest you for libel and 
pro ecute you to prison." [Laughter.] That is right, and you · 
may laugh, but that was his duty, and that is the course I 
would lla ve pursued if a man had called me over the phone and 
told me my name was to be published in connection with a 
charge of this kind. 

There is no responsible accusation from any quarter. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

! 
:Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. No; not just now. You take' 

the letter of the Attorney ~neral, sent to the House in reply to 
the resolution: 

I am unwilling to make public the name of any man against whom 
any criminal charge hais been made until the evidence in my possession 
convinces me that there is reasonable ground to believe that the person 
is guilty as charged and until proper legal steps shall have been 
taken to protect the public interests. 

What right have we to compel an official of the executive de­
partment of the Government to proclaim the names of persons 
who have been mentioned in the report of a grand jury or re­
ferred to in the report of a grand jury when there is not suf­
ficient evidence to warrant an accusation? Tlle Attorney Gen­
eral said he would not expose to the community, with the of­
ficial stamp of the Department of Justice, the name of any man 
unle s, after inve1'tigation, there was sufficient evidence to war­
rant such a course. 

Mr. 'GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. Yes; I will yield to the 

minority leader. 
1\1r. GARRETT of Tennessee. If the Attoi·ney General had 

stopped there the situation, to my mind, would have been en­
tirely different, but the Attorney General went much further 
than the sentence which the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
just quoted. 

Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. Of courRe, it is impo. sible 
for-me to anticipate or interpret what is in the mind of the gen­
tleman from Tennessee in making this interruption and making 
this statement. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I have no hesitation in stating 
what is in my mind. 

Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Penns:rlvania. Well, the gentleman will 
have an opportunity to state it; there i no difficulty about that. 
I have not confined my remarks and do not propose to confine 
my remarks to that single quotation from the letter of the .At­
torney General. You can consi<ler only one quotation at a time, 
and that one I have stated with reference to the duty of the 
Attorney General regarding the publishing of names when be 
has not sufficient evidence to warrant him in making any names 
public. 

Now, then, it is further stated in the letter of the Attorney 
General; 

To transmit to you the nature of' the charges made against any per· 
sons under investigation in the Department of Justice is incomp::i.tlble 
with the public interest and will tend to defeat the ends of justice. 

If, however, the House of Representatives of the United' States, 
acting within its constitutional power (under Article I), to punish 
tts Members for disorderly behavlo1· or to expel such Member, re­
quests that all the evidence now in the possession of anyone con­
nected with the Department of Justice shall be turned over to the 
House of Representatives--

Then all the information he possesses will be placed at its 
disposal. 

In the opinion of your committee that answer presented a 
perfectly proper and natural answer from the head of that 
department of the Government. There was no infringement of 
the dignity of this House. 

Let us take the case-and in saying this I have no relation 
whatever in my mind to the men who have voluntarily placed 
themselves before the House as suspected 1\Iembers-and sup­
pose that this House, in the flush of excitement, in the heat 
of sympathy and overflowing kindheartedness, were to take up 
and investigate and declare that there was nothing against 
the men who thus came before the House for inspection and 
examination, and then suppose that the investigation of the. 
Department of Justice in thls supposed case "\vent on to a 
grand jury, went on into a court, went on to a trial and a 
conviction, what a position this House would be in, having 
assumed, out of generosity and a spirit of kindne s, to proceed 
at once, and then face the possibllity of finding a verdict that 
would be entirely different from the conclusion which they 
had reached. 

Now, I am debating simply the question of what t:lie duty of 
the man holding the office of Attorney General would be under 
the nature of the inquiry which was addressed to him by the 
House. He has a right to look at the matter in its broadest 
light and with all its possibilities. He must determine whether 
or not he has the evidence to warrant even an accusation. 
He did not make the accusation ; neither did his department. 
I say, he did not make the accusation; it came through the 
action of the grand jury of a county in a sister State. 

This man, pursuing the rule that governs in such matters, 
has replied to the letter of inquiry in the only legaJ way it 

. 
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could be -answered. 1No lawyer, .when he :stops ~ to ·reflect Jand 
disassociates in his mind the question of personal sympathy.and 
personal ,relationship, ·will dare ·say that any nth.er course or 
conduct could have 1been adopted -under the :rtiles and regula­
tions and the procedure that should govern in such matters as 
these. 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman y.ield? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylv.ania. Yes; l will yield .for.a ·ques­

tion. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota . . I want • .to .ask the gentleman 

about the .report of the .grand jury and .as to just how ~that 
report happened to have been made public. The report of a 
grand jury is ordinarily for the prosecuting officials and the 
judge. Now, •tlid •the gentleman's eommittee ·inquire 'into that 
in any way? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. "That was not referred to 
us and we 'did not inquire into it. I wish to · say to ·the •gentle­
man that the information, so far as it has come to ·me, · is this : 
Not through rthe Department of ·Justice, ·and rn6t through the 
action of a court, but through an outsider the 1 lnformation got 
to membeI"s of the press, and, with the avidity which they 
always 'display for a sensational item, they ~ got on this move­
ment for names and brought 'forward these suggestions, "and 
they finally ·reachetl the ·ears· of certain men "Who seemed ·to 
think they Telated to them. 

1i1r. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. GRAHAM of 'Pennsylvania. Yes. ' 
l\fr. LONGWORTH. It wa:s stated by Mr. Crim, in the pres­

ence of •several gentlemen, that he had written ' the report at 
the request of the grand jury; that the report was thereafter 
submitted to the judge, but whether any request was made •of 
the juoge to have the report sealed does not appear. 

l\fr. GR.AHAJ\f of 'Pennsylvania. No. 
lUr. LONGWORTH. As a matter of fact, the ·report was 

made public and was accessible to all the newspapers. 
'l\.Ir. GR.A'.HAlU of 'Pennsylvania. rce-rtainly. 
·1'fr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 
1Ur. •GRAHA1'1 of Pennsylvania. 'Yes. 

· l\1r. GR.A.HA....'l\1 of Illinois. T want to 'know, as a matter of 
practice, about something with ·which I am not cognizant. Is 
the report o'f a grand jury 1in a Federal district court made a 
matter of _public record or is it 'held private? 

'1i1r. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Unless lt ls ordered to be 
sealed it ' is matle a matter of 'Public record and can be con­
sulted by anyone. 

Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Illinof:s. Was ·that ' true in this case? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. KING. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
~Ir. •KING. Do 'I understand that there w-ere indictments 

found in these casesr 
'l\fr. GRAH:Al\f ·of ·Pennsylvania. There were no intlictments 

found. 
:Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman yil'!ld"l 
'Ur. GRKHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes; yes. 
1\1r. MONTAGUE. I wish to ·-suggest to my colleague, as 

pertinent to the inquiry respecting Mr. Crim, that 'that ·gen­
tleman him elf submitted to ' thB chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee a letter in which he disavowe(j, ·as strongly as 
possible, that he ever dJselosed any information or any intima­
tion as to the grand jury-repoi·t, but that he only·spoke of it to 
those who were in an official position to have such information. 

1ilr. GRAB.AM of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from 'Vir­
ginia is quite right. l\Ir. Crim ·called at -the committee room 
and furnished a letter which I exhibited to the members of 
the committee, and I ask unanimous consent of the Rouse to 
spr-ead that lettet"on the 'RECORD 'as part of ' my ·remurks in an 
extension ·of ·my · remarks. 

The SPEAA"'ER. "The ·gentleman from Pemrsylvania asks 
unanimous eon ent to extend his •remarks in the 'REc01m. for the 
purpose indicated. Is there objection? [A'.fter a ;pause.] The 

· Chair hears ·none. 
l\1r. BUTLER and l\1r. -ROAOH 'rose. 

·The -SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield; and if so, to 
whom? 

'l\Ir. GR~A.1\1 ·of 'Pennsylvania. -r can not yield.Just now. 
·.Mr. 'Crim distinctly avers in the most earnest and .POfiltive 

manner that he never communicatetl this ·matter ' to anyone, 
1 except in the line ·of 1his duty to those who were over him ; 
II that ·te never gave out one •single item of information •to the 
press in any direction or spoke •to anyone else outside of 'those 
wbo hatl t:o hear 'from I him in the line of' his duty. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Will the gentleman ryteld? I warlt 
i to .. ask Tue gentleman ·11 question 'for 'information, ·ff · the ~gentle­
:;nan will permit me. The gentleman st~~s;'and~~e ·g~ntle;man 

11s ·recugnized as -one•o'f 1the ll.blest lawyers in this House, that 
it was the duty of the Member when awakened at night to 
'threaten Ja •'Silit for 1Ubel. Does ·not the gentleman know, as a 
matter of law, that a grand jury report or -a court :proceetling 
is 1absohitely privileged and not libelous. 

Mr. •GRAHAM ·of Pennsylvania. The gentleman is quite 
'Correct. 

Mr. CLARK o'f.Florlda. '.And the newspapers can ·print that. 
'Mr. 'GRAHAM: of ;Pennsylvania. But the gentleman mttSt 

Temember that this grand jury report mentioned n.o names. 
· ~rr. 'OL..NRK of ·Florida. Certainly not. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Penn.sylvan.in. Therefore when the man's 

name was to be put in public ·print, ·the responsibility rested 
ilpon the paper, ·nnd I would have guaranteed 'bis conviction in 
llIIY court of ·justice in this land if he had dared to name me 
in connection with a matter of that sort and publish it 10 the 
world, even though a ·grand jucy hadlllysteriously asserted that 
somebody had been impugned in his conduct who was a 
Member of this House. 

'Mr. CLARK of Florida. Does not ·the gentleman think, l! 
the gentleman will ' permit one muTe question, that when a libel 
has been ;published ' involving 435 'Members of this House, the 
House ought to take action? . [A-pplause.] 

Mr. 'UPSHAW. "Will the gentleman , yield? Considering the 
matter of publicity, 'does ·not the gentleman remember that the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ZIHLMAN] said in his first 
statement that 'Mr. Crim 'telephoned his, ZIHLMAN's, name to 
several different people as soon as he arrived in Washington. 

"'Mr. GR.A.HAU df Pennsylvania. I wish to say to the .gentle­
man that that ls not true. I do ·not mean your statement is 
not true, slr; "but that ?.fr. 'Crim telephoned ' to anybody, I am 
satisfied, is not true. 

Mr. UPSHA:W. The issue then ls between Mr. Crim and l\Ir. 
Z!HLM.A:N. 

Mr. OLIVER of New York. Will the gentleman yield-? 
·1tfr. • GRAII.A,.,'1 of tPennsylvania. No ; I can -not . yield now. 

I wish 'to say that 'I b.ave met '1\1r. Crim once or twice ln my 
life. 

'1\fr. -ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GR.A.HAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. ZIHL~1AN. I wish to say that I did .say in my brief 

statement a few days ago, Satm:day I think u -was, tha.t I .had 
been in'formetl by men of absolute reliability that he had tele­
phoned the names ; but I stated that mereJy upon the infor­
mation given ·me. I ' have no positive knowletlge about that, 
and the RECORD will bear out the ·fact that I stated .that it was 
upon the authority df some one who had given it to me. 

'Mr. GRA.HAM of Pennsylvania. Tha.t is what I understood, 
and in ·saying that it was not true 'I irnd that in mind. · 

Mr. GARNER of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
question . along a different line from the questions that have 
been asked and ln connection with another phase of the mat­
te1•? Why is it the Attorney General did not follow the cus­
tom or100 yea:rs or mare and have the President of the United 
States tell the Congress that it was incompatible with the 
public interest rather than to take the .responsibility himself? 

l\Ir. 1 G1tKH.A'.1\1 of 'Pennsylvania. I can not tell you ' that. I 
do not know that it is the practice of 100 years. I can tell you 
of one incident that comes to my knowledge. I think the 
gentleman :from Virginia •looked at the same precedent, where 
the officiru of the department replied-and it is true that later 
the President himself sanctioned what had been done--and 
this was in the administration of that very great man, Grover 
Cleveland, when 'he was President of the United States, and 
he 'took the grouna, 1n ·opposition to what Senator Edmunds had 
contended for, that his department, as an executive department 
o'f this Government, could not be forced to give the information 
sought at the dictation of a committee, although in that case 
it would seem to have been ·almost a ·proper thing to do, ·for 
the Senate was about to 'PUSS upon the quBstion of a:n appoint­
ment-in which they aetetl ' couperating with the President of the 
United States. 

1M-r. GARNER of lJ'exas. Wlll'the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. J"ust 'for a question. 

'Mr. GARNER o'f Texas. I ·wonder ·why your committee did 
not see·proper to get the present~resitlent of the United-States 
to :baCk up the Attorney· General in s~ying it was incompatible 
with the•puBllc interest. 

l\fr. GRAHAM Of Pennsylvania. 'That $J.Uestion is unworthy 
of an answer, antl '1 am "SU'rprisea that 'the _gentleman ·from 
Texas would put it. 

Mr. GARN:mR of 'Texas. 'Of course, that is the gentleDlfill's 
viewpoint a:bout it. 

i:atr. •GR~ of Pennsylvania. The gentleman knows ·per­
fectly well that was-not· referred to our committee, · an'~ 'it~ 
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have been a piece of impudence and impertinence for us to have 
intruded along that line. [Applause.] 

Mr. STEAGALL. l\Iay I ask the gentleman a question now? 
1\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. STEAGALL. The newspapers carried a report to the 

effect that the special agent of the Department o:f Justice, l\Ir. 
Crim, stated in an interview, before the. department had been 
called on by this House to furnish any information, that he was 
go.fng to pursue this inquiry in the courts ; that he did not know 
how long it would take, and that it might take considerable 
time; but that be would not in the meantime divulge the infor­
mation to the House. Is not that true? 

Mr. GRKffA.1\I of Pennsylvania. No; it ls not. 
Mr. P,TEAGA.LL. Did the committee make any inquiry as to 

whether that statement, which was carried in the press, was 
correct or not? 

Mr. GRAHAl\I of Pennsylvania. I have a statement that 
amply convinces me that is not true. 

Mr. STEAGALL. One other question--
1\fr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Listen just a moment. We 

were not appointed to go on a fishing expedition as to what any 
newspaper might ha>e published in connection with this thing. 
That was not the duty of a dignified committee of this House 
and the question that was submitted to us involved no such 
consideration. It is perfectly ridiculous to put it to us in that 
way. 

Mr. STEAGALL. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
an inquiry? 

1\fr. GRAHil.1 of Pennsylvania. I will, if it is simply an 
inquiry and not a statement. 

l\.1r. STEAGALL. Is not this true that the papers at the same 
time carried the statement that l\Ir. Crim bad reported to the 
President, and the statement from the President saying that he 
would have a full investigation made of th.is matter, but not by 
the Congress. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I simply say that I am sure 
that that is not true. It is a newspaper article that the gentle­
man quotes from. I do not know what newspaper he quotes, 
nor what the source of the information of that paper was, but I 
assure the gentleman that th.at is not the fact. 

l\Ir. KING. l\fr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
1\!r. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. KING. Does the gentleman know whether Mr. Crim 

assisted tlle grand jury in Cook County in writing that report 
of the grand jury which appears on the :first page of the report 
filed by the gentleman's committee? 

l\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. My information in regard to 
that is thi : That the grand jury through a witness that came 
before them got this information about these two Members of 
Congress and they threatened to make it public and send a 
communication to the President of the United States upon the 
subject, and to avoid that and protect the names they were told 
that their only duty would be to report it to the court that had 
appointed them, and that information and instruction was sound. 
That is the only thing they ought to have done. 

Mr. KING. Was this special report which is printed on the 
first page of the report of the gentleman's committee made by 
l\Ir. Crim, or under his advice? · 

Mr. GRAR.Al\1 of Pennsylvania. I can not tell the gentle­
man who aided or assisted in making the report for the grand 
jury, but if the grand jury had something they wanted to dis­
clo e and insisted upon disclosing it,_ whoever was in charge 
of the case would have to assist them in putting it into proper 
legal form. I do not believe that Mr. Crim was in any manner 
responsible for the insertion of that paragraph_ in the report. 
That was the act of the grand jury. 

Mr. l\lcSW A.IN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for 
an inquiry? 

Mr. GRAHAM: of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. McSW A.IN. The gentleman having assured us of the 

falsity of certain reports and the credibility of certain persons, 
how did the distinguished gentleman and his dignified com­
mittee ascertain the e facts extraneous of the record with­
out doing a little outside fishing? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. That question ought to get 
its answer by a respon e of silence. I did not say what the 
gentleman says. I said ·here to this House that the evidence 
satisfied my mind, knowing what I do about the publications, 
that it was not true as reported in the newspaper. 

Mr. McSW AIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. No. 
Mr. MoSWAIN. Then I ask the gentleman-­
The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
Mr. STEAGALL. Will the gentleman yield to me to call 

attention to one brief statement in the report? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield to the 
gentleman again. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I yield to the gentleman 

from Virginia. 
l\Ir. TUCKER. I find in the report of the committee the 

following statement : 
Under the reply of the Attorney General there is but "ne of two 

courses open to the House of Representatives: 
(a) The House take full charge of the investigation and evidWlce 

of the alleged charges and relieve the Department of Justice from 
any further responsibility. 

I do not understand that. As I understand it, the Depart­
ment of Justice is charged with the duty of investigating 
breaches of the law. This House is charged with the duty of 
investigating of breaches of propriety, and I do not see what 
the committee means. 

Mr. GRAHAM: of Pennsylvania. I shall answer the· gentle­
man from Virginia to the best of my ability, that the situa­
tion presented one of two alternatives, and I am not speaking 
of the law but of the fact. The Attorney General reported 
that it would be inadvisable to have two investigations pro­
ceeding at the same time, hunting for the same witnesses and 
going over the same ground, but that if the House wished 
under the proceeding which it had a right to institute to ex­
amine into . the question of the conduct of its Members, if it 
wanted to proceed in that way, then he would wait until that 
was concluded, so that the alternative was presented by the 
situation it elf of the House attempting to proceed to examine 
into the question of the conduct of its .Members, suspending 
for the time being the investigation by the Department of 
Justice; and we concluded that we ought not to relieve the 
Department of Justice from the duty of going on with their 
investigation. 

Mr. TUCKER. Suppose we appoint a committee to investi­
gate this at the instance of the gentleman from Maryland [!\lr. 
ZIHLM.AN], and suppose the Attorney General is summoned be­
fore that committee, will he give evidence? 

Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Penn ylvania. I reply to that by saying 
that in bis letter he has tendered it to the committee. He 
does not ask for subprena. He says that if we decide upon 
such course all of the facts-everything that is in his posses­
sion-will go to the service of the House. That is the attitude 
of the Department of Justice upon that subject. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. l\fr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. This thought is in my mind about 

this whole proposition: Ordinarily when matters of this kind 
are investigated by congressional committees, immunity is con­
ferred upon the persons who are charged with crime, especially 
it they testify before such a congressional inquiry. Suppose this 
House takes up these matters and investigates. for itself. In 
case there was any crime attaching to it, would it confer immu­
nity upon those who were guilty of such crime? Has the gen­
tleman investigated that? 

Mr. GRAHA.1\£ of Pennsylvania. I have not. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. That is a very pertinent matter 

here. The question is whether a congressional investigation 
will immunize anyone who had ·committed any crime. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. In most cases it does, but 
as to whether it would in this investigation of disorderly con­
duct of a Member or not I am unwilling to put my opinion on 
record. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I know that I have investigated it 
to some extent, and that where a person charged with crime 
testifies to the same matter before a congressional committee 
and does not waive immunity, it does confer immunity. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I am inclined to think that 
the gentleman from Illinois is correct. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. As I understand it, a crook was called before 

a certain grand jury, and in the course of the hearing he said 
that two Members of Congress are charged with wrongdoing. 
Did the crook mention the names of the two Members? Has 
my friend any information about that? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I am unable to state, but I 
am sure that they must have been mentioned. They were not 
mentioned in the report of the grand jury. 

Mr. BUTLER. Has my friend learned how that informa­
tion was carried to the 1?Ublic? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Oh, 1..he report of &e grand 
jury was published. 
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Mr. BUTLER. I understand the two :Members are not named 

In the report. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. No names were mentioned, 

but ;you see how easy it would be of an inquiring reporter 
to go after the witne s who was before the grand jury and 
ask aborit the names. How easy when you remember there 
are 23 men on the grand jury from whom there could be a 
leak. Is it an unusual thing lo find a leakage in an investi­
gation of this kind? 

Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman will yield again. Did 
not the gentleman learn the names of the persons who con­
veyed this information to the public? 

Mr. GllAHAM of Pennsylvania. It is lhlpossible to learn 
that. 

l\lr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Another question. Under 
these circumstances do we not owe it to ourselves to inquire 
who tilcse Members of Congress are and 'Vhat the charges are? 
[Applause.] Should not we punish these two men or at least 
make this inquiry? There is no better prosecuting officer 
in America than the gentleman I ru;n now addressing, and he 
knows how l~ng it 1.akes to drag out a libel suit against a 
newspaper. · 

l\fr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I wish to say to the House 
most earnestly that in the opinion of our committee, with the 
exception of the minority report which was presented by one, 
that it was agreed that it was unwise for this House to pro­
cee<l further along the line of this resolution and that the 
proper course to pursue woultl be for the present, as this 
resolution says, to permit the Department of Justice to go 
on with this examination in its regular and orderly course, 
and if within_a reasonably short time there is not a report that I 
will satisfy this House, then it is in our power to proceed 
further in this matter and endeavor to get it cleared up; but 
it is considered unwise for this House to start an investigation 
against two of its l\Iembers on the thought that they have been 
accused of disorderly and improper conduct when there is 
no official accuser, no responsible accuser, and cross-purposes 
with the Department of Justice in their investigation. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Pardon- me just a - second. 

The Attorney General has practically said to this House there 
is insufficient evidence in his bands and in his possession to 
present the names of any gentleman to the House. He wants 
as his duty requires, to inquire further, and in all huma~ 
probability you will find ·that within a few days you would get 
an exoneration of everybody in this House OJ\ a report from 
the Department of Justice that there is no responsible accuser 
nor sufficient evidence. How much better that is than for the 
House in the warmth of its affection for an individual Mem­
ber or in the enthusiasm of individual friendship to proceed 
with an investigation which might be characterized through 
circumstances developed afterwards as a whitewash by the 
House of its own Members. Understand, gentlemen, I am not 
saying one word against these two men who have spoken on 
the floor in connection with this matter. I personally believe 
in their integrity, and will so believe until the evidence comes, 
1f it should come, that can shake that belief. But I say for 
their sake, as well as for the sake of the dignity and the honor 
of the House, we ought to permit this matter to proceed in a 
regular and orderly course in which, if we adopt this resolu­
tion, it is about to be pursued. 

l\fr. WINGO. Will the gentleman now yield? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I do. 
Mr. WINGO. ! notice in the answer to the Attorney General 

that the second ground for his refusal is-. . 
To ti·ansmit to you the nature of the charges made against any per­

sons unde1· investigation In tbe Department of .Justice ls incompatible 
with the public interest11 and will t1?nd to defeat the ends of justice. 

In the judgment of the committee how would it be incom­
patible with the public interest and defeat th~ ends of justice 
for this House to be advised of the nature of the . charges 
against Members who are under charge and the names of the 
Members? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. The Department of Justice 
bas not made any charge against any Member. 

l\1r. WINGO. The gentleman did not get my inquiry. 
Mr. GRA.HA.l\I of Pennsylvania. But it can make an investi­

gation, and that investigation may disclose that no charges are 
to be made against anybody and ought not to be made. 

Mr. WINGO. But the gentleman did not get the question. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Here is an officer of the 

G~ernment charged with the duty of administering the office · 
to which an investigation of criminal charges is a part of his 
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work, and if he is called upon to disclose the charges and to 
make known what to rely upon, any man who has ever held 
the office of a prosecuting officer can readily see how that . 
might interfere with the Department of Justice and defeat. the 
efforts of the investigator. 

Mr. WINGO. If the gentleman will yield. I fear the gen­
tleman did not get my question exactly. I am inquiring in 
reference to the facts, and I am not thinking about the personal 
sympathy side but thinking about the public interest and the 
question of defeating the ends of justice. And my question is 
not al: all antagonistic. Now the facts are that the statement 
has been made by the grand jury that evidence has come be­
fore it which shows that two Members of Congress have ac­
cepted money in such a way as to call for a crimlnal investiga­
tion. Now, assuming that the House can be trusted as much 
as the grand jury, how would it be incompatible with the 
public interest and how could it defeat the ends of justice for 
us to ascertain and expel a Member who may be guilty of 
misconduct? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Because the House has 
nothing to do with the question except the question of pro­
priety and conduct of a Member. There are only two things 
the House can do, one is to censure or expel. That does not 
reach the crime, and what the House might disclose or ascer­
tain might be practically to defeat the- ends of justice. 

Mr. WINGO. Just how would the ends of justice be de­
feated? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylva.nia. That was the unanimous 
decision of the committee, with the exception of one. 

Mr. DOMINICK. Not unanimous. 
Mr. GRAIIA.1\I of Pennsylvania. I said except one. 
Mr. WINGO. Just how ·would it defeat it? 
Mr. DOMINICK. Not a unanimous agreement. 
Mr. GRAHA.M of Pennsylvania. Yes; I say you excepted. 
Mr. WJNGO. That is th<~ point I -want to get your judg-

ment on as a lawyer. How would it grant immunity if we 
refused to grant immunity to the witnesses who came before us, 
and how would it defeat an indictment by a grand jury by 
direction of the district attorney, laying the evidence before 
it, for this House to get the facts without granting immunity 
to any "\>Vitness upon which we could discharge our duty and 
expel a Member if the facts justified it? How would that in­
terfere? The assumption is that the House would not grant 
immunity to anybody, and unless we grant immunity and take 
testimony--

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. If immunity follows a com­
mittee of investigation, it follows as a matter of law. The 
House will haYe nothing to do with it unless it changes the law, 
and that requires the consent of Congress. 

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman is familiar with the law, he 
knows they may waive immunity. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Penn ylvania. I can not yield further. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. DOMI~1CK rose. 
The SPEArillR. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

South Carolina. The gentleman from Pennsylvania reserves 
the balance of his time. 

Mr. GRAHAM of PennsylYania. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield--
he SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand. The gentle­

man is entitled to one hour. He used 40 minutes and reserved 
the balance. The gentleman from South Carolina sought 
recognition, and the Chair recognized him. 

l\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I wanted to know what the 
rule is. I was going to yield him time. 

I ask to have printed as a pa1·t of my remarks the foll~wing 
letter: · 
Hon. GEORGE GR.AH.AM, 

"The House," Washington, D. O. 
MY Dru.n MR. GRAHAM : If you have the opportunity, please state in 

the most emphatic way with reference to the report of the grand jury 
at Chicago that I have not in any manner indicated nor mentioned the 
names of the Members of Congress referred to therein to any person 
other than officials, and to them only in strict accordance with JrfY 
official duty. 

Sincerely, 
.JOHN w. H. CRIM. 

l\Ir. DOl\IINICK. I do not ask for any time. 
'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania could 

have yielded, but he had only 20 minutes to yield. The Chair 
not understanding that, recognized the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
inquiry. 
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The SPEAKER. Tbe gentlemim wlll state it. get t:hose •names and ·the ehar.ges against them, it is up to th~ 
~Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. 1n view ol'. the cenversation House to decide whether or not it shall take any action or 

about the padiamenta.Ty rstatus, l: desire to ask the ·Speaker wait for the action of the conrts. Those Members will at 
if i:hePe is tB be but ·one hour's discussion of this resolution, least haTe their names, and the balance of us will have our 
to be controlleu by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 1 names, expunged from this euspieion. Is not that a fair propo-

Tlle SPEAKER. N<J. That is for the House to decide. sition '? 
trite Ohair has recognized the gentleman from South ·Caro- We have not asked the Department of Justice for any 
Una. and he is entitled to an honr. eviaenc.e. We have not asked lf for any affidavits. We have 

'1\Jr. DOMirITCK. 1 do not suppose that is to be taken out · simply asked it for the names of these two alleged Members 
pf my time. ·of Congress, with the nature of the charges, whether they 

The SPEAKER. Of course not. .ane guilty of embezzlement or bribery. We have not ~ven asked 
'Mr. DOl\ITNIOK. Mr. Speaker and -gentleman of ·the Rouse, 'lt for a copy of the indictment, if an indictment has been 

on the 6fu day of Ma-rch there was pas ed a resolution by the rendered. 
House, the resolving woTds being "That the Attorney General Now, gentlemen, I do not know that the matter really Te­
be directed to transmit to the House of Representatives the quires any ·discussion. As I stated a little while ago, it is really 
names of the two Members of Congress and the nature af ·amusing to see that the Attorney General would attempt to 
the cl1arges made against them." In respon e to that filrec- relieve himself from 'his duty by saying that if he furnished 
tion of the House the Attorney General wrote back a letter anything to us he would have t;o stop. As I stated, the two 
to the House, through the Speaker, in which, as some 'Mem- proceedings are entirely separate and distinct. 
bers characterized it, there was practically a defiance of the In the Senate case of Joseph R. Burton, in the Fifty-ninth 
House, and denying their authority, saying that he wonld Oongre , the question aro e as to whether or not a Senator, 
do certain things and -furnish certain• testimony and certain having been convicted in the courts under section 1782, Revi ed 
evidence if a ,Proper resolution was passed by the Beuse call- Statutes, the -conviction would ipso facto vacate the seat of the 
ing on him to furnish it, and practically threatening that in convicted .Senator. The question came before the Supreme 
the event he was canea-UJ>on for this information he would Court Df the United States, and in the opinion of the court, 

1 stop or practically suspend any 'further investigation in re- rendered May 21, 1906, by '.Mr • ..Justice Harlan, it is stated: 
gard to the matter. In our 'udgment there is no necessary connection between the con-

That, to my mind, was one of the most curious positions I viction of a Senator of a public ol'fense prescribed by statute and the 
have ever seen >taken by any man who claims to be a good authority of the Senate in the particulars named. While the framers 
lawyer, and especially a man who iS at the head of the De- o't tbe Constitution intended that each department should keep within 
partment of .Justice, taklng the position, in effect, ·that if we its a-ppointed sphere of public action, it was never contemplated that 
proci:eded with an Investigation here in the House he would the authority of the Senate to adli'.J.it to a seat in its body one who 
not do anything in the Department of Justice. These matters bad been duly elected as a Senator, .or its power to expel him after 
are entirely separate. Under the law ·this House bas the right being admitted, :should in any degree limit or restrict the authority of 
to control its membership and regulate the C'Ollduct of ·its Congress to enact such statutes, not forbidden by the Constitution, as 
?ilembers. They can . ·u3pend or expel Members, and if they the public interests required Tor carryin_g into effect the powers 

1 are suspenaed or expelled for a ci;ime, that action on the part granted to it. 
of the House in regulating the conduct of its Members does not 

1 
affect any criminal prosec.ution that might be brought against Now, another matt.er, gentlemen, that is a little cmlous to me. 

, them ·wnatsoeYer. I hate at any time to find myself not In accord with my as o-
0 J\I Sp i th ciates on the Judiciary Committee. I have been on that com-

a ~~s~~~ WN. .r. eaker, w ll e .gentleman yield "for mittee for three years, and in my opinion it J.s one of the least 
Mr. DO~llNICK. Yes. partisan committees we have in the House, and I hate to find 
Mr. McKEOWN. Does the gentleman think this resolution m,y.self In the lonesome minority of one on this {}Uestion. But 

, exonerates our colleagues, and says in effect that they have you can read the report .as prepared by a subcommittee, and 
h B thrashed out f-0r five or six oour:S in executive session, and you 

not violated the proprieties of t e ouse, and if the Attorney dD not see a sin~le authority OT a single precedent cited in that 
General has got any prosecution let him bring it. 

Mr. DOIDI\TJCK. We have all gone afield to a large extent report. So far as the committee report is concerned, and I 
1 in the discussion of this question. We started discussing it might add .so far as the discussion goes, there was very little 
last Saturday afternoon at half past 2 o'clock In "the Com- attention paid to e.ny precedents, and some of them say we 

J d · d · have no precedents in this matter. 
mittee on the u iciary an we were m session two or ·three .1-Ir. :McSW.AIN. Will the gentleman ~ield? 
I10urs, and on Monday morning we started at '9 o'clock and 
continued until 2 o'clock, and then ·from 2:30 we continued Mr. DOMINICK. Yes. 
until 4.30. The discussion has gone afield both in our com- Mr. McSW AIN. Talking 11.bout the matter of precedents, 

I 
mittee · and in the proceedings here to-day. The question is su{}pose we .accept the conclusion of the committee and back 
not, gentlemen, as to whether or not we shall have an investi- oft; will it not establish beyond doubt the proposition that we 

d "D... are helpless to obtain information from any executive officer? 
gation of JOHN LANGLEY an .v..11ED ZIHLMAN, but the question Mr. DOMINICK. There is no d-0ubt at all about that. I now 
is a higher one to my mind, as to whether or not the honor 
and dignity and the prerogatives and the rights of this House want to refer to page 186, section 1886, Hinds' Precedents. The 

0 House having asserted its rl_ght to direct the heads of the execu· 
shall be respected by a ablnet offi:cer that we have. [Ap- tive departments to furnish information, the Secretary of War 
plau e.] 

Tll.is is a threefold question. lt bas various angles to it. returned an answer to a portion .of the inquiry, d~lining to 
, Wilen I heard the gentleman from Kentucky [1\fr. LANGLEY] respond to the remainder. -On December 2, 1861 (2d sess., 37th 
nnd when r heard the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ZrHL- Cong., Jour., p. 10), the House agree<l to the following resolu-

1 

MAN], I could imagine their feelings unaer the e charges and tion: 
rumors that have been made. That is one feature of the Resolvea, That the Secretary o.f War be .requested, lf not .incompatible 
matter. They have a right to know whether they nre the with the public interest, to report to the House wbether any, and if 
charged ones or not. .And then next to that here are 433 other any, w.hat measures have been taken to ascertnln who is responsible 
Members of this House. There is not a Member of this House for the disastrous movement of our troops at Bulls Elutf. 
that has not had claims before the Veterans' Bureau, that The Secretary of War having replied that a compliance with 
has not had claims before the Pension Bureau, that has not the Tes.olution would, in the opinion of the General In Chief, be 
had matters up before the Department of Justice; and ~e.t injurious to the public service, on January 6, 1862, Mr. Roscoe 
to-dl~Y when -we have only newspaper reports as to who these Conkling, of New York, submitted the following: 
J:iuspected men are, every man on the floor of this House can 

I just as easily be charged, on account of the fact that .he had Resoh·ed, Thn.t the fill.ill :rnswer is not r~onsive nor satisfact<>Ty to 
written a l ter to the Veterans' Bureau or to the Pension the House, and that the Secretary be directed to return a further 

: Bureau. answer. 
Now, while the newspapers have 'fixed these two names, !In the debate on this resolution it was urged, on the -0ne 

I these two 1\1ember have come before the Hause -3.Ild they hand, that the management ot the Armies belonged to the 
1 
have disclaimed any knowledge of any wrongdoing. Where executive department of th Government, and that an investiga-

1 does that put the balance of you? At ihe sunre time we are tion into failures belonged rnther to the military tribunals 
1 informed that the Department of Justice and the Presitlent <1f thtm to the Honse. -On the ot'her hand, it was urged 'that as the 1 

the United •states ha-v-e been advised ·by a repres-entative of Congress raised the .A.Tmies tt had a right to dir~ct the heads 
tlle GoYernment of the names of the~e :.\lembers. Why ·ca:n we of ·the e:x-ecutive departments to furnish information, and that 
not get tho e names aud settle it and fix it? · Then after w~ this right, exercised also by tlle Parliament of Great Britain, 
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had been recognized by the rule of the House adopted in 1820. 
The House agreed to the resolution-yeas 80, nays 54. 

And yet, gentlemen, they say we have no precedents in the 
matter. I want to say, my friends, that if we have not any 
prececlE:nts; or if the Congress, or either House of the Congress, 
finds it elf in a situation where it can not call for information 
from the heads of departments, then it is high time for us to 
be passing some legislation by which we can require informa­
tion that is desired by our House. [Applause.] 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield 1 
Mr. DOMINICK. Yes. 
Mr. S'l.'EVENSON. I desire to direct the gentleman's atten­

tion to the f-act that this concerns the honor of every Member 
of this House, which is a much more pertinent matter than even 
that matter to which the gentleman has referred. 

Mr. DOMINICK. I stated that a few moments ago in the 
early part of my remarks. 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, as a substitute for what 
has been o.ffered, and in the nature of a minority report, I 
have offered the resolution which has already been i·ead from 
the de"k, and I will read it again for the information of some 
of the memb~rship who probably were not here at the time it 
was read: 

Resolved, That the reply of the Attorney General under date of 
March 7, 1924, to House Resolution No. 211 is not responsive to the 
inqulry of the House er satisfactory to the House. 

The attention of the Attorney General ls called to the House resolu· 
tlon, and he is hereby directed to transmit to the House of Repre­
sentatives the names of the two Members of Congress and the nature of 
the charges made against them, as direeted in that resolution. 

In my closing remarks, gentlemen, I want to remind you 
.of· one thing that I have been trying to stress in all my discus­
sions of tllis question : The matter now before the House is not 
whether we will make an investigation of any charges that 
have been made, but the question is whether or not we will 
require the Attorney General of the United States to furnish 
the information that has been requested by a proper resolu­
tion of this House; and if you will keep that in mind, stick to 
the issue, and not let it be muddied by other propositions, I 
have no doubt as to tlle result of a vote on this question. 
[Applause.] · 

Mr. Speaker, I i·eserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SUl\lNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 

House, as one of the members of your Judiciary Committee it 
is my duty to give to tlle House the benefit of the judgment and 
conclusion at which I have arrived. 

I am not unmindful of the temper of the House ; I am not 
unmindful of the disposition of the House to get this informa­
tion from the Attorney General, but I am going to discharge 
my duty when I shall have done so; then the responsibility is 
yours. 

There are one or two things which I believe it would be help­
ful to eliminate from our consideration at the beginning. In 
my judgment the adoption of this resolution would establish 
no precedent, as some gentlemen seem to fear. You will observe 
that the language of the resolution is that for the present the 
House do not insist further upon the Attorney General comply­
ing with the request. There is no abandonment, no surrender 
of claim of right. If it wants to do it, it can renew its re­
quest at any time in the future. It also leaves the House free 
to do anything which the House may desire to do with refer­
ence to the appointment of a committee to investigate the 
matter of these charges. 

Now, as to the subject matter submitted to your Judiciary 
Committee. It was the reply of the Attorney General. Let 
us get this narrowed down as rapidly and as completely as we 
can. The Attorney General said to the House, in substance, 
" I will comply with your request for the names and the 
charges." There is no question about that. He imposed a 
condition, however, gentlemen; to that reply which, in my 
judgment-and I have thought over it for a good while-it 
would be unwise to accept. The .Attorney General says that 
if this request is renewed he will comply and will also send data, 
and so forth, and suspend until the House shall have con­
cluded its investigation. This is the legislative branch of a 
Government which bas three coordinate branches. · The At­
torney General 0elongs to the executive branch of the Govern­
ment. It is the duty of the Attorney General to prosecute 
offenses against the laws which we as the legislative branch 
enact. That is bis business. 

-The Attorney General says that he is Jn the midst of an 
investiga.tion to ascertain whether or not the laws enacted by 
the Congress have been violated. We have that 'information. 
Now, whether we believe the .Attorney General is a good man 

or a bad man, whether we believe he is sincere .or not, he is 
the responsible agent under the President charged with the 
enforcement of the law. He got his commission from the 
President and the Senate, and the President and the Seriators 
get their power to _create the present incumbent, Attorney 
General, from the people of the United States. Standing upon 
his official responsibility, with a discretion which we know he 
bas, the Attorney General says that it is bis purpose when he 
complies with any further request for this information, i:f 
made by the House, to suspend the efforts of his office while 
the House is proceeding. 

Now, I do ni>t agree with him. I think the Attorney Gen­
eral ought to have sent the names and the charges and pro­
ceeded with the matter. But it is not my judgment, or the 
judgment of the House, which would or could control this 
exercise of executive discretion. It is his discretion, received 
from the same source from which we have received our legisla­
tive discretion, the Constitution. It is his judgment that con­
trols within the scope of his discretion. Let us get the situa­
tion clearly. He says that he will send the names, that he will 
send the charges; he will send everything he has. There is no 

. use o! this House discussing its inability to get from the Attor­
ney General what U wants. It can get it. And when the Attor­
ney General sends it down here he will dump on this House the 
full responsibility, and that is the fact. I am not talking ahout 
any legal or speculative fact. I am talking about the actual 
faot; responsibility for any failure to indict, and responsibility ~ 
for any failure to convict, and responsibility for the failure of 
full and complete vindication, which otherwise would come 
from such failure to indict or convict. We are dealing with 
an actual situation and not a theory. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. No; not now. I will directly. 

All right; I will yield now. Perhaps that would be better. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I want to ask the gentleman if be thinks 

the Attorney General has the right to put that alternative to 
the House and say you either have got to keep out or I will 
keep out? Has not the House the right to determine the fit­
ness of its Members to sit, and has not the Attorney General 
the right to determine whether Members shall be prosecuted 
for crime, and are they not two entirely separate and dis­
tinct propositions? 

Mr. SU1\1NERS of Texas. I am not discussing the rights; I 
am discussing the power to do it. I do not believe be has the 
right, but he has the discretion and the power to do it, and he 
has told us that is what he proposes to do. I am talking about 
what you will get. We are not dealing with a theory; we 
are dealing with a situation. What are you going to do with 
these names and these charges and this evidence when the 
Attorney General sends them down here to the House and sus- · 
pends action? I say I do not think the Attorney General ought 
to do it, but he has the power to do it; and what are you 
going to do with it when you get it? The House can not 

_prosecute. It can not convict. It can not even impeach one 
of its Members. It can only expel. 

If there be a man in this House guilty of the offense charged, 
he deserves a penalty and a punishment greater than expul­
sion. If there be a man in this House under the suspicion of 
a direct charge, that man deserves a greater vindication, a 
more complete vindication, than his fellows of this body can 
give to him. [.Applause.] Those are the facts of this situa­
tion. There is a way for the House to proceed to purge itself 
without affording either reason or excuse for the Attorney 
General to pass his responsibility to the House. At least the 
House should make reasonable effort to proceed in that way 
before permitting the Attorney General to excuse himself 
even temporarily. 

l\Ir. WARD of North Carolina. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SUMMERS of Texas. I regret I can not at th~s point. 

I want the guilty convicted. I want the House purged if 
there be any guilty among us, and I want with all intensity of 
desire the innocent vindicated. Vindication is not an act. 
Vindication means a restoration of proper relationship in the 
confidence of good people. That is what it means. I want us 
so to proceed· that all innocent men under any sort of a cloud 
will have that sort of vindication. There is one of two things 
about this situation : Either the .Attorney General is proceed­
ing in good faith ·in the position which he has taken or he 
wants to get rid of thls business. Suppose he is nqt proceed­
ing in good faith and you insist and get this whole matter in 
the House. 

The Attorney General will step aside,' and you will have 
walked into the prettiest little trap that has ever been laid since 
my experience in this Congress. What are you going to do with 
this responsibility when you get it? You may say that the 
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responsibility is not yours; that the Attorney Genera:! ought to 
proceed. nut you cn:n not escape the responsibility ot having 
done that which the Attorney General toid you would result in 
his suspending procedl.lre. 

Suppose you do this and render a verdict of '~not guilty" 
and retain these men here; We are dealing with a situation, 

nd an unusual situation. What then! I want these men, if 
they are free, to walk among their fellows and no human 
e-ver be able to say that these men are wearing a coat of white· 
wash put on them by their colleagues. You are not dealing 
with any theory here, gentlemen. You are dealing with repu­
tation, with the psychology of the country, as well as with 
great public interest. Here are two men whose names have 
been associated with these alleged offenses. I do not believe­
the Attorney General treated them or this House right. I do 
not believe Mr. Crim discharged his duty aS' he ought to have' 
discharged it. I read a statement from the witness from whom 
it is alleged Mr. Crim got this information, :printed in the 
Chicago Tribune of the 7th of this month. Ile said that l\Ir. 
Crim was looking through some papers, and in these papers he 
disc-overed some documents out of whieh these rumor , this 
hurt to individuals, and this hurt t:o public confldenee in the 
responsible agents of the Government grew. If this statement 
is true, Mr. Crlm, knowing that the Ohicago grand jury had no 
jurisdiction, ought to bav put those papers in his pocket and 
brought them back and sul;mitted them to a grand jury that 
did have jurisdiction. [Applause.] It was a dastardly thing 
tor any man in power and with responsibility to permit those 
names ro go before that grand jury, which had no jnri diction 
and could do nothing more than to submit a report from which 
suspicion could fly abroad through the land to the hurt of men, 
to the hurt not of the House of Repre entatives mereJ:y but to 
the Nation. I do not sa.y there was any purpo ·e to divert 
suspicion to make the country talk abo.nt somebody else for a 
iV'htle; b11t if there was any sueh purpose, this: procedure at 

Chicago and what has happened here would be al out what 
wonld be expected in. the carrying out ot that purpose. Tbe­
Cllicago grand jury reports that Members of Congress a-re 
charged by witnesses with illegal acts:· Ramors rrre turned' 
loo e in Washington and elsewhere. 

The Chicago grand jury can not proceed because it has no 
jurisdiction. Persons named can not meet charges there be­
cause there is no indictment. They can not meet them here 
becau e there is none. They can not meet them in the House 
becan e e\en the names are uncertain and the offense is not 
named. In the- meantime the whole- House is placed under a 
blanket ffilspicion, which the AttO"rney General will not help 
remove, except upon a shift of responsibility which the House 
can not afford to accept. Of course, you gentlemen resent this. 
Of course the grand jury had no right to make such a public 
report. Mr. Crim was there. He doubtless helped prepare that 
r port These names were given publicity in violation ot every 
puJ>.Uc and private duty. And gentlemen with fire in their eye 
propose to walk into this trap. Tnat is what you are fixing to 
do. Why are you going to do this? l'.Jse rour headS. Tbis 
House has the power to appoint a special committee if tt wants 
to, to go to the bottom ot this thing. The Attorney General's 
office is not the only source of information. You can go to the 
people from whom Mr. Crim got his inf'ormation tf you want to. 
WI1y do you insist on taking hold o.f the hot end of tile poker 
which tlle Attorney General i~ handrng to you. Do you not see 
it ts bvt1 When the Attorney Generar comes to me and says, 
" Yi ; you can bave it; and you can have the whole thing," I 
sa ~ .. No; thank yon, Mr. Attorney GeneraT; you keep it; we 
will go some\vhere el e and get what we want, if we want it: 
we may come to you later', but not now.'" They started the 
matter, and now let them finish it. What are you going to dor 
It is your responsibUity. To-morrow· or the day after or the 
_next -meek, if you should app-oint this committee m:rd it finds. 
that .i:t can not get the inforn:urtion from any other SO'Urce, then 
you can go to the Attorney General, if you desire to do so. 

:Mr. DOMINICK. Mr-. Speaker', will the gentreman yield r 
1\Ir. SU:J1NERS of Texas. Ye& · 
Mr. DOMINICK. Is there an-y suggestion in resolution No. 

212, r any reqnest of tne Attorney General, us to any mvestiga­
ti n upon the part of the House? 

l\Ir. SillfNERS <Jf Texas. No. 
l\Ir. D01\fil\1lCK. Tbe House has asked only for the names 

of the two Members who are mentioned and the nature and 
c-bara:cter of tfie crimes charged. 

l\Ir. SUMNERS of Texas. But my coJleague is too wise to 
beliern tltat all the Ilouse would do would be to get the names 
of the two men from the Attorney General and then remain 
impotent, silent, inactive while the accentuated suspfdon re­
snlting from that act rested against them. It WO'llld be a 

_E_ri_me for_E?e Hous~ to Q.o that. U@lause.] 

Mr. DOMINICK. Does the g.entleman think it is for the 
Attorney General to advise the House as to this procedure r 

Mr. SUl\!INERS of Texas. No; I do not I do not think so 
for a minute. The House submitted to us the concrete proposi­
tion of what we should do with regard to the reply of the 
Attorney Generafr Nothing else was within our jurisdiction. 
We have reported as to nothing else. 

l1r. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield! i 

1\fr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. I would like to know if the gen­

treman does not believe that when the two names and the ' 
nature of the charges are furnished, the House would certainly 
follow it up by a committee to investigat~'l 

l\fr. SUMNEnS ot- Texas. I think so. I think the Ilouse 
would. That rs the point I just made. I stated that as clearly 
as I could. And I ask my friend from Florida, whose sound 
judgment I have learned to rely upon, if you believe, as you 
must, that you have a considerable probability of getting the 
names and the nature ot the charges from another source,. 
whim woul·d not give the Attorney General llnY excuse to lie 
down on this matter, if I should put it that way, does not your 
judgment suggest that you explore that source first before 
asking the .A:tforney General again for the information, when 
he has fold you 'as piaillly as he could that he would give you 
everything that he has and stand aside while you wrestled 
with itr 

l\fr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
permit one more question? 

Mr. SUMNERS o{ Texas. Yes. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. The office of the Attorney General 

is a statutory office, ereated by the Congres57 · 
Mr. SUMNERS- of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. CL.A.BK of Florida. He is our creature. We direct him 

to do a certain thing. He threatens us in his reply by saytng 
that if we foree him to do this he is going to throw up his 
hands and not perform his duty 

Mr. SUM~"'ERS of. Texas. Yes. 
Mr . . CLABK o:f Florida. Doe the gentleman think that is 

right? 
Mr. SUl\INERS -of Texas. No; I do not. _It may pre>vt>ke, 

even anger us. B'ut :r think the smarte t thing that ever came 
from human lips is the saying that he whom the gods- would 
destroy they first make mad. [Applause.] We must not nct­
on this proposition because we may be provoked at the Attorney 
General and do not believe that h~ did as- h~ ou.,.ht to have 
done~ Ke has a: very shrewd mind which is worlting quite 
calmly these days. I have not examined the question, lmt r 
do not raise any question as to the power of the House in this1 

partieu:tar matter to summon the Attorney General and' compel 
his testimony, but at the same time I know there is no power 
in this· House to compel the Attorney General to proceed with 
these transactions after the H-ouse bas taken jurisdiction. 
There i no power in this- House to prevent the Attorney Gen­
eral, when this House has takerr jurisdiction, from failing to 
go abead with his matters. If the Attorney General's prose­
cution falls down~ there is no power to prevent the Attorney 
General from saying tb:a:t he would hav-e convicted if the 
Hou e had not interfere~ and there is nothing to prevent a 
lot of go0<l people trom believing it. This Bouse owes a duty 
not to itself alone bot to the people of the Nation so to pro­
ceed as to hold the confidence of the country. We co~ and 
we go, but the House is a permanent entity. It will be heTe 
when we are all gone. 

Mr. CLARK o'f Florida. I wish the gentleman would explain 
to this House_ how in the name of heaven an investlgntl n here 
with these alleged charges ean even tend to d feat the ends of 
justice. These men ar not going to rnn away; they cmr not 
e cape tf· they tried to do it 

Mr. Sill.INF.RS of Texas. The gentleman entirely misunder­
stood' my statement. I never said anything of t.Jle kind. l' 
said that you could not prevent the Attorney General from 
saying It. Can you? Is not my statement SOlllld? 

Mr. CLARK of Fforida. You can not prevent him from say­
ing something; that· is true; ye . The Attorney Genera I did 
say in his repl'y that it migbt defeat the end of fusti e. 

lUr. SIDil\TERS of Texas. Suppose you were the pro ecutlng 
attorney engaged in tbe investigation and omebody el e re­
ceived from you-you surrendered' to somel>odY else--documen­
tary proof that you had. Then suppos the prosecution fall~. 
Would not you as prosecuting attorney have a pretty good' ex­
cuse to offer? You would at lea!'lt ha Ye a better one than ft ' 
yon had not Hurrendered' the custody of your documents. It' 
somebody should ask you why you did it and you coulc.1 answer 
that you were r~ues.ted by: .!l ~ author!cy a~d .Y.QU J)_gnt au. _ 
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that would help some, would it not? That is Jost common horse 
sense. 

Mr. HOCH. Does the gentleman think that if the Honse 
should have an investigation such as be suggests, and such as 
rather appeals to me, without the calling up<>n the Attorney 
General, the Attorney General would then have an excuse that 
the inve tigation of the House interfered with his investightion? 

Ur. ff!JMNERS of Texas. I do not think so. Certainly not 
so good an excuse. It is my idea, gentlemen, that the House 
should consider first whether it desires to investigate these 
charges. It llas never formally decided. If so, then it should 
create a special committee to make inquiry :from sources other 
than the .Attorney General. The committee would have sense 
enough to do that without instruction. If that committee 
should report to the House after it had undertaken to make 
that exploration that it could not progress satisfactorily, then 
for the first time, in my humble opinion, should the House 
consider permitting the Attorney General to dump into the 
laps of this House the documents which he has and the re­
sponsibility which he has. If that is not good sense, then 1 
must confess I have not got any. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Georgia [l\1r. UPSHAW]. 
l\1r. UPSilA W. Does not the gentleman recognize this fact, 

that this question that is before this House can not be dis­
posed of by a mere brush of the hand, and the nicety of the 
situation is this: '!'his provides for the Department of Justice 
pursuing an offense against the Federal law, but it does not 
provide for its pursuing an offense against the honor of the 
House of Representatives and against its membership. 

Mr. SUl\fr-."ERS of Texas. I agree thoroughly, but in the 
discharge of any duty the House owes it ought not to put forth 
any excuse for an officer connected with another branch of the 
Government. That is the point I am trying to make. If I have 
not made that point, then I have spoken in vain. That is the 
only point I am insisting upon, that the House in discharging 
the duty which it owes to its membership and to the country 
ought not, in the first instance, do that which will afford any 
excuse for any man connected with any branch of the Govern­
ment not to discharge it to his fullest and complete respon­
sibility. 

I yield to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WARD]. 
Mr. WARD of Nortl1 Carolina. Reference having been made 

In this debate to a very serious doubt of wh€ther the Depart­
ment of Justice can make out a case, I put this question to the 
gentleman. Suppose no case developed by the Department of 
.Tustice, suppose there is no true bill returned and nothing done 
by this House, bow does the House get from under the asper­
sion already cast upon it? What remedy have these two 
Members whose names were singled out or mentioned, or any 
other Member? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. In my judgment the failure of the 
grand jury to indict or the failure to convict, and I speak 
with deep sympathy for my brethren whose names are in­
volved, would be the one and only complete vindication possible 
in the present situation. 

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. Now this question. Realiz­
ing the fact that no action for libel nor indictment will lie 
against the newspapers for publishing a fair and ungarbled 
r eport of the proceedings of a grand jury, which represents the 
highest privilege under the law of this land, therefore with­
uraw the House resolution, which is the effect of the report of 
the committee, and I understand the effect of your conclusion 
to be that until the dawn of eternity no proceeding will be 
had nor can be had by which these Members can make and es­
tablish a permanent record of innocence which they assert. 

l\Ir. SUMNERS of Texas. No; the House to-morrow, and 
always until the day of its adjournment, will have all the 
power to investigate and vindicate the Members whose names 
have been mentioned and remove the suspicion that may rest 
against this body as it has now. Gentlemen, do not permit the 
Hou e with its power unimpaired now make it possible for an 
Attorney General and Mr. Crim, if they should be so disposed, 
to i1ass--

i\lr. JONES. 'l'he buck. 
l\lr. SUMNERS of Texas. The buck, as my collea~ue from 

Texas puts the words in my mouth. 
Mr. GARRETT of · Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. SU INERS of Tex.as. I do. 
Mr. GARRETT of Texas. If I understand my colleague's 

position, it is that the House shall remain in a state of inactiv­
rty until the Attorney General's office shall make an investiga­
tion and report. Now, if that is the gentleman's point, what 
would pre>ent any of the bureaus of the department from hav­
jng all kinds of charges against various Members of the House, 
without divulging their names, and going on indefinitely? 

Mr. SUMNEIBS of 'l'exas. I am sorry I ha-ve not made my­
self clear. 

J\'Ir. GARRETT of Texas. I understand my colleague's posi­
tion well. My colleague wan.ts to wait and let the Attorney 
General--

1\Ir. SUMNERS of Texas. No; I do not, and I have never 
said it. 

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. That is what is recommended. 
l\1r. SUMNERS of Texas. I did not say so. This is what 

we recommend: That we do not at this moment fllrther insist 
upon getting the names and charges from the .Attorney General, 
because he tells us that if he gives to us those names and 
charges he will cease activity until the House has finished. We 
do not want to have the House responsible for the Attorney 
General suspending, whether for ge>OO cause or mere excuse---

1\lr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. SUl\WERS of Texas. I will. 
Mr. SCOTT. Both the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ZIHL­

MAN] and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. LANGLEY] in the 
presence of this House waived all their immunity ; how does 
the gentleman figure that under that position the Department 
of Justice can evade any responsibility? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Not actual responsibility, but we 
are dealing pretty largely with the psychology of a situation. 
These men do not appear tO' be concerned about th~ final results 
of any investigation or prosecution. They say they are inno­
cent. But it is the psychology of the country and of their 
constituents, of honest men generally, which concerns them. 
That is the terrible tragedy of a thing like this. At least that 
is one phase of it. 

l\Ir. DYER. In line with the question propounded by one 
gentleman, let me call attention to the resolution of the House 
itself, which says the House would take no further action 
for the present. That does not mean we are going to give the 
Department of Justice absolute time. Unless they re ponded 
promptly and immediately the House would take action. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle­
man yield? 

l\lr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I understand from the gentle­

man's argument that be favors the House doing nothing at 
this time and turning this case over to the Attorney General. 

l\fr. SUMNERS of Texas. If at first you do not succeed, 
try, try again. No, sir. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. You do not want the committee 
appointed to investigate that? • 

l\fr. SUl\iNERS of Texas. I did not say that. There is 
nothing in the resolution that says that. 

1\fr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What does the gentleman pro­
pose that the House shall do? 

Mr. SUl\fNERS of Texas. I propose that the House do not 
further pursue at this time the effort to get this information 
from the Attorney General. It was not submitted to the 
Committee on the Judiciary to recommend to the House what 
it should do with reference to the general subject matter. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman is not in fa1or 
of the adoption of the proposed substitute resolution which 
would secure, if adopted, the appointment of a committee im­
mediately by the House to take charge of the investightion? 
The gentleman is opposed to the adoption of that substitute 
resolution? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I have not investigated the substi~ 
tute resolution. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It proposes the appointment of 
a subcommittee for that duty. 

l\Ir. SUl\L"l'fERS of Texas. I would not oppose that. Yon 
understand I am speaking personally. 

Mr. COOPER of Wiscons:n. I understand the gentleman is 
speaking generally in favor ~f delay on the part of the House? 

l\1r. SUl\.iNERS of Texas. No. 
1\1r. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then I am unable to interpret 

the gentleman's words. 
:?.1r. SUl\INERS of Texas. I can not help. it. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Be that as it may, let me ask 

the gentleman another question. On Thursday last the floor 
leader [Mr. LONGWORTH] described an interview which on that 
day he had with l\ir. Crim, the gentleman who conducted the 
proceedings in behalf of the Government before the grand jury 
in Chicago, and 1\lr. Seymour, Acting Attorney General of the 
United States, and the gentleman from Ohio said this : 

Mr. Crim stated that a very large part of the evidence used in in­
vestigating the War Vete1·ans' Bureau case came from crooks and 
criminals who were turning State's evide11ce, and' that in asking them 
questions their answers frequently Le~ fai: afield and that he was com­
pelled to follow those clues as far as they went. 
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Now, tho8e thieves and criminals in the presence of the grand 
jur)- gave such evidence that that grand jury, a thousand miles 
awa.: from the Veterans' Bureau, indicted the chief, and in 
their report they say that, besiUes the matter relative to the 
Veterans' Bureau-
Cer taiu other facts not directly pertaining to the Veterans' Bureau 
were developed by counsel for the Government, which we regard as 
of great importance, and among those certain moneys were paid to two 
Mcml>rrs of Congre s. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas knows that that grand jury, 
in saying that, meant that those payments were corrupt pay­
ments, uecau e payments in the legitimate transaction of busi­
ness would not have been mentioned. Therefore an impartial 
grand jury, mrncquainted .with the situation, in investigating 
one corrupt bureau of the Government, found transactions 
which they deemed of great importance reflectin~ upon the 
integrity of every Member of the House because we are unable 
from their tatements to identify the two :Members. By the 
statement of rm impartial jury we have two unidentified cor­
rupt men on the floor of this House, and that evidence was 
adduced from the same men whose evidence led to the indict­
ment of the former Director of the Veterans' Bureau. 

I will ask the gentleman from Texas the que~tion after I 
read this. Mr. LONGWORTH said-and it is a part of the same 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio: 

Gentlemen, that is the position this House is in to-day, with the e 
gro s slurs and insinuations cast upon Members of our body and no 
as uranee whatever that anything is going to be done within months 
from now. 

The gentleman from Texas understands that that means not 
until after the primaries have been held; not until after con­
ventions are held; and the honest men on thi floor want to be 
investigated now. The Republican leader said also--

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. 1\1.r. Speaker, I am afraid I can 
not yield fmther to the gentleman. 

1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask that the gentlemn.n have 
Another 20 minutes. Does the gentleman believe that the 
Hous;e of Representatives should turn over to Mr. Daugherty, 
whose assistant says there may be no trial for months. this 
question as to whetJJer there are guilty men on this floor? 

l\fr. FOSTER If the gentleman will yield, I woulcl suggest 
that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPF.R] misunder­
stand~ what the Dominick substitute is if he thinks it provides 
for the appointment of a committee at this time. The sub­
stitute merely asked for the information requested in Ile olution 
No. 211 and stops there. 

1\Ir. JONES. Will the gentleman yield.? 
Mr. SUMNERS of Tex.as. Yes. 
l\1r. JONES. I just want to ask a question for information. 

I sympathize with a goodly portion of what the gentleman has 
said, but I was wondering whether we could not adopt thi 
resolution and adopt an amendment providing for a special 
committee to make an independent inve. tigation on the part of 
the House without interfering with the Attorney General. 

l\1r. SUl\fJ\TEilS of Texas. Certainly. 
l\Ir. MONTAGUE and l\1r. DO)HNICK ro ·e. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texns. I can not yield furtl1er, b~ause 

I want to conclude with just this statement: ThBre is not in­
volved in this re ·olution that which as a precedent, if adopted, 
would limit the powers of the House. That is avoided by the 
words in the resolution "at this time." I am not going to 

I argue that. There is not involved a determination whether or 
1 not the House shall appoint a special committee immediately 

! 
thoroughly to investigate the matters wl1ich grow out of the e 
charges. There is not involved in this resolution anything 
which would later on prevent the House from asking the At­
torney General for this information. 

This is what is involved, and u'iis is all that is involved in 
this resolution: Whether or not this House at this time shall 
renew its request of the Attorney General. and have the At­
torney General end the names, send the charges, send ernry 
record, and step aside until the House gets tllrough. Now, 
then, the question is: Do you or do you not want that to be 
done? If you do not want that done, vote this resolution up. 
If you want that done, defeat the resolution. 

Mr. DOMINICK. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. DOMINICK. I do not think there Irns been any pro­

posal here on the part of anybody to have the Attorney Gen· 
eral send any records. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Now, gentlemen, let us see about 
that. 

Mr. DOMINICK. That was the suggestion in the letter of 
the Attorney General. 

l\1r. SUMNERS of Texas. Ah, yes ; that is true. 
Mr. DOMINICK. But I have not heard any proposal before 

our committee or on the floor of the Eouse about records. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. There are two parties dealing with 

this-\he Congress and the Attorney General. 
l\fr. DOMINICK. I understand. 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Now, when a man says to :rou, if 

you ask me to send a horse, "I will send a hor ·e with a saddle 
and a bridle." That is what he has told you. You know it. 
Then if you send word up to that man to send down a horse 
can you pretend to be surprised when you look at the hors~ 
and find be has the saddle and a bridle with him? 

Is there a man on the floor of th:.s House who does not this 
minute know, with all the certainty that a mind can have in 
regard to a thing which is to transpire in the future that if 
we renew this request, whether the Attorney General ~ught to 
send them or not, that he will send the names and the clHu'o'es 
and step aside until we get through? Is there any man "~llo 
can pretend he is ignorant of that? 

Mr. STEAGALL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. S~M.NEilS of Texas. No; I will not, and I do not mean 

to be discourteous. Can any man pretend to be ignorant of 
the consequences which will flow from a renewal of that re­
quest? Now I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
STEAGAJ,L], to whom I was, unfortunately. a little rfo;coul'teo11 . . 

Mr. STEAGALL. The que tion I wanted to nsk wa tbi : 
Does the gentleman think anything the Attorne.v General's 
office can do with this matter is more important to the countrv 
than the exercising by this House of its right and duty to aefit 
with this matter in order, if a corrupt Member its here, that­
we may take proper action? 

Mr. SUl\lNEilS of Texas. No; but doe the gentleman at 
this time and at this stage of the proceedings want tf• ·be 
understood-I do not a k him the question because he might 
a k to interrupt me again-as believing that the Attnrney 
General's office is the only source from which we can get 
information? 

Mr. VESTAL. Will the gentleman yiel<l? 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes. 
l\fr. VESTAL. The fact that the House pil es this re o­

lution would not in any wise prevent the Hou, e from a1)point­
ing a special committee to inve ~tigate the acts of these Mem­
bers, would it? 

Mr. SUl\11\TERS of Texas. Not at all; and I have said thaf 
over and over again. 

l\lr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yiel<l? 
1\Ir. SUMNERS of Texas. Yes. 
l\Ir. BARKLEY. Of course, we are all a umin"' that nobodv 

is guilty until they are proven to be so, but :;:uppo e it shonl~l 
transpire that we require the production of thi evidence, the 
names, and the nature of the charges. and that wllatever eYi­
dence the department has i not sufficient to ju~tify co1ffiction 
at thi time, and acting upon that evidenee the Hou~e proceed~ 
to exonerate its Members, but that later the department find. · 
by running out these leads from place to place, that there i~ 
e•idenee which would prove guilt, what po ition will the House 
be in if it should have already exoneraterl its Members? 

l\Ir. SUMNERS of Texas. I can not say. Now, gentlen.<'n, 
I want to thank you for your consideration. I have <li -
charged my duty; the re ponsibility is yours, aud if you wnnt 
thi matter from the Attorney General you can "et it; if you 
want to take this respon ibility •you can do it. The1.·e L no 
uncertainty as to how to proceed to get it and no uncei·tAinty 
as to the consequences of such procedure. 

l\fr. DOMINICK. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield to the gentlemru1 from 
South Carolina [Mr. BYRNES]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South arolina [Mr. 
BYRNES] is recognized for five minutes. 

l\'.lr. LONGWORTH. l\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman . ,1d to 
me for a moment? I wonder if we could arrive at an untler­
standing as to the len°th of tbj debate"? 

1\Ir. DOMINICK. I think I bave 40 minutes remaining, and 
I have applications for enough time to consume all of that and 
more. I want to get through with th' mntter, of course, as 
soon as possible. 

1\fr. LONGWORTH. As the parliamentary situation stands 
now, any gentleman who obtains recognition obtains it for one 
hour, and I was ''°ondering whether we coul<l have an unrler­
·tanding that the dehate ·hould close at the end of the gentle­
man' hour and at the end of the hour of the gentlemtla from 
Penn yh-ania. 
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Mr. DOl\IIJ'.l.."'ICK. I have no objection to an arrangement 

along that line. I think I can conclude my requests within the 
time remaining. I believe I have 40 minutes remaining. 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Then I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that at the end of the hour controlled by the gentle­
man from Pennsylvania and the hour controlled by the gentle­
man from South Carolina that debate shall be closed on this 
resolution. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I, as a member of the Committee on the Judiciary and its 
subcommittee, ha·re given a great deal of thought to this 
matter. -;: uesire to have adequate time to express my views 
to the Honse. I very eldom vex this Bouse with a speeeh. 

1r. LONGWORTH. How much time would the gentleman 
like? 

.. 1r. MO~ TTAGUE. I am not accustomed to speaking long, 
and if you do not impose any limitations upon me I think 
I will get through quicker than to have some compulsion be­
hind me all the time. 

i\lr. LONGWORTH. Then, Mr. Speaker, I modify my request 
to include half an hour after the conclusion of the hour of 
the 00entleman from Pennsylvania and the hour of the gentle­
man from South Carolina and ask unanimous consent that 
thereafter a Yote be had on the resolution and all amendments. 

:!\Ir. DYER. That time to be controlled by the gentleman 
from Virginia [JI.Ir. MONT.AGUE]? . 

Mr. LOrrGWORTH. That half hour to be controlle"d. by the 
gentleman from Virginia. 

:Mr. MONTAGUE. As far as I am individually concerned, 
Mr. Speaker, I do not care to control the time of debate. If 
it is only half an hour I must apportion that out to other 
gentlemen who desire t.o speak and that means that I can 
not present my >iews to this House. I must have my own 
time. Of course, I do not mean to impose conditions on the 
House, but I know my own limitations and I desire to speak 
with-0ut any compulsion as to time. 

Mr. LONG WORTH. Then I modify my request to include 
at the conclusion of the remarks of the gentleman from Vir­
glnia [Mr. Mo:NT.AG'VE1. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
iconsent that after the conclusion of the hour of the gentleman 
from South Carolina and the tiour of the gentleman from Penn­
sylvania and the C'onclusion of the remarks of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. MONTAGUE] debate close. Is there ob­
jection? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, I would like to ask how much time there is remain­
ing upon this side? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [:Mr. 
Do1uNH::K] has 40 minutes remaining and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [l\Ir. GRAHAM] has 20 minutes remaining. 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, just one suggestion. Of 
cottrse, the request would include the right of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [l\lr. GRAHAM] to close the debate. It is 
merely a limitation on the time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania (l\Ir. 
GRAHA:ll] has 20 minutes and can use that as he pleases. 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Of course the gentleman from Virginia 
could speak before that. 

Mr. D0 ... \1INICK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I want to have it under tood as to whether or not all of my 
time should be used before the time of the gentleman from 
Virginia [l\lr. l\fo~TAGUE] is used. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think, l\Ir. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania undoubtedly has the right to close the 
de hate. . 

Mr. DOMINICK. I understand that ; but I would like, prob­
ably, to reserve some of my time. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think the gentleman could have an 
understanding with the gentleman from Virginia about that. 

l\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 
to object, I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio to give 
me 10 or 15 minutes to speak on thi very important subject. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Then I will add to my request 15 min­
utes for the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. DOMINJCK. Reserving the right to object further, l\Ir. 

Speaker, I stated a moment ago I thought that possibly I 
could get through with the remaining time I had and comply 
with my requests, hut in looking over the list and at the sug­
gestion of some others who have asked me for time, and in 
view of the fact that the opposition to the committee report 
has used only one hour, I think tbe gentleman had better 
give me at least a half hol!r more. That would give the op-

position, or the minority, in so :t'ar as this resolution from 
the Judiciary Committee is concerned, one hour and a half, 
and as it is now the gentleman from Pennsylvania has one 
hour, the gentleman from Texas has an hour, and the gentle­
man from Virginia has half an hour or more. That is two 
hours and a half, and I will have had only one hour. 

M:r. DYER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER] 
was going to speak on the gentleman's side. 

Mr. DOMINICK. That would give me 1 hour and 15 
minutes. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will speak 
for my side. 

Mr. DYER. Does not my colleague think that it is fair 
for one member of the committee to control that much time 
as against 19 members? 

l\Ir. DOl\fll'l'ICK. It is not a question of a member of the 
committee controlling time; it is a question of division of de­
bate on a question that is being debated before the House. 

Mr. DYER. But members of the committee on this side 
have to forego speaking because of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. DOMINICK. I ask that the request be modified in 

order to extend me an additional half hour. 
Mr. LONGWOH.TH. Of course, the gentleman is speaking 

on bis own amendment and that does not necessarily mean 
the minority. The minority, in effect, are those opposed to 
the resolution of tbe Committee on the Judiciary, and the gen­
tleman is speaking on a particular amendment. I think my 
request is a fair one, I will say to the gentleman. 

Mr. DO~IINICK. I filed it as a minority report. 
l\1r. DYER. Oh, no ; the gentleman stated in the committee 

he ,..,.ould not file a minority report. 
l\Ir. DOl\IINICK. The gentleman stated no such thing. The 

gentleman stated be would file a minority report, but it would 
not be formal and it would not be in writing; and the gentle­
man stated in his remarks this morning that his resolution was 
:filed in the nature of a minority report. 

Mr. DYER. The record of the committee will show that the 
gentleman did not file a minority report. 

l\1r. LONGWORTH. I hope the gentleman will not object. 
Mr. DOl\IINICK. If you will add that time, I will try not to 

use any more time than possible, but otherwise I will ha\e to 
object. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. I can not accept that, :Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. DO~IINICK. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [l\1r. 

BYRNES] is recognized for :five minutes. 
Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. l\1r. Speaker and gentle­

men of the House, I regret exceedingly that I can not agree 
with the position of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SUMNERS]. 
He does not doubt the power of the Attorney General to prose­
cute the persons involved, irrespective of any investigation by 
the House, but he assumes from the letter of the Attorney Gen­
eral that the Attorney General will fail to do his duty, and be­
cause he believes the Attorney General will fail to do his duty, 
thinks that we should fail to do what we conceive to be our 
duty to the House and to the Members of the House. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. SUMNERS] assumes from the 
letter of the Attorney General that he will fail to prosecute 
this case if the House undertakes an investigation. How did 
this question arise? It arose in investigating charges against 
Forbes. 

Those charges grew out of a congressional investig:!tion. 
Over in the Senate, when the Senate committee was investi­
gating the oil scandal, the Attorney General had his assistant, 
Mr. Holland, present at the hearings, and he announced that 
he was following the testimony and just· as soon as that in.Yesti­
gation was completed he would proceed on th~ part of the 
Department of Justice to determine whether or not there silould 
be a criminal prosecution. Why should he not follow the same 
course in this matter? How can he say that in this case, if 
there be an investigation, he will fail to prosecute? The gentle­
man from Texas [Mr. SUMNERS] says that he does not question 
the fa.ct that he would have power to prosecute regardle!!s of 
our action, but he does question the fact that he will, that he 
is laying a trap for us, and that we will walk into it. I shall 
not walk into a trap, but I say let us call his bluff because it 
is a blu1I. If a congressional committee determines that the 
evidence justifies prosecution he will not dare to fail to prose­
cute. If he does, if he neglects his duty, then we have our 
remedy in such a case. 'Ve can impeach the Attorney General, 
and he -011ght to be im~ched in such case. On the other hand, 
if as the result of the investigation it appears that the1e is 
no evidence to justify prosecution, then immediately ju~tice 
will be done to the House and to the two Members who have 
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been charged by the grand jury. If gentlemen will look on page 
3733 of the RECORD they will find the statement of the grand 
jury report, which we are told was written by Mr. Crim, or 
which he assisted in writing. That report says: 
' Incidental to the investigation of matte1·s of which this grand jury 
bas juri diction certain facts not directly pertaining to the Veterans' 
Bureau were developed by counsel for the Government which we regard 
of great impoz:tan ce. 

The report then goes on to refer to charges against two 
Members of Congre s. That proves that the charges agajnst 
these l\lembers of Congress were developed by the representa­
tives of the Department of Justice, and the Department of 
Justice can not now escape the responsibility for the blanket 
charge against the House of Representatives. 

The gentleman from Texas says that we should not by any 
action of ours give excuse to the Attorney General to say that 
we prevented the prosecution. If we governed our action here 
upon the theory that we are going to prevent faithless officials 
from having excuses for their own negligence, then we could 
never function. Suppose we followed the gentleman from Texas 
and did nothing, but left the matter to the Department of Jus­
tice. He believes the Department of Justice has no evidence, 
in which case the Department of Justice will never act. Six 
months from now, when nothing has been done, if you are 
going to base your action merely upon what people may say 
about it, the people will say that JOHN LANGLEY and FRED 
ZIHLUAN went down and used -tbeir influence with the Depart­
ment of Justice to prevent the department from bringing in­
dictments against them, that political influence was exercised 
by the parts in power and that indictments were stopped, and 
these two men, if they are the men, will remain under suspicion 
forever, because the Department of Justice will never take 
formal action, but will simply fail to prosecute because the 
evidence does not justify prosecution. I do not know that we 
can be assured that these two l\Iembers of the House are the 
ones referred to. Mr. ZIHLMA1'1 said that he was informed by 
newspaper men that his name was mentioned, and that Mr. 
Crim talked to him this morning and told him that there was 
not sufficient evidence in his hands to justify a prosecution, or 
the making public of the n:imes. But I do not know who men­
tioned the name of LANGLEY, and so far as tile record goes this 
is an indictment against 435 Members of this House, against 
each and every one of us. There is not one of us who could 
tell his constituents, with assm·ance ot ha\ing the statement 
accepted in eYery case, that ZIHLMAN and LANGLEY were the 
Members in question. The Department of Justice may llere­
aftet· say that some other Member was intended and was under 
investigation. As long as the special representative developed 
the testimony before the grand jury, he ought to have kept out 
of the report any reference to Members of Congress unle s he 
had testimony. If he has the evidence he ought to name the 
men. And we should call at once for the information asked for 
in the resolution. The Attorney General says that if we 
assume responsibility for it he will send it to us. Why, he 
can not read. We have already assumed responsibility for it. 
The majority leader advocated it, the minority leader advo­
cated it, and the House adopted it. We have called for it in 
order that we may pass upon the conduct of om· Members. I 
hope that the substitute of my colleague will be adopted, in­
sisting upon the Attorney General giving to the House the 
information that the House asked for in its resolution previously 
adopted. [Applause.] 

1\1r. DOl\IINICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 1\1r. Speaker and gentlemen, two of 
my committees are now in session and I want to get to both 
of them, so that 1 am not go!ng to detain you more than a 
minute or two. I have heard some most remarkable argu­
ments in this House to-day, coming from lawyers-good law­
yer~. Being a sort of half-handed crossroad lawyer myself, 
I thougllt I would learn wisdom from these gentlemen. But 
neitiler the Attorney General nor any other lawyer can con­
vince me tllat his compliance with the request of this House 
would even tend toward the defeat of justice. Two men, Mem­
bers of Congre , are charged with some offense, we know not 
what; evi<leutly, however, involving their integrity. How 
coulu they escape the processes of the courts in this country? 
How could they, by knowledge of it, defeat the ends of jus­
tice. When this Government was fil'st organized it was pro­
vided in the Constitution that a Member of Congress in going 
to or retun1i11g from a session or in attending a session could 
be arrestecl only for a breach of the peace, for a felony, or for 
trea.3on again t the Go\ernment. The reason for that was 
that the minority, by having warrants issued for members ot 

the majority, might absolutely control the action of the Con­
gress. Suppose ·we submit to ilils. Suppo. e a department of 
this Government or every department of this Government 
should promulgate that certain Members of the Hou c had 
been guilty of offenses-it might be the majority ; it might be 
the minority-and by putting the ·e men under tha t kind or 
ban they could absolutely control the legislation in the House 
of Representatives. If you vote for the re olution of the ma­
jority of this committee, I will tell you what the country is 
going to say. It will say that Daugherty has the goods on us 
and that we are afraid to come. forward and a k for the evi­
dence. [Applause.] As one · ·Member of this House, having 
been here for 19 years, I clefy the Department of Ju tice and 
all of its minions to do me any harm, and the other member­
ship of this Hou e ought to take that same position and tell 
Mr. Daugl1erty to come up here and put bis cards on the table 
right here. 

If he knows these men, he should tell us who they are. We 
are not asking him to furnish evidence. He does not have to 
disclose his evidence. We will get that, but we are asking him 
to say who they are and with what they are charged, and then 
we will appoint or have the Speaker appoint a special committee 
to investigate the charges an<l purge this body, if it needs purg­
ing. I believe it i all a bluff. r do not believe this body needs 
purging. I have been here for 17 yeru;s with JoHN LANGLEY, and 
while he has got his faults, just as I have and as all the rest of 
us have, I do not believe di honesty is one of them, and I am 
from Missouri on that proposition. 

They have got to show me. If they do show me, although he 
is my friend, I will vote to protect the integrity of this House. 
I have known ZIHLMAN for the seven years lie has been here. 
I do not believe that young man is dishonest, but if they show 
me that he is, I will vote to protect the integrity of the House 
of Representatives because I regard it of highe.r dignity than any 
man or any two men or any. majority. even of this House. The 
resolution of the ge,ntleruan from South Carolina f l\Ir. Do1Yu­
NICK] ought to be adopted and compel t11e creature of the Con­
gress to ·do his duty. It can not interfere with his prosecution. 
The oil matter is heing pro ecuted, is it not, and yet n committee 
in another body is investigating it, anu why can not tlley go along 
side by side? I.et u do our duty and let the Attorney General 
do lJis and not tell u · what we onght to do. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time· of the gentleman has expired. 
l\fr. l\IONTAGUE. l\fr. Speaker, I earnestly request that I 

haYe the attention of the House, ce1;tainly until I can feel 
myself free from any self-con. ciousness in pur ult of the 
argument which I desire to submit. It may be best first to 
recur to the authority und.er which the Committee on tl1e 
Judiciary acted. 

Resolved, That the .Attornl'y General be directed to traUBmit to tbe 
House of Representatives the nam of the two !embers of Congl' s 
and the nature of the charge made again~t them. . 

Mr. SNYDER I suggest, l\Ir. Speaker,' a point of no quorum. 
I think this tiling is of enough importance for Members to b 
in attendance and listen to the argument. 

l\Ir. l\lONTAGUE. I prefer the gentleman Will not do that, 
as it will consume some time. I hope -the gentleman \Vill with­
draw his request, though I appreciate the implied compliment. 

l\fr. SNYDER. I withdraw it. 
l\Ir. l\IONTAGUE. 'rhe House in- this resolution directs the 

Attorney General of the United States-who I may observe lu 
pas ing is an arm of the President of th United States, the 
alter ego of the Pre~ident, one of -the three original Cabinet 
officer so-called, though legally we llave no Cabinet ofilcers­
ask of him information upon two points and two points 
alone, namely, that he give the names of the two Member 
an<l the charge against them, not the evidence to sustain thos 
charges, not the testimony releYant or irrelevant to the charge , 
but the bare names and the nature of the charge . The Attor­
ney General in his reply does not comply wit~ that requeHt 
save conditionally. Now, the minority report is that this Hou e 
resolution be reaffirmed and the request or direction be spe­
cifically renewed. Is not that the purport of the minority re­
port? If not, I am subject to correction by the gentleman from 
South Carolina. We are asking again from the Department or 
Justice-

Mr. DOMINICK. I may state to the gentlenian that in the 
resolution there is a statement lliat the reply of the Attorney 
General is not respon ive to the inquiry of the House or satis­
factory. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I may say that it is not atisfactory to 
me, lmt I am not willing to state that it is unresponsive. But 
the point is that the minority report ask the House to reaffirm 
this resolution; that is, to give us the names of the Members 
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and the charges against them. Where are we when the .At­
torney General gives the House this precise information? 
What an unfortunate position. 

1\Ir. DOMINICK. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MONTAGUE. Let me conclude. This House, then, 

would be in a position of having information exculpating the 
entire House, but with no information whatever as to the guilt 
or innocence of the two named, thus selfishly clearing ourselves 
and charging two others. [.Applause.] You can not escape 
that conclusion. 

l\lr. DOMINICK. I would like to ask the gentleman in re­
gard to the situation "We would find ourselves in case he com-
plied with this last request? · 

l\lr. l\IONTAGUE. The gentleman's request. 
l\lr. DOMINICK Would there be any difference in our situ­

ation if he complied and gave the information? 
l\1r. MONTAGUE. No; we ask for nothing and we would 

get nothing if replied to. We ask for barren information, and if 
given we would be in the same position, and no better position, 
so far as the merits of the case are concerned, than if not given. 

1\Ir. DOMINICK. We would ask ·for something. 
l\Ir. :\10NTAGUE. I have just expressed my opinion upon 

that, though I may be wrong. But if we have the answer, 
namely, the names of the Members and the charges against 
them, what is our position? I repeat regretfully that then the. 
House will be plainly in the attitude of exculpating all of its 
Members save the two charged, and the burden of these two 
will be all the heavier1 for no information as obtained or asked 
for will throw any light upon their guilt or innocence. I 
ham the greatest srmpathy and regard ·for these two Members, 
and I am unwilling to leave them alone and without protection, 
unless we take additional action by an additional resolution. 

We are dealing here with _the power of the House of Repre­
sentatives, not with that of the Congress; and we are dealing 
with the powers of the House of Representatives in its relation 
fo two other departments of the Go.vemment, the executive 
department and the jmlicial department, the executive de­
partment so far as it relates to the Attorney General's adminis~ 
tration per se, and the judiciary department so far as it relates 
to criminal proceedings by indictments and trials. There is an 
old principle ill"rnlved that may be considered perhaps somewhat 
of a last year's bird's nest, but it is the constitutional establish­
ment of three departments .of government that are separate, dis­
tinct, and independent, .and therefor~ we have no more authority 
to interfere with such prosecutions in the courts than these de­
partments of the Goverrunent ba•e to come here and direct 
the legislation and mode of procedure of the House, save· in the 
few instances wherein such power in a modified sense is ex­
pre sly conferred by tbe Constitution. 

l\fr. WINGO. If the gentleman will permit, is not the reverse 
of that true, that the Department of Justice, the executive, or 
the judici'al has· no part in the discharge of our constitutional 
rights to determine ~vhether or not a Member shall sit on this 
floor? 

l\1r. MONTAGUE. Oh, yes; I would not gainsay that. I 
would not say the gentleman is not entirely right about that. 
D.ut some of the .Mernb~rs of the House seem to be of a wholly 
wrong impression. I do not controvert the power of this 
House to deal with the conduct of its own Members and to 
censure or expel them. _That is all we can do. You can not 
impeach them. 

1\:1(. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. MONTAGUE. Yes. 

. Mr. RAKER. There are two branches of the Government 
involved-- · 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Just ask the question, please. 
1\Ir. RAKER. The judicial and the executive. The judicial 

has this information, namely, the members of the grand jury. 
Can this House compel the members of the grand jury to 
divu1ge the names of these men? Can we not? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. In reply to that question I beg to state 
that we have the right to the names of the witnesses who 
appearecl before the grand jury. -We have no right, however, 
to take such testimony out of the hands of the prosecuting at­
torney, but we can examine those witnesses and make them 
tell everything they told the grand jury and the .Attorney Gen­
eral, and our power is as great as his. 

l\fr. RAKER. I mean we can _summon the jury. 
l\Ir. MONTAGUE. I mean to say you can not make a grand 

juror tell 01· reveal wliat the witness~s testified to before the 
grand jury, but you can make a grand juror state who tes­
tified. We can bring members of the grand jury here and 
interrogate them as to the names of their witnesses. 

I am now discussing the power of the department and not 
the rightfulness or the expediency of its exercise; with thQ 

power alone and not whether it ought or ought not to be exer­
cised. I contend it is wholly beyond the power of the House 
to supervise or interfere in any way with a criminal prose­
cution pending in any court or in the hands of the prosecuting 
officer of any of the executive departments of this Government. 

That question is not a new one. It has been suggested by 
the chairman of the committee that when Mr. Cleveland was 
President his Attorney General was directed by the Senate to 
submit certain records relating to the removal of a United 
States attorney and his conduct of the office. The Attorney 
General declined to comply on the ground that it was incom­
patible with the public interest. Mr. Cleveland, if I recall cor­
rectly, latterly made an able argument denying the request of 

· the Senate, and contending fhat this legislative branch of the 
Government was tran~ending its powers in desiring to compel 
the submission of such information. It · was wholly within the 
power of the Executive to give it or not give it. It is true 
that Senator Edmunds, one of the ablest lawyers in America, 
held the contrary view, but a minority view of very able lawyers 
took the view I take, and that view prevailed and no reply 
was made by the then Attorney General. 

l\1r. WINGO. Before the gentleman leaves that point may I 
ask him this, whether the major right involved here is not the 
executive right or judicial right, bu~e right of the legislative? 
Is not that the major right? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Yes; but no major right given by the Con­
stitution as applying to this . .. There is no major right of one 
department of Government to override another department ot 
Government, judicial or executive. 

Mr. WINGO. Is it not true that the assumption that in order 
for us to inquire into the fitness of these two men we would 
override the executive or judicial department is a wrong as­
sumption? Why can not--

Mr. MONTAGUE. I hope the gentleman will not argue th~ 
question now, because I have not taken that position. The gen­
tleman must have misunderstood me. 

Mr. WINGO. If the gentlenuin will permit me, that was one 
of the errors in ~e reasons assigned by the Attorney General. 
I was seeking as an humble Member of the House to get infor­
mation from the committee that had reported to the House. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. · Will the gentleman pleas~ repeat the 
qu,estion he desires to present? Perhaps I did not catch it fully. 

l\Ir. WINGO. The Attorney General takes the position that 
there is an antagonism in the motives and in the ultimate 
action of the House and of the judiciary of the· country. In 
other words, he says it would be confusing and defeat the ends 
of justice for us to undertake to investigate and go into this 
matter, when, as a matter of fact, is not just the opposite true, 
that the presumption is that the House of Representatives is 
just as much interested in seeing that the ends of justice are 
served as the Department of Justice, and that both of us can 
pursue the same object, animated by the same motive, and that 
the House can be trusted to discharge its duties with just as 
much intelligence and, if I may be permitted to say, with just 
as much fidelity? 

M:r. :MONTAGUE. I have not disputed or controverted that 
statement. The House can go on at this moment and institute 
a trial or investigation of these two Members by a special com­
mittee. This resolution does not impair that right of the 
House. Ther~ seems to be a misapprehension on the part of some 
Members of the House as to what this committee has reported. 
Now I read again: 

Resolved, That the House take no further aotion for the present to 
procure from the Attorney General the information heretofore requested 
of the Attorney General by the House under House Resolution 211. 

That is, that the House will not take nny further action at 
present to secure the information we have asked. That the 
House leave the Attorney General alone, and resultantly thut 
the House may proceed in its own time and way to do as it 
pleases; that for the present we will not again ply the Attorney . 
General for this barren information. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. MONTAGUE. Yes. 
Mr. BUTLER. I am very sorry I did not hear all of the 

gentleman's remarks, but if this House should order, by a spe­
cial committee, an examination made of the facts about wpkh 
we are talking, will it in any way interfere with the Depart­
ment of Justice in the prosecution of the case? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I think not, and even if it should, we 
have a right to do it, a perfect right to do it, and the adoption 
of this report in no way precludes or impairs the exercise of 
this right. 

The committee was confronted with this: That the reply of 
the Attorney G~nera~--=I-assume fo1· the purpos~ of argument=. 
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wa unsatisfactory, and that he did not give the information the 
Hou. e had asked except conditionally. What was that condi­
tion? That if it would aid the House in the discharge of its 
.function , under the Ocnstitution relating to the mi conduct 
of its own ~Jember , he would be glad to put such informa­
tion as he posse sed in the hands of the House. Not the 
names, but the information that would necessarily include the 
names and the charges. He says, in effect, "I will give you 
everything that is in my possession." Then he goes on to make 
a statement whicb., if not made, would have carried the inex­
orable implication, namely, that during that time, having parted 

ith the information, he would suspend for the time being fUI'­
ther investigation of the·case. And what other Attorney Gen­
eral would not have done the same thing if he once dispossessed 
himself of uch information? What could he otherwise do in 
the ab ence of the testimony? 

:Mr. WINGO. If the gentleman will permtt~and I am not 
asking this in a contro-versial spirit--

Mr. UO~'TA.GUE. I want to yield to the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

l\Ir. UPSRA_ W. I think the gentleman has almost answered 
the question I had in mind. The question I had in mind was 
this: Would the Attorney General be absolved from pursuing 
bis plain duty to prosecl.9 a Federal violation if we should 
insist upon the question we have a right to ask of him? 

1\Ir. MONTAGUE. If he had simply given ns the names of 
the two Members and the charges, I do not think it would in­
terfere, but I do not think it would help the House in the 
discharge of its duties. I really think we asked for nothing 
nnd we got nothing. 

l\fr. WINGO. I could not follow the gentleman. The gen­
tleman saicl, " Suppose he did come down here and give us the 
information the House said it wanted " ; that was simply the 
n:imes and the nature of the charges. The House did not ask 
the Attorney General to turn over the files. But assuming we 
do ins]st that he furn]sh the House the information it has 
aAked for and he places before the House all the evidence he 
ba!'l. Then will the minds of the Attorney Qeneral and of his 
as iRtants be b1ank, so that they will not 9irnow the names 
of the witnesses to bring before the grand jury and will not 
be able to proceed? How will anybody be given immunity by 
that proceeding? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I am not discussing immunity. 
l\Ir. WINGO. Well, I am. The gentleman raised the ques­

tion and said: "What benefit would it be to have the informa­
tion, and what would prevent the department from going on? " 

Mr. MONTAGUE. If I were Attorney General and tmned 
over .e\ery bit of information I bad to the House of Repre­
sentatives, I should consider that ordinary courtesy would 
require me to suspend further action until the House got 
through with its con ideration of the testlmony submitted by 
me to it. · 

l\:Ir. WINGO. The Attorney General has failed to show 
comity, but he has volunteered this. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I hope the gentleman will not inject bis 
own views into my remarks. I would like to hear him in his 
own time, because he is able and can make his own argument. 
I desire to get along with my di cussion. 

Mr. WINGO. I was trying to follow the gentleman, and the 
gentleman has not yet told me what--

Mr. MONTAGUE. I am sorry I &.m unable to impru:t the 
informati~ t11e gentleman de ires ; that is my misfortune. 

l\1r. WINGO. The gentleman's sarcasm is wastP.d on me. 
l\fr. l\IONTAGUE. I do not intend to be sarcastic. 
Mr. WINGO. The gentleman is not now addressing the 

House as a single Member, but he is the representative of the 
committee, and I am asking what, in his judgment, would be 
incompatible with the public interest if the Attorney General 
should give us what we ask for? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. That is a question I can not answer be-
. cause I do not k'IloW what will be done. It depends upon the 
temperament and good sense of the Department of Justice, and 
also upon the exigencies of the occasion. I can not forecast 
tlrn t; I am not a mind reader and I can not tell the gentleman. 

I come now ·to the point that the Attorney General says he 
wm give the informa ion, but peniling that he will suspend 
further investigation. And it was upon that the committee 
was unwilling to accept the conditions imposed in bis reply. 
'.l'he committee said, "We are unwilling to ace pt from you any 
conditions which would relieve the Department of Justice from 
the respon ·lbillty of the prosecution of this case," but with the 
inexorahle re. er· tion that the House had anu ha the complete 
and ample right to deal wHh this matter in its own way and 
·under it full con titutional powers. That is· the condition 
aml thu is the ' ' llY w met nd surmounted it. 

l\fr. GRAIIA_M of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. MONTAGUE. Yes. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. What idea did the Assistant At­

torney General give your committee about how socn he thought 
the Department of Justice could become acti'rn in this matter? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. The committee had no information on 
that subject at all. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Has the gentleman any informa­
tion? 

l\Ir. l\IONTAGUID. None whatever. I have never knowingly 
seen the Attorney General of the United States. 

:Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Does the gentleman 1."'D.ow whether 
there is now a grand jury ]n session in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I have heard there was none. I do not 
know whether that be true or not. All of these are questions 
as to the pro ·ecution of the ca e I thought belonged to the 
judiciary department of the Government. I have never thought 
it was the function of the House of Representatives to super­
vise pro ·ecntions, and therefore, for one Member, I was uncon­
cerned about matters of that nature. 

Now, gentlemen, I have taken, perhaps, more time than I 
should, bot I would like to impress upon the gentlemen o-f the 
House my idea as to what is the conclusion of the committee, 
and that is that the committee did not intend to do anything 
els save what this resolution avers; that i , tl1Ut the House will 
take no further action for the present to procure from the At­
torney General the information heretofore requested. Tllat 
is all. We are not e. topped to institute an investigation or to 
establish the appropriate machinery for that investigation at 
this hour. 

All we conclude ls that we wrn not accept the Attorney Gen­
eral's reply with the limitations imposed by that reply. There­
fore the committee has put itself in the position of leaving with 
the Department of Justice the things that belong to that de­
partment, reserving to ourselves an the powers and rigl1ts that 
belong to the legislative department of the Government. 

Mr. l\IcKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\!r. :MONTAGUE. I will. 
Mr. McK::EOWN. Does not the resolution of the committee 

Virtually say that thi House has every confidence in th e 
gentlemen and that they have not even violated the proprieties 
that would require an investigation? 

~fr. MONTAGUE. I do not know that the resolution says or 
does not say that. It is suscephole of that interpretation, I 
would say, l:>y the able gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Now, gentlemen, I would add another -word in the most 
unpresnmptious spirit. I have been a Member of your House 
about 11 years. I have an exalted appreciation of this body. 
I hav-e never seen a moment when I desired to impair, but 
rather to enhance, its dignity and its prestige among the people 
of America ; but public agencies are no stronger than the pnbllc 
support they receive, especially the legislative department of 
the Government. The power of the official classes of America 
is a vague and futile power unless sustained by an enlightened, 
moral, intellectual public sentiment. [Applause.] 

The dignity of this Ilouse is enl'lanced in follo :ving strictly 
its own constitutional pathway. We of this House a.re the 
legislative branch of the Government, and when we exerci e 
judicial powers, such as the pm·ging of our membership or the 
exculpation or the restoration ot our membership, we have 
complete and ample power to do that, and this resolution has 
not interfered with our power at all. · 

We simply say to the Attorney General, "You go on with 
your work," and it follows as a necessary conclusion we can 
go on with ours in our own way as we see fit. I maintain that 
if we do that, we have pre erved in full the beneficent separa­
tion of the departments of go-vernment, a policy that has so 
attracted the pl)blicists and statesmen since our Government 
was founded, and that we thereby enhance the House's dicrnity, 
influence, and power among the American people [applause], 
which is far more important than tl1e guilt or innocence of 
any Member of this body. 

We all bear a certain modicum of odium by reason of what 
has been termed the blanket inilictment of the House. This 
is unfortunate, but it is a circumstance that the House did 
not bring about. Unfortunately, the political department of 
our GoYernment is the one great department that is always 
most subject to criticism. A great House of 435 Members 
very easily excites or provokes criticism. Its motive are very 
easily to be impu 00ned, its conduct very easily to be miscon­
strued, but we must accept uemocratic or republican forms 
of government, with their advantage;• and disadvantages. We 
will have to work our institutions the best we can under the 
terms and n ture of their ol'gan]c life with patl'loti m and 

• 
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loyalty to these great organic commands, instructed ~Y prece­
dents and nourislted by traditions. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that tllis committee, after a great 
deal of thought, adopted this report. The subcommitt~e spent 
the whole of the day immediately after this resolution was 
referred. We sat nearly the whole of Sunday and almost all 
day yester<lay in full committee. There was not ~h~ p~rpose 
of a single member of that committee to do any mJustice to 
any l\Iember or to impair the dignity or to embarrass the free­
dom of this House. 

'Ye had only one course to pursue; a judicial course, in 
conformity to law, in conformity to the Constitution, and in 
conformity to plain, natural justice; and we have followed 
whRt Burke would call "virtuous expediency." [Applause.] 

Mr. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\1r. :MONTAGUE. Yes. 
Mr. HOCH. I have been impressed with the gentleman's 

argument and have a very high regard for his judgment. 
l\Ir. MONTAGUE. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. HOCH. I am wondering if the gentleman bas reached 

a conclusion as to whether it would be wise, if this re!'lolution 
were adopted, to follow it with an independent investigatio,n 
on the part of the House, regardless of the Attorney General s 
inve tigation. . 

l\fr. :MONTAGUE. The gentleman will appreciate that I have 
been addres.·ina myself to one line of thought, and that related 
to the report alone, and I have a delicacy at this particular 
juncture in advising the House what I think it should do when 
it takes up the matter independently. I simply wish to im­
pres:;; upon the House the fact that it has ample power to do 
what the gentleman suggests it may do. 

Mr. HOCH. I do not mean to press the inquiry, but I would 
be glad to have the gentleman's judgment, if he cares to state 
it. Of course, if he does not care to state it o'r bas not 
arri'rnd at an 011inion, I would not want to press tlle inquiry. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. I would reply generally in this way, that 
the House should take appropriate action to see that no in­
justice is done any l\Iember of this body and that full justice 
is done all the Members of this body. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [l\lr. WOODRUM]. 

l\1r. WOODRUM. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
no matter bas been debated on the floor of this House since I 
have been here that has interested me quite as mucl1 as the 
matter we have been debating to-day. I believe that the hom 
bas struck when we are to determine whether or not a Mem­
ber of Congress, that body which has boasted to be the greatest 
legislative body in the world, is to go about feeling that he is 
a respected citizen, or is to walk about with his head hang in 
shame expecting everybody who sees him and recognizes him as 
a Member of Congress to be wondering what his police record 
is. It is said that there was a day when to be a Roman was 
greater than to be a king. There was a day when a man would 
throw out his chest and raise his head and strut about in this 
community and in bis home community and boast that he 
was a 1\lember of Congress, but now he must, because of this 
unprecedented situation, rest under the cloud of suspicion 
thrown over every l\1ember of this body by the indefensible 
action of the agent of the Department of Justice in permitting 
the indiscriminate use of names of Members of this body in 
connection with grave charge . 

Gentlemen, here is the situation. One of two things has 
happened. Either there are sitting in this great body two men 
who have been corrupted, or else a most outrageous crime l!as 
been committed against two Members of this body. That is 
simple. There can be no gain aying that. Let me direct your 
attention to this. While I respect everything that my distin­
guished colleague, our ex-governor of Virginia, a l\Iember of 
this body [Mr. l\foNTAGUE], has said about these two depart­
ments being distinct and separate, yet I respectfully suggest 
that this charge in that grand jury report in Chicago is almost 
tantamount to a direct charge coming from the Department 
of Justice against two Members of Congress. That is what it 
amounts to. Why? Because a representative of the Depart­
ment of Justice was there supervising the proceedings in Chi­
cago. If matters relating to the dishonesty of two Members 
of this Hou e came up in that inl'estigation, knowing that that 
grood jury had nothing to do with it, it was the least he could 
do to so advise the grand jury and prevent that thing going 
into the report, and come back to Washington, report to this 
House that we bad two crooks in this body, and institute pro­
ceedings in the courts here. 

Yet he does not do that. He allows a report to come in here 
that two Members of Congress are involved. Then the papers 
blossomed out and mentioned two Members of the House, and 

those two men get up on the floor and deny it altogether, and 
I submit to you that there i not a man here who heard their 
state.ments who will believe-I will not-that either l\lr. ZrHL­
MAN or the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [l\1r. LANG­
LEY] is involved. I ask you, then, who under high heaven are 
these men that are involved? Talk about an investigation. 
Whom are you going to inve~tigate until you know the two 
men the grand jury was talking about? You- certainly would 
not in the face of the statements of 1\Ir. LANGLEY and l\lr. ZIHL­
MAN inaugurate investigations again.st them. They say that 
they are not guilty. There is nothing to investigate. But, 
gentlemen, there is a "nigger in the woodpile somewhere." I 
a ·k you to carefully read the statement of the Attorney General 
and to uigest it. 

Some people have more confidence in that geutleman's in­
tegrity than I hal'e, and I have before e:A.·preNsed that on the 
floor of this House. I have very little confidence in any in­
vestigation or in any prosecution that l\Ir. Daugherty will ever 
make in this or any other case. I do not want to do the gentle­
man any injustice, and I say notlling that I am not willing to 
put into the RECORD on my responsibility as a Representative. 
I huve no confidence· in him. l\1r. Daugherty is a discreuitecl 
public official and i · now merely being tolerated as a member 
of the Cal>inet, and to-day lie has himself all that he can do in 
taking care of the investigation of himself. He has not any time 
to investigate a l\fember of this body or anybody else. Here is 
w1rnt he says. He says, " I will not send you the two names 
and tbe charges against the two men, but I will tell you what I 
will do ; I will send you all of the evidence in my various de­
partments-all of the departments of justice-against all of 
your Members, 'any of your Members,' and when I dump that 
onto you I shall wash my hands of the whole mess." I sub­
mit that a fair construction of the reply of the Attorney Gen­
eral warrants the belief that be has charges against other 
Members of Congress than the two men referreu to; and if Jt 
does not, then I can not read the English language nnd digest it. 
In my judgment tbe biggest issue before this body is to go into 
this matter without fear or favor. If there has heen a viola­
tion of hi office by a l\!ember of this body, put him out of 
Congres ·, no matter who he is. If the report is untrue, then 
let the country know it and raise the cloud of suspicion that 
rest upon every Member of thiR body. 

The SPEAh..""Eil. The time of the gentl man from Virginia 
has expired. 

1\fr. D0~1INICK. l\fr. Speaker, I ~·ieltl Jh-e minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [l\fr. STF..A.GALL]. 

Mr. STEAGALL. l\lr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, 
this is about the mo. ·t remarkable situation of which I have 
ever known. I have had some experience as prosecuting attor­
ney and in conducting cases before grand juries. I never knew 
n case until this one came to my attention in which a prosecut­
ing attorney presented matters to a grand jury and had them 
made the subject of reports when such gran<.l jury was without 
jurisdiction to deal with the questions raised. It is, to Ray the 
le.ast of it, a most unusual transaction. It L5 not true that tlle..i;;;e 
matters were brougllt up by jurors not learned in the law and 
who did not understand that they were dealing- with matters 
outside their authority, as has been suggested in this debate. 
This unusual action was brought about by t11e special agent of 
the Department of Justice. The report of the grand jury at 
Chicago, as carried in- the press, specifically states tllat tlle 
charges involving Members of this Hom;e were developed by 
the special agent of the Department ~f Justice. Let me quot~ 
from that report: 

Incidental to the investigation of matters or which this grand jury 
had jurisdiction certain other facts not directly pertaining to the Vet­
erans' -Bureau were developed by counsel for the Government whieh we 
regard of great importance. There is no jurisdiction of them in the 
northern district of Illinois, but we are assured by Mr. Crim that he 
will lay them before the Attorney General nnd the President for con­
sideration. We do not feel that it would subscrve the best interC'sts tlf 
the Government for this jury to make public a.t this time the dl'tails of 
these transactions. This jury feels it will suffice to report to youl' 
honor that they involve (1) speculation by one or more officials of tile 
Oovernment wherein it has been asserted that official information woR 
used for purposes of speculation; (2) that certain sums of money were 
paid to Members of Congres . 

In this report is the statement that the pecial agent of the 
Department of Justice had assured tile grand jury that he 
would report these facts to the Attorney General and to the 
President. Gentlemen now insist that no such report was made 
to President Coolidge. I hold in my hand what purports to ·he 
an interview given out at the White House by the Sec-retary 
to the President to the effect that immediate instructions had 
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been given to the Department of Justice to proceed ililigently 
to pro ecute the cases against the ,two !embers of this Rouse 
referred to in the Chicago ,grand jury report. The annonnee­
ment from the White House is as follows, as published in the 
Washington Post-: 

The President immed1ately, ()n noting the new paper Teports this 
morning that evidence before the °grand jury at Chicago mentioned two 
Members of Congre s, gave 1mmedl.a.te instructions to Mr. Seymour, 
Acting Atto.rney General, and reiterated the instructions again this 
evening to Mr. Seymour that prompt and immediate steps he taken to 
place the evidence before a grand jury, and that he pro.ceed with *!Very 

diligence with the prosecution of the cases. · 

I have a statement by Special Assistant Crim, in the same 
paper, and which has never been repudiated so far as I know, 
in which the statement is made that he proposed to continue 
the investigation and did not know how long it would take, and 
that he did not propose to divulge the information in hls hand. 
The following is the statement of Mr. Crim: 

I am working ~n all the.se matters; I can't finish them in a day. It 
may requir-e many days for me to ftnish my investigation. As the 
situation develops, I will report from time to time to my superiors. I 
have not reported to them; I will not report to them unless they send 
for me until I have exhausted the entire situation; I do not propose at 
this time to make public what I have done and I do not propose to 
prophesy .as to what I will do in the future. 

In the face of all this, criticism is indulged against the press 
for carrying this news throughout the land. I think the press 
wa. entirely within their rights. I think the newspapers 
would have been derelict in their duty_ if they had not published 
all the facts to the eountry ns they got them. 

Is it not remarkable .that the Attorney General should go out 
of hi way to submit the e charges and information to a grand 
jury in Chicago, which was entirely _without .:turisdiction, and 
then ba.ck off and rduse to give the mformation to the House 
of Representatives, which, under the Constitution, has got spe­
cific jurisdiction to deal with the entire matter, and which has 
tile power and the duty to take the most important action that 
can be had by any tribunal? There is no con.fiict between the 
duty that should be exercised by this House and that which 
should he ex-€rcised t>y the courts. Each power is separate and 
d istinct and has its own particular field of operation and use­
fulness. But we should not forget 1n considering this matter 
that any action that a grand jury may take this year or next 
year, <>r that a petit jury may take in the next year or three 
yen.rs as the case may be, is a trifling thing .compared to the 
importance -0f the proper exercise of the duties of this House 
under the Constitution to ee to it that any .corruption in our 
ranks is &'Peedly exposed and punished. 

I do not spenk in a spirit of partisanship. We are dealing 
with things about which there is no room for anything of that 
so.rt. Bot I want to say that the thing in which the people of 
this country are interested above all things else is that official 
life in Washington shall be clean and above reproaeh. If 
.Members of thi-s House have been guilty of corruption, our first 
duty is to expose and punish them. If :Members who are inno· 
cent are being· fal. ely accused and their characters assailed, 
it is likewise our duty to take proper action for their protec­
tion. I have always been taught that it is the duty of any 
citizen to respond to a summons of any court at any time and 
gi'i·e testimony that will be helpful to that tribunal in develop­
ing the proof and dealing justly with any matter under its 
jurisdiction. A good cit~n -should not wait for a summons 
If he has knowledge that is essential to the proper administra· 
tlon of justice. What would the country think if a Member 
of this House should attempt to refuse to furnish information 
gathered through congressional. investigation when such in­
formation would be helpful to the courts in dealing with mat­
ters under their jurisdiction .and in dispensing justice? The 
Attorney G.eneral is not alone bound in all good faith to p.rose­
cute these charges in the courts of the country, but he .can not 
live up to bis duty unless he brings to the aid of the House 
all lmowlede-e and all Information .at his command that will be 
he1pful to the House in deaUng intelligentlS nnd justly with 
these charges, which involve so much to the honor and dignity 
of the Honse and to the welfare of the country. [.A:ppfa:use.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair of course prefers to recognize 
members of the committee. The gentleman from South Caro­
lina has 20 minutes, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
20 minutes. 

l\Ir. DOMINICK. I was going t'o suggest to the gentleman 
from P€nnsylvania that I have be~n using my time and be 
might use .some of his, .so as to have a little v.ariety. 

Mr. GRA..HA.M of Pennsylvania. I :understood there was 
some reserved for the gentlem:in from Wisconsin [J\.Ir. CooPm]. 

The SPEAKER. There wa no agreement made in the House 
at all. The parliamentary situation is this : The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has 20 minutes l'eil'.laining of his hour; the 
gentleman fi<>m South Carolina has 20 minutes remaining -0f 
his hour. The Chair feels he mn~t recognize members of the 
committee .as long as that time 1·emnins; and then if the House 
desires further debate, the Chair wm recognize any gentleman 
claiming the floor. 

Mr. COOPER of W.iseonsin. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 
lnqutry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlem n will stare it. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. What beeame of the request ot 

the gentleman from Ohio to which I objected? 
The SPEAKER. That was objected to. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That was ·a unanim<>us-con~nt 

request? 
l\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I yield :five minutes to the 

gentleman from South Dakota [.Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON]_ 
.Mr. CHRISTOPHERSON. .Mr. Speaker nd gentlemen of the 

House, I have lisOO:ned with much interest to the many splendid 
arguments which have been ma.de pro and con in reference to 
this resolution this afternoon. I have a high appreciation of 
the sentiments :animating the minds of Members of this House 
in regard to this matter. l think we all feel a desire for a 
sincere criticism of the most severe klind of the person or per­
sons who gave out thut veiled and obscure information when 
lt found Us way to the grand-jury room in Chicago. That 
information, <>btained as it was in another 'Proceeding and 
based upon testimony or statements of a question. ble character, 
should most assuredly have been kept ill secret by the officials 
until its truth or falsity had been determined nd until the 
department ·was ready to proceed, but that was not done. It 
was given out and by the publicity of that information a m<>st 
serious refiection was directed against the integrity of every 
Member of this body, 1llld it follows naturally tlhat there should 
be a keen and earnest desire to investigate and bring out the 
true facts. That wa.s the purpose of Resolution 211, and i1 was 
perfectly proper and within the province of the Honse to pass 
that resolution and the Attorney General ma'Cle p.rompt answer 
to it. .He has stated that be does not care to and he does not 
believe it is within the puovince of hll!! i<Jffieial duty to give the 
names of those :Members or to give the information now in 
possession of the Department of Justice, which means that he 
does not care to place the stamp uf his office upon thllt infor­
mation and thereby give further weight thereto. He further 
states, however. if we, exercising our rights, insist thereon, he 
will -delivell" to tbe House, or antv ~mmittee designated, all in­
formation and papers tn possession of his department, but in 
such -event and during such inve-stigation -0n t.h~ part of the 
House he will suspend his activitieBi. That makes the L'>sue 
clear as to whether we are g-o-ing to further insiBt upon the 
surrender to ns of this i.nfo1:mation or leave it with him to 
proceed with the investigation now in progress. ATguments 
hav-e been advanced here this nft£rnoon in refeience to the 
rights of the House of Representatives. [do not consider that 
question enters into this case .at all for the reason the Attorney 
General ts willing to submit this information to rus if we nsk 
for it. 

It has been suggested here on the floor, as I under tood it, 
that this information has been given out to others by the de­
partment; that the Pi"esident of the United States .has the 
names ,of those Members. My information is to the -effect-and 
I believe t am correctly informed--that the Pre ident does not 
have this information and does not know who the i\lembers are, 
except as has been stated in the newspapers. Further, that 
the Attorney General himself has no -Official information to 
who the Members are. We must beai· in mind that Mr. Crim, 
who investigated the matter at Ohicago, iis specinl counsel, and 
therefore very likely did not report to the Attorney General. 
Now fill has been so ably pointed out here by other , what will 
be the result if we ins.i£1t upon t1lli! information coming to us 
from the Attorney General. U we do this, we must proceed. 
and if we should fail to find evidence sufficient to usta.i.n the 
charges intimated in the gr.and jury report, if we should i'ail in 
the prosecution, the people generally would feel tha.t :we had 
interfered with the department's orderly proseeution of these 
case:s ; that we had hindered and delay.ed, fes, de.Leated the 
due ad.ministration -0f justiee by preventing that department: 
from proceeding with the investigation now in ha.nd. 

In fact, our insistence upon the evidence and _papers rthe 
Attol'!lley General now has, in view of the statement .i'H ltis 
reply, would give wei,gbt to the thought that the H~use did not 



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSK 3987 

msh to ba"Ve fhe Department of Jhstke pursue tbis lnvestlga- innocence, and, as: I repea~ demnnded an. lln.medin.te hearing. 
tton further; that we are afraid of such an investtgation. FU:r- But we propose by. irdopting this resolution on what I think a 
ther, and especUilly so, if the fnvestigation we make sll.-0uld tail mere quibble to deny them the privilege of a prompt trial, which 
to substantiate the charges, it would immediately be claimed you, sir, and you, and yuu,_ as honest men, would ask for your­
tfi::rt we had dispossessed the Attorney General, who was mak- selves if the accusation had. 1'eerr leveled against you. 
ing a real investigation; had " whitevmsh'ed" the aeeused and Is there a man On this floor with a conscience so callous who, 
irreidentally oursel'Ves. The charges that were alluded to in if he were named in the papers as having reeeiv:ed money cor­
the grand-jury report' are serious a:nd affect ev-ery Member of ruptly, would ask that his· vindicatfon: be· delayed until Mr. 
this House. We are entitled to and should have an investiga- Daugherty should find time• to act? You would, it Innocent, 
tion by a lrody separat-e and distinct from the House-an inves- ffl'ise; as the~ two men have arisen, mrd demand an immediate . 
tigation free from the fntluence- of the good fellowship that is hea11ng. I can rrot understand how an innocent man, under 
naturally suppowd to· prevail between the membership of tb1s- circumstances- like these, could ask for delay. 
House. The· proper place; it a:ppea1·s to· me, for that investiga- N-0w, in that eonnection I want. to·invite your attention to one 
tion is in the Department of Justice; it has the machinery to' or two things that have been said here which I think are 
do so, detectives- and special agents skilled and trained in the exroneous and likely to mislead, although, of cour~e,. not so in­
business- of collecting and marshaling evidence; it is th'e depaTt- tended.. It has be.en said· here that if we should proceed with 
ment chnrgedl by the Constitution and laws with the prosecution an examinati-0n, the Attorney; Generali will do nothing_ more. 
of crimes and bringing to the bar of justice persons accused' of And yet that ls in. direct contravention of the pledge, the written 
erime. pledge,. of the Attorney General hlm~lf. In his· letter he says : 

These chru·ges.- if true, then the guilty ones sbouldf not onfy· If the ,House proceeds wtth this fnvest1gation, I shall direct alf evi-
be depdved of. membership in this House· but should be, gfverr dence, statements, and information obtainable to be immediately 
sentence in a degree oommenSlll"ate with the offense com"- turned over to you or to such committee as lJlay be designated by 
m1tted.. OnIY- in a coll'rt -Of comptrtent jurisdietioll' can this be: the House, and will await the compl'ete investigation ot the tacts o:r 
d ne. All that tha House could do with the offenders, if found' the House befbre cont1nu1'ng the investigation now being made by 
f;Uilty by us, would tre expulsion from the House. the Department of Just1ce. 

We should not be misled by RnY' arguments as to the rights 
011 autho:rity between the House and the Department of Jmr- In other words,, he will, he promises, let the House committee 
tice in this matter. Remember, the Attorney General d'Des not investigate and report,, and then he- will continue his own 
decline to give the facts but staites it would be embarrassfng investigation. And ye.t the. gentleman from Texas [Mr. SuM­
for- two tribunu.ls to conduct an in.vestigati-0n o:l! the same mat- NERS] and others have intimated that the A.ttoxney Genei-al 
ter at the same time; We should net ta:ke it awa:y from him_ will not do anything of the kind. I thought some of the 
If a ei:ime or crimes of the serious impo£t mentioned. ba-ve• been gentlemen dealing with the- political side ought to have said 
committed, the membership of thi.s House and the people of ~will net. They h~ve intimated, however, that Mr. D:mgherty 
tbi Nation are- entitled toi ha:ve the same sifted to the bottom w1.11 ~reak tl~e prollllSei he has. made to, the House. Gentlemen, 
ancl the guiltyr if any, , duly punished. That and nothd.ng. les:J this is n? _time for quibbling. The honor. of this. House and 
·will ~atis1y public. opinion; nothing ~ss shoulit satisfy us. . youTr ind1v1dua~ honor has been ope~y ~ttacked. 
~f guilty, smtable IJlIDishment; if innocent, vindi~atlon. in a. ~ow please listen to what the distinguished gentleman from 
<?ourt of. law. Therefore. let us adopt the resolution o.f the: 

1 
Ohio [Mr. LONGWORTH}, the· lea-de:u on the fi'oer, sai-d on Thurs­

Committee on the Judiciary and leave the matter with the day last: 
.A.tterney General,. and in so doi:ng it df>es. not preclude this T.hd.3 morning: two gentlemen coime.cted with the- Depru:tment ot 
Rouse from taking such irul€pendent action as it may see flt;. Justice, Mr. Crim and Mr. Seymom:, now Acting 4ttorney General. re­
it €foe not foreclose. us ffom any further steps or indepe.ndent : quested an interview with. the Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 
fnvestigatien this House may later conclude to make. L hove. , [Mr. GARRETT], and myself, in. whiclr they- e-xptained now this. whole 
th report and resolution o:il the committee will ha.ve the ap- thing bad arisen. 
proval of the House. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time o.f the gentleman: has expired. 
:\1r. LOKGWORTB. l\lr. Speaker, I desire again to· pi.:efer a 

unanimous-con.sent request. I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman from Penns;ylvan.ia. [Mr. GRAHAM] be 
extended 20 minutes, of which time he will yield 15 minutes. 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [:Mr. COOPE61. and, at the. 
conclusion of the time of the gentleman from S'<>uth Caxolina. 
that the''time of general debate shall close. ' 

The SPEAJPTIR. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania be 
extended for 20 minutes with the condition as stated, and at 
the expiration of that time and the expiration. of' the time of 
the gentleman from South Carolina debate shall close. Is 
tbere objection? [After a, pause.I The. Chair hears none. 

~Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, r yield to 
the gentlemn.n. from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER] 15 :mill:utea [.A.p­
pl..'1.use.] 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. l\:Ir. Speaiker .. I listened atten­
tfreiy, as L always d.o, with m.uch pleasure, t0: the distinguished 
gentleman from-Virginia [Mr. MoNTA.GUE], who dealt largely in 
technicaliti~ and discussed elaborately the constitutional divi­
sions between the departments of our National Government. 
But, with entire respect for my distinguished friend, I do not 
think that the constitutionaI Question as. to the. separatirui o.t the 

Why should those two offi'cials seek three 1\fem bers- or this 
House fu order ~ expTu.in how this whole thing bad arfsen? 
Their business is in the Department of Justice, not down hera 
seeking to extenuate and excuse tlie a'Ction of' that grand jury. 
But they· sought to explain to men whe ·are of great influence 
on· the floor of this House and fa pelitfes· genera'1ly:. They could 
nor in:ffuenee· the gentfomen to whom they explained, of ceurse · 
I know that. But it shews tliai: as a-ppohrtees thBy were think: 
ing about their positions,- ancI. are afraid that politics will 
interfere with them. 

Mr. GARRETT of. Tennessee. Mr. Speaker,. will the gentle­
man yield? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr. GARRE'l'T of Tennessee. Let me say·, in vrew of' the 

fact that the gentleman mentioned me IlOW, and in view or the 
fact that I was at the conference, that I myseif· did not know 
of any particular reason why I should be there. There· ought 
to ha-ve' been a:t the beginning a subcommittee· created on this 
matte1"; [Applause.} 

Mr. COOPER of Wiseonsirr. That is right; 
But oow, gentlemen, listen to this from the gentleman from 

Ohio [Mr. LoN'GWORTH]. This· is from the- same speech of last 
w~k: 

Mr. Crfm-
departments of the Government is of primary importance in the Mr. Crim, the man who conducted the. investigatdon before 
discussion of the pending question. Now, what is the question'? the Chicago grand j:ury­
Two l\Iembers of this body, the public press reports, are charged 
in the finding of a grand jury with fiavfng corruptly reee.fved 
money-tha.t is with having taken bribes. The g.entlemen th.us 
accused have in open session of the House asked for an imme­
diate heaI.'in.g on those charges by a special committee~ and yet 
the report of the Judiciary Committee which we are now con­
sidering says, "We will let Mr. Daughe1iy attend to your 
request when he gets ready." 

Now, what" a strange answer that is to give men who feel 
within themselves the stigma put upon every Memoer of the 
Bouse by tfie finding of that grand jury in Ohicago. Those 
two Members, Efr. LA.."l'\GLEY and l\ir. ZraLll.A.N, both my friends, 
bave risen here and forcefully and eloquently protested thei'r 

stated. tliat a very large part of tlre evidence used in investigating· the 
War Veterans' Bureau case came from crooks- and criminals· who were 
turning State's evidence. 

Now, why should l\.fr. Crim tell these three prominent gentle­
men of the Houge the things he told them about the Govern­
ment witnesses upon whose testimony the former DiJ;ector of 
the. Veterans' Bureau was indicted? 

Why should this same Ur. Crim, tile Government's. lawyer, 
brand his own. witnesses a~ crooks and criminals who have 
turned' State's. evidence.? l'i1r. Forbes. is to be tried. Millions 
of dollars have been taken from the Veterans~ Bureau funds.. 
The people of the United States feel a sense of indescribable 



3988 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE. ~fARCH 11, ~. 

outrage that helpless veterans have, as is apparently well 
established, been taken advantage of and the Treasury robbed 
by villains in the Veterans' Bureau. Some of them have been 
indicted. And yet Mr. Crim, in charge of the prosecution, 
comes here and announces that the witnesses are crooks and 
criminals. WhateYer his motive in saying these things about 
his own witnesses, he ought to be reminded tllat crooks and 
criminals in carrying out their schemes usually deal with other 
crooks and criminals. What a preposterous thing it is for 
him to be explaining the finding of an indictment out there 
and apologizing for the report and suggestions made by that 
grand jury! And then l\1r. LoNGWORTH goes on to say: 

The whole thing would not oe so bad, gentlemen, if the Department 
of Justice bad its case ready for immediate presentation, but Mr. 
Crim and Mr. Seymour were unable to assure us of any trial of these 
two Members of Congress for weeks to coine, because the matter must 
be brought before a grand jury impaneled in the District of Columbia; 
their evidence is not ready and many of their witnesses, being crooks 
and criminals, are not immediately available because they do not know 
where they are or whether they can get them. 

Later he says : 
Gentlemen, that is the position this House ls in to-day, with these 

gross slurs and insinuations cast upon Members of our body and no 
assurance whatever that anything is going to be done within months 
from now. We thought this morning-the Speaker, the gentleman from 
'l'ennessee [Mr. GARRETT], and I-that we ought to take action s.t once. 
Here is a grand jury that presents to a court a statement which is 
made public and that among other persons suspected are two Members 
of Congress, but they_ decline to reveal their names. 

And still later, said the gentleman from Ohio: 
That will be for the House, in its wisdom, to decide ; but that can 

not come until later. I am talking about what we ought to do here 
and now in order to purge the House of these charges. 

Yet the pending report says: 
We will pay no attention to lt, but leave it all to Mr. Daugllerty. 

Do you want a charge that you, ·a natfonal lawmaker, are a 
bribe taker, to be left to Mr. Daugherty before your honor 
shall be vindicated? Mr. Daugherty says that, whatever this 
House does, he will proceed with this investigation. Therefore 
why should we dela,y for one minute? 

Mr. l\10NTAGU:E. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. The committee says it will only leave 

with Mr. Daugherty the names and the charges, and that is all 
that was asked of Mr. Daugherty. 

~lr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I know; b'1t the committee was 
authorized, by the motion made by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. LoNG"WORTH], to make such recommendations as it might 
see fit to make. This is Mr. LoNGWOBTH's language: 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the com~unication of the Attorney General 
be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to 
report at the earliest possible moment its conclusions and such recom­
mendations as it may see fit to make. 

So the committee could have made any recommendation it 
might wish to make. It could have recommended the appoint­
ment' of a committee, but it did not. It simply recommended 

- that the House do nothing. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [l\1r. LANGLEY] has asked for 

an immediate hearing and the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
ZrHLMAN] bas asked for an immediate hearing. Their names 
are besmirched. We are asked to refuse their request. And 
the evidence is tl1at whatever is done is to be done by l\ir. 
Crim, and that it will be months before anything can be done. 
Is that just to ZIHLMAN? Is that just to LANGLEY? Is it just 
to you? [Applause.] Both have said here on this floor, "We 
are not guilty," and with hands raised to heaven have ap­
pealed· to the God omnipotent to bear witness to the truth of 
their declarations of innocence. They want a hearing, and 
why should we deny it to them? 

Gentlemen, I have had many astonishing propositions pre­
sented by committees on this floor, "but in view of the circum­
stances in this case, in view of the publicity given the names 
of these two men-in whose innocence we must believe until 
they are proven guilty; we do believe they are innocent-it 
is wrong for us to say that we will pay no attention to their 
demands, but that we will let it go for weeks, probably for 
months, until such time as 1\-Ir. Daugherty may get ready to 
act. What recourse have they? Take it home to y0urself. 
A just man considers the rights of his neighbor as sacred as 

are hls own, and if your good name as a Member of the House 
were thus jeopardized, what would you say to a man who, 
when you should demand an immediate hearing aD.d oppor­
tunity for vindica.ti~n. denied it to you and turned your plea 
over to l\ir. Daug;herty? What you would demand for your­
self you ought not to deny to a fellow Member. Every Mem­
ber of the House should be possessed of what Burke calls, 
" that chasity of honor which feels a stain like a wound." 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I yield five 

minutes to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HERSEY]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized 

for five minutes. 
Mr. HERSEY. l\fr. Speaker, as a member of the .Judiciary 

Committee, which had this resolution under consideration and · 
made the report to the House, I want to make a statement for 
myself alone. • 

I am a lawyer of 40 years at the bar, and I look at things 
from a .lawyer's standpoint, and I must necessarily. This is 
strictly a matter of plain business without sympathy; we have 
before us the plain facts and our plain duty. If there is one · 
prayer to-day that any Member of this HomJe should make who 
feels himself under accusation, it is, "0 God, save me from my 
friends." In this Um~ when we get excited, when we lose our , 
heads and everybody in public life is being accused of wrong­
doing, we ought to act judicially and act upon our oaths here 
as Members of thia Honse. 

I can add very little to the judicial interpretation of this 
matter which has been given by my friend from Virginia, Judge 
MONTAGUE, whom I greatly love and admire. He bas stated 
the facts to you much better than I could along the line he has 
pursued. 

I wish to briefly say this: When this matter is ended in this 
House and in the courts of this land, I want a verdict from 
both the House and the courts not only reliably and honestly 
arrived at, but I want it to be absolute and conclusive, so that 
the people shall be satisfied that justice has been done all 
Members accused of any wrongdoing. 

Now, there is somebody back home watching us here. The 
first question they are going to ask us is, " Are you going to 
whitewash yourselves? " The second question they are going 
to ask is, "Is the Department of Justice going to do its duty 
and treat Members of this House the same as everybody else?" 
There are two departments of this Government under the eyes 
of the people to-day-the Department of Justice and the House 
of Representatives, and we both ought to act in our own juris­
diction. The Attorney General was right when he said there 
can not be two tribunals attempting to act upon the same facts, 
and attempting to hear the same witnesses at the same time, 
such an attempt would result in confusion and embarrassment 
and will defeat the ends of justice. 

We have by resolution pas ed yesterday given to the Attorney 
General full power and jurisdiction over this- matter with 
special instructions to go ahead at once with the investigation 
which he says is now being conducted by his department. To­
day we are asking the Attorney General to hand us over the 
evidence and names of witnesses, that a committee to be 
appointed by this House may take this matter away from the 
grand jury and the courts and make ourselves ridiculous in 
the eyes of the country. I want you to think this over care­
fully, and as men without any prejudices. When you have ob­
tained that information, what are you going to do with it? 
Let us assume the Attorney General gives the information, 
and that information states tllat the two Members of this House 
accused are HERSEY of Maine and l\foNTAGUE of Virginia. Hav­
ing· that information, what are you going to do about it? 

Well, I suppose the first thing to be done, if you are going 
to pursue the course that the House is now about to, would 
be to . take up the matter and to refer it to a select com­
mittee of this House, which committee would investigate the 
truth of the information you have received. You go allead 
with the investigation. If you fin<l that HERSEY and l\1oNT.AGUE 
are not guilty, the whole country would say, "They white­
washed their Members." And I would not stand for it and 
you would not stand for it. You would not stand for such a 
vindication as that, and my friends ZIHLMAN and LANGLEY 
ought not to stand for anything of the kind, and we are not 
their friends, in my opinion, who advise them to do that. They 
are pr~sumed to be innocent and stand before the House and 
the country as innocent. You want to remember the fact that 
the matter is in the Department of Justice to-day being im·esti­
gated and we ought to await the final action of the courts. 
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1\Ir. DO~HNICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 

gentleman from Texas [Mr. CONNALLY]. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 

for five minutes. 
l\Ir. COl\TNALLY of Texas. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of 

the House, the Constitution of the United States provides that 
this House shall have the power to punish its Members for 
O.isorderly conduct, and to expel or suspend them if it finds it is 
wise or desirable to do so. The exercise of that power under 
the Constitution was made independent of any court action. 
It was placed 1n the House of Representatives to be exercised 
by this body free from any outside influence or agency. There 
is no provision of limitation that only after conviction in the 
courts the House may expel or suspend Members, but the pro­
yision is that the Honse in its own right, whenever it may find 
just cause, may expel or suspend its Members. .And why was it 
so provided? It was so provided, not for the purpose of visit­
ing private punishment upon the Members of this House for 
the commission of crime but the reason why that provision 
was included in the Constitution was to give this body, inde­
pendent of any court, and independent of every other branch 
of government, the power to preserve the purity of this Cham­
ber· and tbe IJ(>wer to keep its reputation spotless and so to 
deserve and preserve the confidence of the public in this body. 
The integrity of the House of Representatives, the confidence 
of the public in its membership and in its honesty and honor, 
and the high privilege of the House to expel and punish Mem­
bers guilty of wrongdoing, transcend in importance the inflic­
tion of private punishment of an individual in the courts. 
For such reasons the Constitution gives such power to this 
House. 

And so it provides a method whereby this House could pre­
serve its own dignity and could bold the confidence and the 
respect of the people whom we represent. In tbe exercise of 
that power the other day the House of Representatives passed 
a. resolution directing the Attorney General to transmit to this 
House the names, not the evidence, but the names and the 
nature of the offenses alleged to have been committed by two 
Members of this Hons~alleged not by some private indi­
mdual but by the Department of Justice. In the exercise of 
our constitutional power ·we called on the Department of Jus­
tice to give us that information; and what do we have in reply? 
We have a communication in response to that -demand to the 
effect that th.e Attorney General will transmit to the ·House 
the information called for only upon a condition prescribed by 
the Attorney General himself-be will comply with the demand 
of the Hou e if the House will appoint a committee, and if we 
do appoint a committee he wlll transmit the names and the 
charges to that commlttee and wm then undertake to wash his 
hands of responsibility to perform his own duty. Gentlemen 
say the divulgence to the House of the names and the character 
of the charges will interfere with the investigation by the De­
partment of Justice of a criminal offense. I want to remind 
gentlemen of the House that the Attorney General's depart­
ment divulged the names to the President of the United States. 
It was so published in the papers and some one gave out a 
statement from the White House. That did not . disturb the 
prosecution in the.courts. The White House gave out a state­
·ment directing the Attorney General to prosecute these Mem­
bers. That did not disturb the Attorney General. Some one, 
presumably the Attorney General's office or some of hls em­
ployees, gave the information to gentlemen sitting yonder in 
that press gallery. That did not disturb the course of the De­
parfment of Justice in the prosecution of these l'rlembers; but 
the Attorney General makes a reply to this House that in a 
manner is insulting to its dignity, because he essays to pre­
seribe the terms and the conditions upon which he will divulge 
this information. Now, there is no conflict in the two jurisdic­
tions. One is a criminal prosecution of individuals in a court; 
the other involves the conduct of Membe1·s and their right to 
sit in this House. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. CONN.ALLY of Texas. I yield. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 

expired. 
1\Ir. DOMINICK. I yield the gentleman two minutes addi­

tional. 
· l\Ir. GARHETT of Tennessee. Is it not the meaning of the 
Attorney General's statement, in the latter part of his letter, 
that if the Congress procoods to perform its duty, he will refuse 
to perform his duty? [Applause.] 

Mr. CO~TNALLY of Texas. Exactly. I will say that the 
gentleman from Tennessee has placed his finger upon the very 
heart of this qu~stion. Gentlemen in this House on the Ju-

diciary Committee acknowledge that it is the right and the duty 
of the H~use to investigate the accused Members, and yet 
acknowledging that it is our duty, acknowledging that we possess 
the power, they are willing to abdicate that power because the. 
Attorney General. says that if the House exercises it.s power 
and its duty he will fail and refuse to perform his duty. 

l\Ir. HERSEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
lli. CONNALLY of Texas. Not for a moment. If the gentle­

man will give me the time, I would lih.~ to have two more 
minutes. 

.Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield? 
M.r. CONNALLY of Texas. I want to say that the duty of 

this House is to perform its own duty first,. and if the Depart­
ment of Justice, as an excuse for its action, fails to perform 
its duty, the House of Representatives then has a remedy by 
which it can hold responsible the Department of Justice for 
dereliction of its duty. I yield now to the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky. I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Texas that so far as I am concerned regarding his remarks 
about the Judiciary Committee the gentleman is covering a 
little too much territory. I did not sign th.at report. [Ap­
plause.] 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I will absolve the gentleman from 
Ken tncky. 

The duty of this House is to perform its function and its re­
sponsibility to the country first, and if the Department of 
Justice does not want to perform its functions and its duty 
and its responsibility we can take care of that questio.n when 
we meet it. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
again expired. 

1\fr. DOMINICK. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. O'CONNOR]. 

l\Ir. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the House, if I have the opportunity, I intend to vote for the 
substitute or motion submitted by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Do:MINICK]. I am sorry that the Judiciary Com­
mittee did not avail itself of the privilege it bad of recommend­
ing that a special committee be created for the purpose of 
trying this case. I am glad that the majority leader has sug­
gested what in all probability is in the minds ot a good many 
of his friends on the Democratic side and, I hope, in the minds 
of a good many on the Republican side, and that is the appoint­
ment of a special committee to try this case at once without 
regard to any action that may be taken by the Attorney 
General. 

We are quibbling, gentlemen, with a situation with which we 
should not quibble. We ought to appoint a special committee 
with full powers to administer oaths, to summon persons and 
papers, to bring the judge of the court to which this report 
was made, to bring the report itself to us, to summon the mem­
bers of the grand jury and to secure from them a list of the 
witnesses that attended that court, and thereby get to the very 
bottom of this whole situation. [Applause.] 

It has been intimated in more or less clear language that the 
report of the grand jury referred to in these proceedings and 
discussions is to some extent and for some unassigned and 
unfathomable reason more or less of a frame up for the pur­
pose of ruining two Members of Congress and directing the 
finger of suspicion at the whole body with a 'view of effecting 
results more or- less vague. The gentlemen charged or accused 
have intimated it, and rumor, which hath so many evil tongues, 
has alleged in colorful stories. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. No~ I have only five minutes. 
Mr. MONT.A.GUE. I just wanted to ask the gentleman if the 

resolution prohibited you from doing that if you wanted to 
do it. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. I understand the resolution. 
What is the use of quibbling with a situation when it is within 
the power of this House to free itself from any slurring insinu­
ations that may be cast upon it throughout the length and 
breadth of this country? Of course it is desirable, and every­
one knows it, to prosecute criminal cases through the Depart­
ment of Justice, and thousands and thousands of eases are 
being prosecuted successfully and unsuccessfully throughout 
the length and breadth of this land, and they do. not create a 
ripple on the sea of Am~rican life; but the suggestion that has 
been carried broadcast throughout this country that corruption 
and crookedness is rampant in Congress does mean a great 
deal to this House and to the American people. 

Higher and above the rights of any man before a criminal 
court and the privileges of the Department of Ju-stice or any 
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other pros~cuting agency are the rights and the obligations 
of this House to maintain itself free from unfair ·and unjust 
criticism at all times, and it is only by taking proper pro­
cedure that it can maintain that course. If representative 
government is to last, if the Republic is to endure, its temples 
of liberty and freedom, the House and Senate must remai-n 
pure and unsullied, unstained and untarnished, and, like 
Cresar's wife, be above suspicion. 

Why, 1\Ir. Chairman, our course is clear. A special com­
mittee with full power to act in the case should be appointed 
that will investigate it from end to end and give to the country 
what these two accused men are themselves demanding-a 
fair _ and square trial for themselves, expeditiously carried out, 
and a fair and square trial for this House, whose honor, whose 
prestige, whose history, and whose glory must be maintained 
by the eternal vigilance to keep it free from stain or stigma 
or discolorization. The reputation of this House is higher 
and above the mere privileges that a man might claim for 
himself in a criminal proceeding or that the Depa1·tment of 
Justice arrogates to itself. 

Transcending immeasurably the outcome of any prosecution 
that may be instituted in the courts by the Government is the 
sacred duty to retain the confidence of the people. " Each 
House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifl· 
cations of its own Members," saith the Constitution. That · is 
not a direction to the Attorney General as to what he should 
or should not do in the conduct of his office. It is a solemn 
mandate to the House and Senate--to " each House," to use 
the language of the Constitution-to maintain inviolate the 
honor, the integrity, the grandly magnificent place in the soul 
of America, a representative ass~mbly, free from blemish, 
unscarred, undimmed, " Sans peur et sans raprocbe "-without 
fear and without reproach. 

And that mandate can be discharged ·only by trying Members 
who are so unfortunate as to be mentioned in such a way as 
to make themselves and Congress the subject of national con­
versation and comment. The two gentlemen are everlastingly 
right in demanding an immediate trial from the House. The 
House would be recreant to its duty to the country and its own 
splendid history if it did not move up and show the American 
people wbom we represent that we are alive to the maxim 
that the honor of Congress is the sacred trust of its Members. 

These two Members, I repeat, are right in crying for a trial 
by their peers in this House at once. Let the committee be 
appointed and if found innocent let tbe vindication of rumor's 
victims go to tbe world. If found guilty, let them be expelled. 
That is the course suggested by themselves. I hope for these 
men's sake, for their families, and above everything else for 
the honor of this House that the alleged charges will prove to 
be the vilest of villifications.· I do not want to be rni~under­
stood. I know I will not be misunderstood. I thoroughly un­
derstand the presumption of innocence. It goes with a person 
charged with a criminal act from the time that he is charged 
until h~ ls found guilty, and in proportion to the enormity of 
the offense committed is that presumption enlarged, increased, 
and accentuated. It is far greater in a capital offense than in 
misdemeanor. It is greater still when it affects the honor of a 
Member of Congress and the historic and honorable traditions 
of ·a great House. But correlatively the1·e is the great duty 
resting upon us of preserving against unjust criticism the 
reputation of this House and its rights to keep it free from 
evil judgment, to keep itself fxee from stigma, by prompt and 
decisive action when the circumstances warrant it. If we 
hesitate, if we deal In attenuated refinements of historical tra­
ditions, procrastinate and quibble over prec€dents, the country 
will have a right to believe that we are falterillg, that we are 
dallying with a situation that demands immediate action. 
That special committee ought to be appointed, it ought to be 
given full power to act, and I hope the minority leader will 
crystallize his thought into parliamentary action. 

l\fr. l\fONTAGUEJ. Does the gentleman think that the sub­
stitute resolution will give us immediate action? 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. No; but it will do a lot more 
than the majority resolution will. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Oh, no; the majority gives us every right 
that the gentleman wants. The House ·can establish its com­
mittee any time it gets ready to do so. 

Mr. O'CON~OR of Louisiana. The committee should have 
recommended the establishment of an independent committee, 
as was suggested by the last speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Tbe time of the gentleman from Louisiana 
bas expired. 

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
In order to get my substitute properly before the House so as 
not to be precluded by a motion for the previous question, 

will I not have to formally offer it and present it in my own 
time? 

Tbe SPEAKER. The gentleman will. 
Mr. DOMINICK. Then I offer that resolution now. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman presents a substitute reso· 

lution which has already been reported. Does the gentleman 
wish to have it reported again? 

Mr. DOMINICK. I shoul<l be glad to have it again re-
ported. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the substitute. 
The Clerk again reported the Dominick resolution. 
Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to 

the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. McSwAIN.] . 
Mr. Mc SWAIN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I wish merely 

to submit this observation, that the Judiciary Committee, _by 
its chairman, has asked us to take as facts in connection with 
the · credibility of Mr. Crim certain things that are · entire~y out­
side of the rec-0rd and are contrary to the opinion as to the 
reliability and credibility of this same man, brought upon 
the floor of this House several days ago by the gentleman from 
lliinois [Mr. KING], who said upon bis responsibility here that 
Mr. (Jrim was the man who gave away the Government's case 
in what is known as the Harness case. As a result of the 
investigation by the Graham committee, charges were pre­
ferred, in nature a conspiracy, to the effect that certain Army 
officers, who bad held temporary commissions in time of war, 
had resigned from their positions as Army officers, and had 
gotten together on the outside and formed a sort of roll-top 
desk corporation, calling themselves tbe "United States Har­
ness Co.," and had gone back to the other officers as 
though they were bona fide civilians, and made a deal ~th 
theix friends and associates still remaining as Army officers 
on the inside. What do the records of the Department of 
Justice show? 

The report of the eminent counsel from St. Louis, who tried 
that case, shows that when it was tried in Olarksburg last 
month some of these Army officers and their friends and a so­
ciates were there creating sentiment in the hotel and in the 
community, seeking to bring about tiie acquittal of the men so 
charged. Mr. King · said the defendants did not constitute all 
that ought to have been indicted in order to establish con­
spiracy. Some of the conspirators to this movement to defraud 
our Government \Vere not indicted. Such things as that are 
what constitute the gravamen of the complaint of the ex­
service men for adjustment of compensation. When they 
realize tbat they and their children and their grandchildren 
have to pay the $23,000,000,000 still piled up as war obliga­
tions of. the Nation, and when they realize that they have been 
cheated by those who were trusted to protect the Treasury of 

. this Government in time of war and in settling the fi:<;counts 
of the Government after war, then they say that this demand 
for adjustment of compensation is the only possible public pro­
test, the only public evidence of their righteous indignation 
against the way the rights of the people and the resources of 
the Public_ Treasury were squandered in time of war. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from South 
Carolina bas expired. · 

Mr. DOMINIOK. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my 
time to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GARBETT]. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, it is not my 
purpose to indulge in any criticism of the Attorney General 
in a personal way, nor of the assistant of the Department 
of Justice who seems to have had charge ot affairs before the 
Chicago grand jury when the report which occasioned this 
condition was made. We are confronted, as I have .said in the 
discussions before, with a very delicate situation, but it is one 
with which we have to deal. I can not agree with the state­
ment made in the report of the Committee on the Judiciary as 
it appears near the top of the first column on page 3929 of the 
RECORD under the head "Conclusions." Under that head we 
find the following: 

Under the reply of the Attorney General there is but one of two 
courses open to the House of Representatives: 

(a) The House ·take full charge of the investigation and evidence 
of the alleged charges and relieve the Department of Justice from 
any further responsibility. 

I can not agree to that. As a legal proposition, with all 
due deference to the lea1·ned gentlemen who are members of 
that committee, the great law committee of the House, it is 
incorrect. The Attorney General was not justified in saying 
in his letter to the House of Representatives in substance: "If 
you insist upon obtaining from this {lepartment eei"tain evi­
dence with which to prosecute your inquiries under your con· 
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stitutional power, obligation, and duty, I shall refuse to per­
form my duties as a statutory officer of the head of the De­
partment of Justice." And that was what I had in mind when 
I interrogated the gentleman from Pennsylvania [:Mr. GRAHAM] 
in his opening remarks. 

l\Ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. :Mr. Speaker, will the gen­
tleman yield? 

l\lr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Certainly. 
1\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. The gentleman says that 

the Attorney General said that he would refu e to discharge 
his duties. 

M:r. GARRETT of Tennessee. That is the meaning of it. 
Ir. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. Let me quote from the 

Attorney General's letter: 
If, however, the House of Representatives • • • requests that 

all the evidence no'\'\" in the possession of anyone connected with 
the Department of Justice shall be turned over, I will direct all such 
evitlence • • * to be turned over • • • and will wait the 
complete investigation of the facts of the House before continuing 
the investigation now being made by the Department of Justice. 

Is that cutting off his liability or responsibility? 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I can see no reason why the 

Department of Justice should wait. 
l\lr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. As an act of c;ourtesy when 

we were pursuing the investigation here. Of course he would 
have to wait. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Not at all, because he is pro­
ceeding along lines of criminal prosecution, while the House is 
proceeding along lines of ascertaining whether its Members 
have been guilty of conduct that would require the House to 
purge itself of them. [Applause.] 

I have been greatly puzzled over this matter, Mr. Speaker. 
It has been a troublesome propo ition. I think I shall have to 
vote for the substitute offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. But let me say this before my time has ended. The 
House is coming back within a few days, if not now-I think 
we might as well do it after we have disposed of this resolu­
tion this evening-to an acceptance of the proposition that 
ought to have been accepted in the beginning and which if ac­
cepted would have relieved the House of all the embarrass­
ment that it is in now, and that is the creation of a special 
committee to investigate the conduct of its l\iembers, and 
whichever of the propositions pending may be adopted, that 
proposition ml.1st follow and follow very quickly. [Applause.] 

l\lr. THOMAS of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, will I ever get 
the floor? I am on the committee. 

The SPEAKER By vote of the House all time is exhausted 
except 15 minutes, which is controlled by tlle gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

l\ir. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. l\Ir. Speaker and gentlemen 
of the House, you will be asked in a few minutes to vote for 
the adoption of the committee's resolution or the adoption of 
tbP substitute which has been offered, which means simply to 
refer this back to the Attorney General and insist upon a more 
complete answer. I desire within my time to suggest the adop­
tion of a second resolution which is an amendment to the com­
mittee's resolution which was agreed to by a majority of the 
committee and only withdrawn out of deference to one, and I 
band this amendment to the Clerk to be read. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman offer the amendment? 
Mr. GRA.HAl\1 of Pennsyh·ania. I do. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
'l'he Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, Tbat in view of its extreme importance to the House the 

Attorney General be, and is hereby, requested to proceed at once and 
give preference and pre<'edence to this .investigation and report the re­
sult to this Hons<'. 

Mr. GRAHA.1\1 of Pennsylvania. Now~ it is immaterial to 
me-

1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield to 
me in reference to the amendment? 

l\lr. GRAHA1\1 of Pennsylvania. Not now. 
l\lr. GARRETT of Tenne ·see. I re erve a point of order on 

the amendment. 
i\Ir. GRAHAM · of Pennsylvania. All right. First, I wish to 

sny that there has been a degree of personal criticism and allu­
sion inserted into this debate that ought to have had no_place in 
it. I want to say to the 1\lembers o·f the House, so far as Mr. 
Crim is concerned and the discussion of these leather frauds 
tlrn gentlemen referred to, that there was a distinguished Demo­
cratic lawyer, one of the very best for the purpose, allowed by 
thfll Attorney General to prosecute that case to its finality. 

LXV--252 

Mr-. McSW AIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GRAHAl\1 of Pennsylvania. And Mr. Crim had- no re­

sponsibility for it, he assures me absolutely. 
Mr. McSW AIN. Has the gentleman seen the report of the 

distinguished gentleman, the attorney who tried the case? 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. I decline to yield. If I 

were standing here as a brother of the men whose names have 
now been connected with this matter, and moved with the 
strongest personal affection existing between men, I ask what 
course would anrl ought I to pursue. Advise an investigation 
by this House? Nothing of the kind. I would ask the Attorney 
General to proceed at once and give us the result of that inves­
tigation, which in all human probability will clear everybody 
and the House itself of every question and imputation. I would 
say that the proceeding by a committee of this House might 
appear to be the proper thing in the enthusiasm of friendship, 
but it is an injustice to the men you would serve. What avails 
an acquittal at the hands of their colleagues in the House if 
the matter is not carried out to its conclusion and determined 
according to law and the facts? A whitewash by his colleagues 
would be no justification to a man accused if the case itself 
should proceed to a finality that was different from that con­
clusion which the House bad reached. Gentlemen, I say be 
patient; I say be temperate. Exercise your calm judgment, and 
without prejudice give this matter a fair consideration. Let 
this resolution be adopted calling upon the Attorney General to 
complete tllis work at once. If he does not, then the remedy is 
in your hands and can be rightfully pursued. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield the balance of my time, except a half minute, to the 
gentleman from Ohi-0 [Mr. LoNGWORTH]. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for 
ten and a half minutes. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. l\Ir. Speaker and gentlemen, I believe 
it to be my duty both as a Member in my private capacity and 
also in my capacity as majority leader, which I hold by virtue 
of the expressed confidence of my colleagues, to support the 
report of the Committee on the Judiciary. I regret I can not 
agree with my friend, the gentleman from Tennessee, for I 
know that his position, like mine, is actuated only by a desire 
best to maintain the honor and dignity of this House. I hope 
we can consider this question without any partisan or personal 
feeling. No man holds in higher esteem the two gentlemen 
whose names have become regretfully conspicuous in this affair 
than I. I will go even further and say that I have absolute 
and complete confidence in the integrity of both the gentleman 
from Kentucky and the gentleman from Maryland. [Applause.] 
I want to do not only what is best for this House but what 1s 
best for them, and I am certain that the best thing we can do 
is not to act hastily in this matter. I agree with my friend 
from Tennessee that the inevitable result of voting down the 
recommendation of the Committee on the Judiciary is to have 
an independent investigation by a committee appointed by this 
House-

1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Does the gentleman agree with 
me further that if the report of the Committee on the Judiciary 
is adopted it will also be necessary to have an investigation? 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. I should doubt that, I say to my friend, 
because I am in hope that if we do not now interfere with the 
course the Department of Justice is expected to pursue we will 
have it in our hands, if there is any undue delay in the prosecu­
tion of this case, to demand a committee which will investigate 
this matter on our own account. 

Mr. MONTAGUE. Will the gentleman from Ohio permit me 
to ask him a question? 

l\1r. LONGWORTH. Yes; but I have only a short time. 
Mr. MONTAGUE. I will be brief. Does the gentleman be-· 

lieve that the adoption of this report will preclude an investi­
gation by the House? 

l\1r. LONGWORTH. No; I want to make it clear that if 
there is any delay, any unreasonable delay, in the prosecution 
of these cases on the part of the Department of J"ustice, I shall 
be glad to advocate the creation of a committee to investigate 
on the part of the House. [Applause.] 

Now, let us look the facts squarely in the face. The only 
reason we have to ask for this evidence now in possession of 
the Department of Justice is to exercise our constitutional 
right to punish Members; to criticize their course, not to ap­
prove it. I am not willing to say that an investigation of this 
sort would result in the punishment of two Members of this 
House. As I said before, my belief is that their records are 
absolutely clean. What, then, can it advantage us or them 
if we delay-as we must inevitably delay if we demand fol' 
the prosecution of this case-the evidence in the possession 
of the Department of Justice? 
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What are the facts in this whole unfortunate matter?"· The 
facts are that thjs jury in lliinois, which had no possible juris­
diction in this ca e, insisted that a supplemental r.e_po~t be 
llra.Lted and submitted to the judge ·of the northern district of 
Jllinois urging that other cases involving turpitude, among 
them these accusations against two Members of Congress, be 
prosecuted in another jurisdiction. Personally I think it was 
an outrage that that report was ever made public. [Applause.] 
The moment it became public it was inevitable that the .names 
Qf these two unnamed Members of Congress would leak out 
and everybody would know it 

I do not .know whose fault it was, but certainly had that been 
a sealed report this situation. never would have confronted us. 
.But it does confront us now. How are we .going to benefit the 
situation, gentlemen, by demanding our constitutional right to 

. "et this evidence in order to punish or expel :Members-because 
that is the only .reason we have for demanding this evidence 
from tbe ·nepartment of Justice? In my view a demand to 
take over ana inspect that evidence and proceed on our own 
n.ccount can do .nothing else but delay the inevitable conclusion 
of this unfru:tunate affair. W.e can not go ahead as two coo.rdi­
nate branches of the Government, acting lU)OD .the same evi­
-dence .and -summoning .the same witnesses. 

·1 ao not believe, i·easoning it out calmly, that would he the 
·best thin()" either ..for the majority of this Bouse or for the two 
o-entleme~ who have been named. I can not tell, J have no 
means of knowing, how long .it may take the ?epa1:tment to 
proc.eea in this investigation. We could get .no defirute assur­
. ance from :]1r. Crim or from the Acting Attorney General. I 
would hope that it would not .take a long time, particularly now 
that they well know that Congress is going .to insist that there 
shall be no delay in this matter. 

~Ir. DYER 1.Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
"'Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes. 
'1\'lr. 'DY.ER. I will -s::iy that my information is that the 

matter -will be finished .o.r in -shape so that the "House may Jrnow 
the situation within two weeks. 

l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Well, "'lam vei,-y glad to hear that trom 
the gentleman, and I .hqpe "his information is_ a.ccurate; but 
.whethei .. it be true or not 'is it not best to proceed rn 3:n orderlsr 
wav to wit by allowing the Department of Justice to go 
ahe~d? ' ·. ;. 

1 think we accom_plishetl a great result by _passrng "the reso­
lution instructing the Attorn~y General to reveal the i::iames 
and ofien es, .regardless of ·whether he has ·seen :fit to co~ply 
with our direction or not, because to-day, as the result of an 
this hallabfiloo, there are but "two names which have been 
mentioned-mentioned by "the gentlemen themselves. There 
'is not ·another man upon Whom the "faintest aspersion has 
been cast in the whole Rouse -uf "Representatives._ Under "these 
circumst::mces is not the 'Safe and wise 'thing to do, gerrtlemen, 
to allow i:his matter to -pro"Ceed in due -courge, reserving · to 
ourselves always the right, when it shall appear to us th.rt 
there is any undue delay, to at once create a committee of 
this House to proceetl witn an investigation on its own account? 
l Appln.u e.] 

Jllr. G~I o'f Pennsylvania. Mr. 'Speaker, I move the 
l)l'e>ious question upon the resolution reported QY the .com­
mittee on tbe :rudiciax:y and all amenaments or substitutes 
the1·efor to ;final passage. . 

':.\Ir. THOl\.IAS o'f 'Kentucky. 1\fr. Speaker, 'I ask 1IDarumons 
con ent to address the House for seven minutes. 

'l'he SPE.:A'.KER. The gentleman 'from "Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GR.AH.AM] moves the previous question on the .resolution and all 
amendments. 

:\Ir. TH0i\.IAS of Kentucky. ~Ir. LSJ)eaker, 1 want unanimous 
consent 'to addre s the "House for seven -minutes. "I am a mem­
ber of this committee. 

The SPEAKER. 'The gentleman ·from X-entucky asks unani­
mous consent to address the Rouse for seven minutes. ·1s 1:here 
objection·? . 

l\lr. l)YER. "I object. 
Tbe SPEAKER. Objection is beard, 
Ir. GARRETT of Tennes ee. l\Ir. SpeakeJ.-, when will that 

point of -oroer be consideretl? 
The ·SPEAKEil. The Ohair will now heur the gentleman. 
~lr. GARllE'l"'T of Tenne ee. I make a point of order on 

the amendment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The SPEAKER. Tl.le Chair will hear the gentleman from 

T enne ·ee later. The question is on ordering ehe previous 
questfon. 

The 'Pl'e>ious que. ti on was ordeTed. 
'The '-SPEAJ<ER. "Tbe •next que t ion ·eornes upon the amend­

ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whicb the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That 1n view of its ·extreme importance to the House, the 

Attorney General ~be, and Js hereby, requested to proceed ,at once and 
give preference and precedence to this investigation and report the · 
resulbrto this House. 

l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, ..I make a _point 
of order that it is not germane to the resolution before .the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
Ur. GARRETT of Tennessee. The .resolution before the 

House Teads : 
Resolved, That the House take no more . action for the present . 

Mr. G.RAHAl\1 of ·Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit 
me to add one word to the 1resolution by unanimous consent? 
Add the words "And be it further Tesolved." That is the way 
I want to have the re olution read. 
~he SPEAKER. 'l'he gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 

unanimous consent to modify his amendment .in the manner in­
dicated. Is there objection? [After _a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. The only thing before the 
Hou e ..fOJ.' action, so far as the report .of the Judiciary Com­
mittee is cw1cerned, is a simple resolution .containing a very 
few lines. 

Resolve'll, .That the House .take no further action for th~ 'present to 
procure from the Attorney General the information heretofore requei;tPd 
of the .Attorney General under House Rel'lolution .211 . 

There was nothing wha'tever in 1House ResOiution 211 w'bich 
in any way referred to prosecutions or investigation' by a grand 
jury ·or any procedure whatever in the courts of the 1Unite<l 
.states, except the .grand jury that heard the ca e in ·Chi ago. 
Therefore, an that "House. Resolution 2:t1 contained was a r -
quest 'far certain •names or, rather, directed the stibmJ :don 1df 
certain -names and the nature of the charges against them. 

'.Now, -the amendment offered 'by 'the gentleman from 'Bennsyl­
vania [Mr. GRAHAM] proposes (to expand the eommittee propo 1-
·tion so as to .go far beyond anything 1that wn contained in 
resolution 211., upon ·which it is based, which resolution di-rectet.l 
the Attorney General of . the United ~sta:tes to do certain thing . 

.of course, 'Mr. ·Speaker, I ipn:ss.by the humiliating situation in 
which the ""Hou e would plaee it:self if ·the Honse itself .:aJ Ired 
the Attorney .General to do •that whtch ·1t1refnses to ·do, namely, 
·to make an investigation ·of its :Alembe~s. [:Applause.] . ut, 
l\fr. Speaker, I rest upon the!J)arlirunentary ground that JtJ.s ·not 
germane:to the •resolution. 

The SP.EAKER. trhe 1Chair thinks the objection miade is 
extremely technical The res<;>lution is not based entirely 011 

.:Resolution 211, but it .is based .explicitly on ~e letter from 
the Attorney General 'Which ·was referred 1to the Committee 
,on the .J.udiciary with instructions to report thereon. trhe 
.nction of ' tha:t committee was based on 'the letter from the 
.attorney General. In that .letter the Attorney Gene:i:al -s11ectfi­
cally spealu; ·of the inve tigation being made by him. I 'forget 
whether he apeaks of a .grand_jnry or1not,.but he does:aay ~hot 
there can -no.t be two .proc:eedi.ngs at once, one by a ·conumttee 
of the House and another Q.y the .courts, and one of ~he •ob­
jections to the inquiry was that .the ·tribunals under his jud -

··diction ·.were also in-rnstigating. So the ··Ohair thinks-:the amend-
ment is pertinent, relevant, and :germane ·to 'the resolution. Irhe 
point of .order tis overruled. 

l\fr. MOORE of Virginia. l\1r. Speaker, ma.y I have umm­
imous consent to ask the gentleman from Penn ylv;ania [.Mr. 
GRAHAM] one question. . 

The SP.EAKER. The ,previous question "has been ordered, 
and, of course, that is not in order except by unanimou con­
sent. 

Mr. 'MOOR1TI of Virginia. I ask for unanimous eon en:t simply 
to make an inquiry that will not take a quarter of a mtn.ute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from irginiu ask rurnni­
mous consent to address the "'House for a quarter or a •minute. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CL"ARXE of New 'York. 1\1r. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made: The •question fir t 

comes on the amendment offered by the.gentleman :from -Penn~yl­
vania. 

1Ur. OLA'RK o'f Florida. '1\fr. Speaker, may ·e lmve t110 
mnendment -again reported? 

The SPEAKEJR. Without objection, the amendment wm be 
again Teported. 

The Olerk again read t)le anrenanient .. 
Tbe SPEAKER. 'The qnestion is ·on llgreeing i tbat nmen6· 

ment. 
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The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee) there were--ayes 129, noes 123. 
Mr. GARRETT of 'l'ennessee. l\1r. Speaker, I ask for the 

yeas and nays. 
l\Ir. LONGWORTH. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 

yield? I hope the gentleman will not ask for the yeas anl nays. 
We ought not to have any division on this question, and I am 
perfectly willing to accept any vote either by tellers or other­
wise. I think it would be a mistake to have any division. 

.Mr. TUCKER. Then withdraw the amendment. 
Mr .. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think it is a great mistake 

to offer the amendment. It has changed the whole idea. I am 
willing to take a teller vote on it but I also reserve the right to 
call for the yeas and nays after the teller vote. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Well, if the gentleman thinks that is 
advisable, all right. 

l\Ir. ROUSE. l\1r. Speaker, I demand the regular or<ler. 
. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAB~ 
BETT] demanus the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken ; and there were--yeas 178, nays 162. 

answered "present" 1, not voting 90, as follows: 

Ackerman 
Aldricla 
Anrtrew 

· Anthony 
Bacbara.ch 
Bacon 
Bnrhour 
Barkley 
Beck 
Beed~· 
B('ers 
Begi:t 
Bixler 
Boie. 
Browne, Wis. 
Burdick 
Burtness 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Campbell 
Carter 
Chlndblom 
Chril'topherson 
Clague 
Clarke, N. Y. 
Cole. Iowa 
Colton 
Connolly, Pa. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cram ton 
Crowther 
Curry 
Dal linger 
Darrow 
Deal 
Dicldnson, Iowa 
Dowell 
Dyer 
Elliott 
Evans, Iowa 
Falrcbild 
Fnirficld 
Faust 

Allen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 
A swell 
Ayres 
Bankhead 
Bell 
Bland 
Bloom 
Bowling 
Box 

l~~~~l. Ga. 
Briggs 
Browning 
Bucb:i. nnn 
Bulwinkle 
Bus!Jy 
Byrnrs, S. C. 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carew 
Celler 
Clancy 
Clnrk. Fla. 
Cleary 
Collier 
Connally, Tex. 
Connery 
Cook 
Corning 

g:~w 
Crosser 

YEAS-178. 
Fenn 
Fish 
J<itzgerald 
Fl('etwood 
Foste1· 
Fredericks 
Free 
Freeman 
French 
f;ibson 
Gifford 
Graham, Ill. 
Grallam, Pit. 
Gr('en, Iowa 
GrieRt 
Griffin 
Hadley 
Hardy 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Herse3' 
Hickey 
Hill. Md. 
Hoch 
Holaday 
Hunson 
Hull, Iowa 
Hull, Morton D. 
Hull, William E. 
James 
Johnson, Wash, 
Kearns 
Keller · 
Kelly 
Kc>tcham 
Kiess 
King 

~~~fz 
La Guardia 
Lampert 
Langley 
LarRon, Minn. 
Leatherwood 
Leavitt 

Little Sinnott 
Longworth Smith 
McKenzie Smithwick 
l\1cKl'Own Snell 
McLaughlin, Mich. Snyder 
MacGregor Speaks 
l\IacLafferty Sproul, Til. 
Madden Sproul, Kans. 
Magee, N. Y. Stalker 
1\Iagee, Pa. Stephens 
Manlove Strong, Kans. 
Mapes Strong. Pa. 
Merritt Summers, Wash. 
Ikhener Swing 

Miller, Wash. Rwoope 
Moore1 Ohio Taylor, T'enn. 
Moores, Ind. T t•mple 
Morehead Thatcher 
Morgan Thompson 
Murphy Timberlake 
I'\elson, Wis. Tinkham 
Newton, Minn. Treadway 
Newton, Mo. l nderhill 
Paige Vaile 
Parker Vestal 
Peavey Vincent, Mich. 
Perkins Voigt 
Phillips Ward, N. Y. 
Purnell Watres 
Rnmf'leyer Watson 
Ransley Wefald 
Reece Welsh 
Reed. N. Y. White, Kans. 
Roach White, Me. 
Robinson. Iowa Williams, Mich. 
Robsiou, Ky. Williamson 
Rogers, Mass. Winter 
Schafer Wood 
Schall Woodruff 
Schneider Wurzbach 
Scott Yates 
Sears, Nebr. Young 
Rhallenberger Zihlman 
8immous 
Sinclair 

NAYS-162. 

Cullen 
Cummings 
Davis, Tenn. 
Dickinson, l\Io. 
Dominick 
Doughton 
Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 
Eagan 
Evans, Mont. 
FnYrot 
Fisher 
l•'ulbright 
Gardner, Ind. 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett. '£ex. 
Gasque 
Geran 
Gilbert 
Glatfelter 
Greenwood 
Hammer 
Hastings 
Hayde11 
Hill, Ala. 
Bill. Wash. 
Booker 
IIoward, Nebr. 
Howard, Okla. 
Huddleston 
Hudspeth 
llumpbreys 
Jacobstein 

Je.fferH 
J ohns.ou, Tex. 
Johns<>n, W. Va. 
Jones 
Kent 
Kincheloe 
Kindred 
Kunz 
Lanham 
La11kford 
Larsen, Ga. 
Lazaro 
Lea, Calif. 
Lindsay 
Lowrey. 
Lozier 

~~ulty 
Mc Reynolds 
!\IcSwain 
1\1<.'Sweeney 
Major, Ill. 
Major.- Mo. 
Mansfield 
:!\far tin 
Mea<l 
Milligan 
Minahan 
Montague 
Mooney 
Moore, Va. 
Morris 
Nelson, Me. 
O'Connell, N. Y. 
O'Connell, R. I. 

O'Connor, La, 
O'Connor. N. ¥. 
O'Sullivan 
Oldfield 
Oliver, Ala. 
Oliver, N. Y. 
Park, Ga. 
Parks, Ark. 
Pou 
Prall 
Quayle 
Quin 
Ra~on 
Ramey 
Raker 
Rankin 
Rayburn 
RPed, Ark. 
Richards 
Romjue 
Rouse 
Ru bey 
Salmon 
Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Sears, Fla. 
Sherwood 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stengle 
8tevenson 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Swnnk 
Tague 

Taylor, W. Va. 
'l'bomas, Ky. 
Thomas, Okla. 
Tillman 
Tucker 
Tydings 

Underwood 
Upsbnw 
Vinson, Ga. 
Vinson, Ky. 
Ward, N. C. 
Watkins 

ANSWERED 

Weaver 
Weller 
Wllliams, Tex. 
Wilson, Ind. 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson, Miss. 

"PRESENT "-1, 
Wason 

NOT VOTING-90. 

Win~o 
Wolff 
Woodrum 
Wright 

Abernethy Frear Lineberger Reed, W. Va. 
Anderson Frothingham Linthicum Reid, Ill. 

~ri~:~N. Y. ~~~r t~~~n }isa~b;a;~t·shb'1~·:· 
m:ii~o~ex. E~l'van Mgg~t:c Sanders, Inu. 
Boylan Garber McFaduen Sanders, N. Y. 
Brantl, Ohio Goldsborough McLaughlin, Nebr. Seger 
Britten GrPene, Mass. McLeod Shrev 
Browne. N. J. Harrison Michaelson ~ites 
Brumm Hawes Miller, Ill. Sweet 
Buckley Hull, Tenn. Mills Taber 
Cable Johnson, Ky. Moore, Ga. Taylot·, Colo. 
Casey .Johnson, S. Dak. Moore, Ill. Tilson 
Cole, Ohio Jost Morin Tincher 
Collins Kahn Morrow Vare 
Davey Kendall Nolan Wainwright 
Davis, Minn. Kerr O'Brien Wertz 
Dempsey Knutson Patterson WilUams, Ill. 
Denison Kvale Peery Winslow 
Dickstein Lee, Ga. Perlman Wyant 
Doyle Lela Iha ch Porter 
Edmonds Lilly Ruth bone 

So the amendment wa8 agreetl to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
Ou this vote : 
Mr. Davis of Minnesota (for) with Mr. Lintlaicum ( gninf<t). 
Mr. Porter (for) with Mr. Black of New York (a.galust). 
Mr. Greene of Massachusetts (for) with Mr. Dickstein (againsth 
Mr. Edmonds (for) with Mr. Boylan (against). 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Wason with Mr. Rogers of ~ew Hampshire. 
Mr. Denison with Mr. Taylor of Colorado. 
Mr. Morin with Mr. F'ulmer. 
Mr. Seger with Mr. Iluckley. 
l\Ir. Frothingham with Mr. mack of Texas. 
Mr. Lineberger with )fr. Collins. 
Mr. Shreve with Mr. Moore of Georgia. 
Mr. Wertz with Mr. Harri.son. 
l\lr. l\Iills with Mr. Hawes. 
Mr. Luce with Mr. Goldsborough. 
l\Ir. Vare with Mr. Gallivan. 
l\Ir. Wyant with Mr. 8lte . 
Mr. Johnson of South Dakota with Mr. Abernethy. 
Mr. Williams of Illinois with Mr. Jest. 
Mr. McFadden with Mr. Hull of Tennessee. 
Mr. Moore of Illinois with Mr. Davey. 
Mr. Brand of Ohio with Mr. O'Brien. 
Mr. Patterson with Mr. Morrow. 
Mr. Brumm with l\lr. ::)a.oath. 
Mr. Lehlbach with Mr. Lee of Georgia. 
Mr. !\lcLaui:hli.11 of Nebraska with Mr. Logan. 
Mr. Sanders of Indiana with Mr. Casey. 
Mr. Sweet with Mr. Doyle. 
Mr. Til.'mn with l\Ir. Johnson of Kt>ntucky. 
l\Ir. Winslow with Mr. Lilly. 
Mr. Michaelson with Mr. Kerr. 
Mr. Kendall with Mr. Blanton. 
Mr. Reed of Illinoi with Mr. Peery. 
Mi-. Perlman with Mr. Kvale. 
Mr. Kahn with Mr. Browne of New .Tersey. 
Mr. Miller of Illinois with Mr. l\IcClintic. 
Mr. Cole of Ohio with Mr. McDuffie . 
Mr. l:J'rear with Mr. Berger. 
The result of the vote was announced as abo'\•e rero1·ded. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on the amendment, in 

the nature of a substitute, offered by the· gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DOMINICK]. 

Mr. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the substitute be 
again reported. 

The SPEAK1!1R. Without· objection, the substitute will . be 
again reported. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk again reported the substitute. 
The SPEAKER The question is on the ameudmeut, in the 

nature of a substitute, offered by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Do:t.rINICK]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded ' by Mr. 
DOMINICK) there were--ayes 143, noes 177. 

l\Ir. DOMINICK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas an<l nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 1G2. uuys 

184, answered " present " 3, not voting 92, as follows: 

Allen 
Allgood 
Almon 
Arnold 
As well 
Ayres 
Bnnkhead 
Beck 
Beu 

YEAS-152. 
Bland 
Bloom 
Bowling 
Box 
Briggs 
Browne, Wis. 
Browning 
Buchanan 
Bulwinkle 

Busby 
BJ·rnes, S. C. 
Canfield 
Cannon 
C1uew 
Carter 
Cell er 
Clancy 
Clarie, Fla. 

Cleary 
Collier 
Conno.lly. Tex. 
Connery 
Cook 
Cooper, WL<i. 

g~~~f 
Crosser 

• 
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Cullen 
Cum"mings 
Davis, •.renn. 
Deal 
Dickini::on, Mo. 
Dominick 
Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 
Eagan 
Evans, Mont. 
}i'avrot 
Fisher 
Frear 
Fulbright 
(fardner. Ind. 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, Tex~ 
Gai;;que 
Ger an 
Glatfelter 
Gret>nwood 
Hastings 
ITayden 
Hill, .Ala. 
Hill, W:t.sh. 
Hooker 
llowa.rd, Nebr. 

Ackerman 
.Aldrich 
Andrew 
Racharach 
Bacon 
Harbour 
Ilarkley 
Beedy 
Beers 
Begg 
Bixler 
Boies 
Boyce 
Brand, Ga. 
Buckley 
Rurdick 
Burtness 
Burton 
Rutler 
:Hyrn , Tenn. 
Campbell 
Cllindblom 
Christopherson 
Clague 
Cole, Iowa 

olton 
Connolly, Pa. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Corning 
'ram ton 

Crowther 
Curry 
Dallinger 
Darrow 
Dickinson, Iowa 
Doughton 
Dowell 
Der 
Elliott 
Evans, Iowa 
Fafrchild 
Fairfield 
Faust 
Fenn 
Fish 
Fitzgerald 

Langley 

Howard, Okla. 
Huddleston, 
Hudspeth 
Jaeobstein 
.James 
Jeffer.'f 
Jo lmson, Tex.. 
J o-hnson, W. Va. 
.Jones 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kent 
Kincheloe 
Kindred 

IBi~~ 
Lampert 
Lankford. 
Lvrsen, Oa. 
Lazaro 
Li11dsay 
J;0zier 
Lyon 
~IcNulty 
Mr Reynolds 
Mcswain 
Major, Ill. 
Mansfield 
l\Iartin 

Mead 
Milligan 
::Uinahan 
Mooney 
Moore, Ga. 
Moore, Va. 
:Morris 
O'Connell, N. Y. 
O'Connell, R. I. 
O'Connor, La. 
O'Connor, N. Y. 
Oldfield. 
Oliver, .Ala. 
Oliver, N. Y. 
Park, Ua. 
Parks, Ark. 
Peavey 
Pou 
Prall 
Quayle 
Quin 
Rainey 
Rankin 
Reed, Ark. 
Salmon 
Sanders, Tex. 
Sandlin 
Schafer 
Schneider 

NAYS-184. 
Fleetwood MacGregor 
Foster Mac Lafferty 
l•'redericks Madden 
Free Magee, N. Y. 
Freeman Magee, J:>a. 
French Major, Mo. 
Oibson Manlove 
Gilford Mape 
Wlhert Ueuitt 
hra.ham., Ill 1\.Ilcheuer 
Graham, Pa.. MilleP,. Wash. 
Green, Iowa Montague 
Oriest Moore, Ohio 
Griffini Moores, Ind. 
Hadley ])for-elli>a.d 
Hammer Morgan 
llardy Murphy 
llarrison N lson, Me. 
llaugen Nelson, Wis. 
llawley Ne~ton. finn. 
llersey Newto.n, Mo. 
llickey O'Sullban 

ii~~h Md. ~~~r 
Hudson Perkin. 
Hull, Iowa Phillips: 
Hull, Morton D. Purnell 
Hull, William E. Ragon 
Humphreys R~ker 
Johnson, Wash. Ramseyer 
Ketcham Ran. ley 
Kopp Rayburn 
Kurtz Reece 
LaGuru:ilia Reed, N. Y. 
Lanham Riczharda 
Lar on, MJnn. R oach 
Lea Calif Robinson. Iowa 
LI>atllerwood Robsion, Ky. 
Leavitt Rog-ers-, Ma s. 
Little Romjue 
Longworth Rouse 
Lowrey Ru bey 
McKenzie Schall 
Mc Keown Scott 
1cLaughlin, Mich.Scar ~Nebr. 

Mc Sweeney ShaJJP..nherger 
.ANSWERING " PRESENT "-3. 

Wason Zihlman. 
NO'l' VOTING-92. 

Sear~, Fla. 
Sberwoud 
Sinclait' 
Sproul, Kans. 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stengle 
Stevenson 
Sullivan 
Summers, Wash. 
Swank 
Tague 
Taylor, W. Va. 
'.I.'homas, Ky. 
Thomas Okla~ 
Tucker 
Tydings 
Underwood 
Upshaw 
Vimmn, Ga. 
Ward.N. C. 
Watkins 
Wefald 
Weller 
Wilson, La. 
Wilson. M:iss. 
Winao 
Wolff 
Woodrum 

Simmons 
Sinnott 
Smith 
Smithwick 
Snell 
Snyder 
Speaks 
S pro uJ._ IlL 
"talker 
Stephens 
Strong; Kans. 
Strong Pa.. 
Sumners, Tex-. 
Swing--
Swoop 
Taylol', Tenn. 
Temple. 
Thatcher 
'.L'bomp. ·on 
'l'Ulman 
Timbel'lake 
'l'inkham 
Treadway 
Umle1·hi1J 
Vaile 
Vestal 
Vinc-eni:, Mich. 

~~~i°'uN~/.' 
Watre 
Wa.tso.n 
We-a er 
Welsh 
White, Ka:ns. 
White-, Me.. 
Williams, Mich. 
Williams, Tex. 
William.son 
Wilso,n, Ind. 
Win ten 
Wood 
Woodruff. 
WL'igbt 
Wurzb· ch 
Yate 
Young 

.Abernethy Edmond Lehlbaeh Rathbone 
Anderson Frothingham Lilly Reed, W. Va. 
Anthony Fuller Lineberger R eid, UL 
Be1·ger Fulmer Linthicum. Rogers, N. H. 
Black,.N. Y. Funk: Lagan Rosenbloom 
Black, Tex. Gallivan Luce Sn.hath. 
Blanton Garber McClintic Sanders, Ind. 
Boylan Goldsborough McDuffie Sanders, N. Y. 
Brand, Ohio Greene-, Mass. McFadden S\'g 
Rrltten Hawes McLaughlin, Nebr.Shreve 
llrowne, N. J. Jloladay McLeorl. Sites 
Rrumm Hull. Tenn. Miebaelson Sw~et 
Cable Johnson, Ky. Miller~IJL Taber 
Casey Johnson., S. Dak. Mills Taylo.11, Co.lo. 
Clarke. N. Y. Jo t Moore, Irr. Tllson-

ole, Ohio Kahn Morin Tinch~r 
Collins Kearns MorrQw Va re 
Davey Ken<lall Nolan. Yoigt 
Davis, :riUnn. Kerr O'Ilrien Wainwright 
D mpsey J{i ~. · Patterson Wertz · 
Denison Knutson P~y Willinms, ill. 
Dickstein Kvali> Perlman Winslow 
Doyle LC'e, Ga. Porter Wyru1t 

So the snb titnte wa rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs ·: 
On this vote : 
Mr. Linthicum (for) with Mr. Davis of Minneota (against). 
Mr. Illack of New York (fo.r) with Mr. Po1'ter (a"ainst). · 
Mr. Dickstein (for) with Ir. Greene of Ma.ssaehusetts (agaillst). 
Mi;. B-Oylan (for) with Mr. Etl.m.onds (against}. 
Mr. Lineberger (for) with 1\ir. Cl_arke of New York (against). 

Until :furtber notice: 
Mr. Wason with Mr. Rogers of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Kiess with Mr. Be~er. 
Mr. Seger with lli. Couins. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The- SPEAKER.. The question is on agreeing to the reso-

lution~ 

l\fr. GARRETT of Tennessee. !\1r. Speaker, I Mk for the 
yeas an<l nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee demands 
the yeas and nays. 

1\-fr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker. when is it in 
order to move to recommit? 

The SPEAKER. It was in order before this vote was. taken. 
Mr_ GARRETT of Tennessee. l\Ir. Speaker, this was not a 

bill reported from the Committee of the Whole. Is it now in 
order to make a motion to recommit? 

The SPEA.lillR. Tl1e Chair has ·put the question on agree­
fng finall'y to the re olution, and the gentleman from Ten-· 
nessee bas aemanded the yeas and nays. Obviously, it is too late. 
'l'he gentleman from Tenness~e demands the yeas and nay . 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken ; and' there were-yeas 222, nays 108", 

answered "present" 4, not voting- 97, as follows: 

Ackermun 
.Aldrich 
.Andrew 
.Arnold 
Ayres 
Racba.rach. 
~aeon 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Beck 
Be d,y-
Beers 
Begg 
Bixler 
Boies 
Boyce 
Brand, Ga..._ 
Browne, Wis. 
Buchanan 
Buckley 
Bulwinkle 
Burdick 
Burtness 
Burtom 
Butler 
Byrns. Tenn.. 
CampbPll 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Carter 
Chilldb.l<>m 
Christopherson­
Clague 
Cleary 
Cole, Iowa 
Colton 
Connolly,. Pa. 
Cook 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cram ton 
Croll 
Crosser 
Crowther 
Cummins 
Curry 
Dallinger 
Darco 
Deal' 
Dickinson, fo-wa. 
Doughton 
Dowell · 
Dyer 
Elliott 
Evan, Iowa 
Evans, Mont. 
FaJrchild 

.Allen 

.Allgood 

.Almon 

.A.swell 
Bankhead 
Bell 
Bland 
Bloom 
Bowling 
Box 
Briggs 
Browning 
Busby 
Byrnes, S, C. 
Carew 
Celler 
Collier 
Connally, Tex. 
Connery 
Cooper. Wi 
Corning 
Crisp 
Cullen 

YEAS-222. 
Fairfield 
Faust 
Fenn 
Fish 
Fisher 
Fitz~erald 
Fleetwood 
Foster 
Frear 
Fredericks 
Free 
Freeman 
Fr ncb 
Gardner, Ind., 
Gibson • 
Gilford 
Gilbert 
Graham, Ill. 
Graham) Pa. 
Gree;n..Iowa 
Griest 
Griffin 
Hadley 
Hammer 
Hardy 
Harrison 
Hastings 
Hau.,.en 
Hawiey 
IIersev 
Hickey 
Hill, Md. 
Hoeh. 
lludson 
Hull Iowa. 
Hull, Iorto D. 
Rull, WiUiamE. 
,James 
Johnson, Wash. 
Kearns 

lfeef~ham 
.Kindred 
Kopp 
Kurtz 
La Guardia 
Lampert 
Lanham.. 
Larson, Minn. 
Lea, Calif. 
Leatherwood 
Leavitt 
Little 
Longworth 
Lowrey 
Lyon 

McKenzie Simmons 
Mc Keown Sinclair 
McLaughlin, Mich. innott 
.J\IcSwe<.>n~;s1 Smith 
MacGregor Smithwick 
Mac Lafferty Snyder 
Madden Speaks 
Magee, N. Y. proul, Ill. 
Magee, Pa. Sproul, Kans. 
Major, Mo. Stalker 
Manlove- Stedma.n 
Mapes. Rtephens 
Merrittt Strong, Kans. 
Michener Strong, Pa.. 
Miller, Wash. Summersr Wnshi. 
Montague Sumners, Tex. 
Mooney Swing 
Moore, Ohio Swoope-
Moores, Ind. · Taylor, Tenn. 
Morehead Temple 
Morgan Tllatcher 
Morris Thompson 
Murphy Tillman 
Nelson, Me. Timberlake 
Nelson, Wis. Tinkham 
Newto-n;.1Li.nn. nderbill 
Newtun, Mo. Underwood 
O'Connell, R. I. Vaile 
O'Sullivan Vestal 
Paige Vincent, Mic-b. 
Parker Vinson, Ga. 
Peavey Vinson, Ky. 
Perkins Voigt 
Phillips Ward, N. C. 
Purnell Ward, N. Y. 
Ragon Wa..t.r s 
Rainey Watson 
Raker Weaver 
Ramseyer Wefald 
Ran ley Welsh 
Rayburn White, Kans. 
Reece White, Me. 
Reed, N. Y. Williams, Mich. 
Richal·ds Williams, Tex . 
Roach Williamson 
Robinson, Iowa Wil on, Ind. 
Robsion, Ky. Winter 
Rog-ers, Mass. Wood · 
Romj,ue Woodruff 
Rouse Wright 

~~hbifi ~~~!bach 
Schneider Young 
Scott Zihlman 
Sears, Nebr. 
Shallenb rger 

NAYS-108. 
Davis, Tenn_ 
Dkkinson,.Mo 
Dominick 
Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 
Eagan 
Favrot 
Fulbright 
Garner, Tex. 
Garrett, 'l'enn. 
Garrett, Tex. 
Gasque 
Ger an 
Glatfelter 
Greenwood 
Hayden 
Hill, Ala.. 
Hill, Wash. 
Hooker 
Howa.rd. Nebr; 
Howard. Okla. 
lluddleston 

Hudspeth 
Humµl'xreys 
Jacobstein 
J effe11 
Johnson, Tex-. 
Jobnson, W. Va. 
Jones 
Kent 
Kincheloe 
Lankford 
La1·sen, Ga. 
Lazaro 
Lindsay 
Lozier 
Mc ... ulty 
:M:cReynolds 
McSwa.in. 
Major. Ill. 
Man sfielcl 
Martin 
Mead 

~n~~i~ 

Moore, G::t. 
.Moore, Va. 
O'Connell, N. Y, 
O'Connor, La. 
O'Connor, N. Y. 
Oldfield 
Olivei:, Ala. 
Oliver, N. Y. 
Park, Ga. 
Parks, .Ark. 
Prall 
Quayle 
Quin 
Rankin 
Reed, Ark. 
Salmon 
Sanders, ~'ex. 
Sandlin 
Schafer 
:;:herwood 
Steagall 
Stengle 
Stevenson 
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Sullivan 
Swank 
Ir ague 
~'aylor, W. Va. 

Keller 

Thoma. , Ky. Upshaw Wilson, Miss. 
Thomas, Okla. Watkins Wingo 
Tucker Weller Wolff 
'1'.rdings XVilson, La. W1>odrum 

ANSWERED " PRESENT "--4. 
Langley Snell Wason 

NOT VOTING-97. 
Abernethy Edmonds Lilly Reid, Ill. 
Anderson Frotbingham Lineberger Rogers, N. H. 
Anthony Fuller Linthicum Rosenbloom 
Berger Fulmer Logan Saba th 

1 Black, N. Y. Funk Luce Sanders, Ind. 
l3lack, Tex. Gallivo.n l\IcClin tic Sanders, N. Y. 
Blanton Garber McDuffie Sears, Fla. 
Boylan Goldsborough McFadden Seger 
Brand,-Ohio Greene, Mas.s. .McLaughlin, Nebr.Shreve 

.by which the resolution was passed .and to lay that moti-0n on 

.the table. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
'lllere w.as no objection. 
Mr. GARRETT -Of Tennessee. Do l understand, Mr. Speaker, 

that the ruling of the Chair is that this .resolution which I send 
to the desk is prlvHeged? 

The SPEAKER. That is the ruling of the Chair. The Clerk 
will report the .resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution 217. 

Whereas a grand jury of the District Court of the United States for 
the Northern District of Illinois, southern division, impaneled at the 
February term, 1924, has reported to that oourt that certain evidence l3ritten Hawes 1\IcLeod Sites 

lJrowne, N. J. Holaday J\Ilchaelson Sweet 
Brumm Hull, Tenn. Miller, Ill. Taber 
Cable Johnson, Ky. Mills Taylor, Colo. 

• has been submitted to them involving the payment of money to two 
Members of Congress ; 

Casey Johnson, S. Dak. Moore,, Ill. Tilson 
Clancy Jost Morin Tincher 
Clark, Fla. Kahn Morrow Treadway 
Clarke, .N. Y. Kendall Nolan Vare 
Cole, Ohio Kerr O'.Brien Wainwright 
Collins 'Kfoss Patterson Wertz 
Davey King Peery Williruns, ill. 
Pavis, Minn. Knutson Perlman Winslow 
Dempsey Kunz Porter Wyant 
Denison KvalE> Pou 
Dickstein Lee, Ga. .Rathbone 
Doyle Lehlbach Reed, W. Va. 

So the resolution was _agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
-On the vote: -
Mr. Davis of Minnesota. (for) with Mr. Linthicum (against). 
Mr. Porter ,(for) with Mr. Black of New York (against). 
l\!r. Greene of Massachusetts (for) with Mr. llickstein (against). 
Mr. Edmonrls (for) with Mr. Boylan (a~ainst). 
Mr. Tr-eadway (for) with Mr. Clark of Florida (against). 
1\Ir. Snell (for) with Mr. :rou (against). 
Until further notice: 
Mr. Wason with 'Mr. Rogers of New Rampshil>e. 
!\Ir. Shreve with Mr. Scars of Florida. 
Mr. Caple "ith Mr. Kunz. 
Mr. Wertz -with Mr. Clancy. 
Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I have a pair with the gentleman 

from North Carolina, l\1r. Pou, and 1 · desire to withdraw my 
\ote of "yea" and answer "present." 

!\fr. KING. l\Ir. Speaker, I desire to ·rnte "yea." 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present, listening, when 

his name was called? 
Mr. KING. ·I heard my name called on the electrical device 

as I was coming through the hall below in the basement. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself 

within the rules. 
The result of the vote ·was announced as above recorded. 
l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol­

lowing privileged resolution, which I send to the desk and ask 
to have read. 

Mr. GRAHA.i\I of Pennsylvania. l\Ir. Speaker, I move to re­
consider the vote .by which the resolution was passed and to 
lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 
l\1r. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I object. I think 

we may have to have a division of the question. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee objects. 
l\1r. GARRETT of Tennessee. l\Ir. S.Peaker, I ha-ve offered a 

privileged resolution, and possibly after that ls disposed of 
there will be no objection to the motion of the gentleman from 

1Pennsylvania. 
Mr. S:NELL. Mr. Speaker, would the gentleman be willing 

to let that go O\er until to-morrow'? 
:Mr. GARRETT of Tenoessee. I am going to take the ruling 

of the Spea~er on the proposition of whether the resolution I 
offer is privileged. 

l\fr. CRAMTON. l\Ir. -Speaker, in time I shaU ask recognition 
to call up a conference report. 

The SPEAKER. Of course, a conference report is of the 
\ery highest privilege; but perhaps this resolution is also prtvi­
leged. The Chair will examine the resolution. 

1\lr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I think it should 
be reported. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is in connection with the 
same subject which the House has been considering and, of 

I 
course, it is a matter of the privilege of rthe House. The Ohair 
ls not certain which is of the highest privilege-a conference 
report or the resolution. · 

Mr. S:NELL. Mr. S'peaker, could we not 'have the resolution 
t read for information? 

The SPEAKER. The conference report has ·not been read, 
either. The Ohair thinks the motion to reconaider comes fust. 
t.rhe gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to reconsider the vote 

Whereas the honor and dignity of the Congress reqpire that the facts 
be immediately ascertained, to the end that such action as is essential 
for the Congress itself to take may be promptly taken : l'herefpre be it 

Resol,,;ecl, That a select committee of five Members of the House 
shall be appointed by the Speaker thereof whose duty it shall be to 
proceed forthwith to make an investigation of such allegation and 
ascertain- · 

(a) Whether said " two Members of Congress " so charged ar1t 
1\Iembers of the House of Representatives ; and 

(b) If so. to make such further investigation as may be essential 
to establish the truth or falsity of said allegation. 

·said committee shall have power to send for persons and papers 
and administer oaths J:lnd shall be permitted to sit during the sessions 
of the House and any recess thereof and at such place pr places as may 
be necessary to di charge the duties herein iinJ>osed. 

Ruolved further, That the Speaker is hereby authorized to issue 
subprenas to witnesses upon the request of the committee or any sub­
committee thereof at any time, including any recess of the Congress; 
and the -Sergeant at Arms is hereby empowered and directed to serv(') 
all subpomas and other processes put into his hands by said committee 
or any subcommittee thereof. 

,Resolved ,further, ~hat said committee shall report to the Rouse 
as promptly as pos ible the results of its inquiries together with i>Uch 

recommendations as it may deem .advisable. 

Mr. Cil~HlTON. l\1r. Speaker, I make the point of order on 
the resolution that the subject matter upon which this motion 
r~ts for its priYileged status has already been subject to action 
by the House and has been disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the reading of tlle 
resolution, but ·just looked at it, and while it was being read 
the Chair has been examining the prec~nts on the question ot 
which has the highest p-rivHege, such a motion or a conference 
report. 

Mr. GAllRETrl' of 'Tenne see. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
has made the point of order that it is not privileged at all, -no\Y 
Jet me say if it be privileged-and I think the Speaker indi­
cated it was--

The -SPEAKER. It seemed so to the Ohair. 
Mr. GAililETT of Tennessee. So fa1· as I run concerned· I 

am willing for it to go ov-er until to-mon-ow and have a vote 
upon it and give way to the other matter. 

Mr. ·s-TELL. I think it would 1be better. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. Would the gentleman be satisfied to 

ha·rn it referred to the Committee on 'Rules? 
'lUr. GARRETT of Tenne see. It has been before the Com­

mittee on ·Rules substantially. 
Mr. S~Ji}LL. That exact resolution has not been considered, I 

think, and I think it would be better for it to hold its status 
until to-morrow morning. 

Mr. GA.RRETT of Tenne see. I am willing to have it vot~d 
upon to-night. 'I am willing to give way upon the other propo­
sition and let the conference report be called up, but I did want 
the .question of prinlege determined. 

':rlle SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad to wait until 
to-morrow, but the Chair thinks it is privileged. 

Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Then, l\1r. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous ~onsent that its consideration may go over until 
to-morrow and come up immediately after the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. SNEDL. What will be the situation with reference to 
Oalendar Wedne day? 

Mr. LONGWORTH. May I suggest to the gentleman that 
ro-morrow is Calendar Wednesday, and it has been dispensed 
with a number of times--

J\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will let it go over until 
Thursday. 

lli. 1\IADDEN. Let us take a little surrny of Thursday. 
Mr. Speaker. I ubmit this to the consideration of the House: 
~he Committee on Appropriations has all its bills but two 
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ready. We have not had a calendar for five weeks,· and we 
came in here this morning expecting to go on with the de­
ficiency bill. There is a very large amount of money involved 
in the deficiency bill and over 100,000 claims. 

l\fr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I am perfectly willing to dis­
pose of it at once. I will be very glad to accommodate the 
gentleman. 

Mr. SNELL. Do I understand the gentleman's interests 
will be as well served if it goes over until Thursday? 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged proposition and--
Mr. GARRETT of 'l'ennessee. I am simply trying to call 

attention--
Mr. SNELL. The gentleman from Illinois, I think, will 

agree to that. 
· 1\:t:r. GARRF.TT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre­

vious question on the resolution. I am perfectly willing to 
agree with gentlemen about the matter. I am willing to agree­
does the Speaker rule that it could come up to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER. Yes; the Chair thinks so. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I am perfectly 

willing that it be disposed of to-morrow, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, without debate. 

Mr. LONGWORTH. The gentleman would be entitled to 
have an hour and can move the previous question. 

Mr. GARRETT of 'l'ennessee. As I say, I am willing for it 
to come up without debate. 

Mr. SNELL. Let us decide on that to-morrow. [Cries 1>f 
"Vote I"] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand whether an 
agreement had been reached or not. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, there has been 
no agreement reached. I will ask-it is not necessary to ask 
unanimous con ent. Mr. Speaker, I will simply give notice 
that to-morrow immediately after reading of the Journal I shall 
ask for the consideration of the resolution. 

INTERIOR DEP~RTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CRA~!TON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the Interior Department appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan calls up a 
conference report, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the conference report. 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
5078) malting appropriations for the Department of the Inte­
rior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1925, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conf.erence h~ve 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to then· respective 
Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 6, 
10 34 40, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, and 59. 

· Tha.'t the House recede from its disagreement to the amend­
ments of th~ Senate numbered 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 13, 21, 22, 24, 25, 
26J 28, 20, 30, 31, 32, 33, 37, 41, 42, 43, 45, 46, 48, 49, 50, 51, 61, 
and 62, and agree to the same. 

Aruendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its dis­
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment, amended to read as fol­
lows: "$9,000: Provided, That the four inspectors shall not re­
ceive per diem in lieu of subsistence for a longer period than 
30 uay at any one time at the seat of government " ; and the 
Senute agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 14: That the House recede from its dis­
agreement to thP, amendment of the Senate numbered 14, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 
"and each of said tribal attorneys: Provided further, That the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall dispense with the attorney 
for the Creek Tribe not la.ter than September 1, 1924, and the 
commissioner shall dispense with any other tribal attorneys at 
any time their services are no longer needed " ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede f1·om its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered. 20, . 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the sum named in said amendment, insert: " $7,500 " ; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 23 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 23, 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Restore 
the matter stricken out by said amendment, amended to read 

as follows: ": Provided, That except upon the individual, 
order of the Secretary of the Interior, no part of this appro­
priation shall be used for the support or education at said 
school of any native pupil brought from Alaska who enters 
after January 1, 1925 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 27: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 27. 
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed, insert: " $160,000 " ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. · 

Amendment ·numbered 35: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restor~ 

·the matter stricken out by said amendment, amended to read 
as follows: " : Provided furthm-, That no part of the money 
appropriated under this paragraph shall be expended for the 
development of electric power until the Secretary of the In­
terior shall have secured, subject to the. needs of the Boise 
project, a contract with the Gem irrigation district providing 
.for the purchase by that district, for a period to be determined 
by the Secr·etary of the Interior, of the electric power nece ary 
for the irrigation of the lands of said district: And provided, 
f1wt7zer, That the rates in such contract shall be sufficient to 
include interest at 5 per centum per annum on the co t of 
such power development, plus a reasonable depreciation on the 
power plant, as found by the Secretary of the Interior, and 
that the contract shall provide that before delivery of power 
in any sea on the district" shall furnish security satisfactory 
to the Secretary of the Interior to insure payment to the Gov­
ernment of the power charges for such season, and that such 
contract shall be entered into only in the event that the holders 
of not le s than 90 per centum of the face value of the bonded 
and warrant indebtedness of the district shall subordinate 
their claims to the obligations of the di trict to the Govern­
ment under such .eon tract: And provided further, That in the 
event power is furnished from the said power plant to more 
than one contractor, then the rate for power shall be fixed 
so that each such contractor, including said district, shall pay 
only its proper proportionate share of said interest and de­
preciation. as found by tbe Secretary of the Interior"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 44: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 44, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed in ert: " $1,706,482 " ; and the Senate agree 
to tl1e same. 

The committee of conference have not agreed on amend-
ments numbered 1, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 36, 38, 39, 47, 58, and 60. 

LQUI c. CllAMTON' 
FRANK MunPHY, 
c. D. CARTER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
REED SMOOT, 
CHAilLE CURTIS, 
WM. J. HARRIS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5078) making appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1925, and for other purpo es, submit the following state­
ment explaining the effect of the action agreed on by the cc-n­
ference committee and submitted in the accompanying confer-
ence report: · 

On No. 2 : Appropriates $77,000, as proposed by the House, 
instead of $80,000, as proposed by the Senate, for contingent 
expenses of the Department of the Interior. 

On No. 3: Permits the purchase of supplies and equipment 
or the procurement' of services in open market, without com­
pliance with sections 3709 and 3744 of tlle nevi ed Statutes, 
when the aggregate amount of the purchase or service does 
not exceed $100 in any instance, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of similar permission, as proposed by the House, when 
the aggregate amount of the purchases or the services does not 
exceed $100 in any month. 

On No. 4: Appropriates $9,000, instead of $6,000, as propo ed 
by the House, and $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, for tra-rn1 
and subsistence for four inspectors, and restores the language 
proposed by the House and stricken out by the Senate limiting 
to 20 days the period of time the inspectors may receive per 
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diem in lieu of subsistence while. on duty at the seat of govern­
ment. a:mended. so as to extend the time to 30 days. 

On No. 5: Approprlates $124,000f as proposed by the S(mate, 
instend of $110,000 as J;>Toposed by the H-0use, for salaries in 
the office of selidtor. 

On No. 6: App:ropriates $175,000, as p~oposed by the House, 
in tead: of $191,500, as proposed J.>.y the Senate, for offices of 
su1"Yeyors general. 

On No. 7: Appropriates $700,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $650,000, as proposed by the House, for surveying 
puhlic lantls. 

On Kos. 8, 9, and 10: Provides, as proposed by the Senate, 
fo-r the €onsoltdation of the offices of registers and receiv~rs at 
Harrison, Arlr:, and Clayton, N. Mex. ; and restores the House 
language, stricken out by the Senate, providing for such con­
solidation of the offices o.f register and receiver at Rapid 
City, S. Dak. 

On No. 11: Provi<les for one special Indian Servke imlpeetor, 
at $3,500 per annum, and foo.11 Indi.an Sernee inspectors, at 
$2,500 per annum each, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
five Indian Service Inspectors, at $2,500 peit annum eaeh, as 
1woposed by the House. 

On No. 12: Appropriates $56,000, as pro.posed by the Senate, 
instead o:I! $50,000, as proposed by the House, for surYey of 
Indian lands. 

On Nos. 13 and 14: Provides one attorney each for the 
Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Creek Tribes-, as propo3ed by the 
Senate, instead of a single attorney for all three of tbe tribes, 
a proposed by the Ilouse; authorizes expen~s for said attor­
neys in the sum of $1,uOO per annum each, instead of $1,000 per 
annum, as propo ed by the House, and instead of the Senate 
language providing that such expenses shall be determined and 
limited as now provided by law; and strikes out the language 
inserted by the Senate directing the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to dispense with the services of any of the attorneys at 
any time such seTvices are no longer needed, and inserts in 
lieu thereof language directing the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to dispense with the attorney for the Creek Tribe not 
later than September 1, 1924, and' to dispense with the services 
of any e>ther tribal attorneys when no longer needed. 

On No. 20: Fixes a maximum of $7,,500, instead of $5,000, as 
proposed by the House, and $10,000,, as proposed by the Senate, 
'Yhich may be expended for new constr11ction, withont express 
authorization, out of the appropriation for constructi.on, etc., 
of school buildings in the Indian Service. 

On No. 21: Appropriates $18,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $12,000, as proposed by the House, for genernl re­
pairs and improvements at Haskell Institute, Lawrence Kans., 
and makes the amount immediate~r available,, as proposed by 
the Senate. · 

On No. 22: Appropriates $15,000, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $10,000, as proposed by the House, fo1· general :re­
pairs and improvements for the Ohemawa Indian School at 
Salem, Oreg. 

On No. 23: Restores the language stricken out by the Senate 
amended so as to provide that, except upon the individual 
order of the Secretary of the Interior, no part of the appro­
priation for the Chemawa Indian Sehool at Saiem, Oreg., may 
be expended for the support or education of any native pupil 
brought from Ala.ska who enters after Janua:i.·y 1, 1925j instead 
of July 1, 1924, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 24: Corrects the total of the appropriation for Indian 
boarding schools so as to ~onform to fhe changes involved in 
the amendments of the Senate, ag1·eed to by the Honse con­
ferees, making the total $2,541,.000, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $2,530,000, as proposed by the House. 

On No. 25: Appropriates $3,000 out of n·ibal tan<IB, as pro­
posed. by the Senate, for employment of cmm el fo1· the Wichita 
and a1liliated bands- of Indians of Oklah.oma. 

On No. 26: Designates the appropriation for the Chectaw 
Indians of 1\1ississippi as being for " general support and civili­
zation" of such Indians, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
for "the relief of distress among" said Indians, a.s p:i,:.oposed 
by the House. 

On No. 27: Appropriates $!6~006- for expenses of ad'minis­
tration of the Fi've Civilized Tribes, instead of 150,000, aa pro­
po~ed by the House, and 165,000,.. as. proposed by the Seuate. 

On Nos. 28, 29, and 30: Appropriates out of tribal funds 
$110,()()(), as p1•oposE'd by the Senate, instead of $125,000. a~ pro­
posed by the Hou: e,. :fo1· support and civilizatio.n ef In«H-ans 
uooer th.e Klamath, Oreg., agertey; and provides, as provose-d 
by the Serrate, tflat $7,flOO thereof may be expended ~or con­
l!ltru tion upkeep,. ruid repair of lmildings :t10r admmi:strative 
purposes. 

Oh No. Sl: Appropriates out of tribal funds $75,000, as pro­
posed by the Senate, instead of $60,000, as p:roposed by the 
H-0use, for tlle construction at Redby, 1\-Iinn., of a sawmill and 
other buildings for the Red Lake Ba-nd of Chippewa Indfans in 
the State of Minnesota. 

On No. 32: Strikes out the language propo ed by the Bouse 
appropriating out of tribal funds- $8,000 for one-half the cost 
of constructing a bridge across the Washita River Within the 
Kiowa Indian Reservation, N. Mex. · 

On No. 33 : Appropriates $82,200, as proposed b1 th~ Senate, 
for the construetion of steel bridges across the Rio Grande 
within the Cochiti and San Juan Pueblo Indian grants, 
N. Mex. 

On No~ 34: Limits the appropriation of $250,000 for the con­
struction of a hydroelectric power plant at the siphon drop 
on the main canal o:f tbe Yuma irrigation project in the manner 
and in the language proposed by th~ House, in tead of as pro­
posed by the Senate. 

On No. 35: Inserts a substitute for the limitation inserted 
by the House and stricken out by the Senate upon tbe expendi­
ture of money for the development, in connection with the 
Boise project, Idaho~ of · electric power for sale to the Gem 
in~igation district, Idaho. 

On No. 37: Restricts expenditures on the so-~aUed Ameriean 
Fans Reservoir on the Minidoka project, Idaho, in the manner 
and in the. language proposed by the Senate instead of that 
pror>osed by the House. 

On No. 40: Appropriates $500,000 for topographic surveys, 
as proposed by the Rouse, instead of $540,711, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On Kos. 41 and 42 ~ Appropriates $333,722 for g.eologie sur­
\eys, a proposed by the Senate, in tead of $300,000, as pro­
po ed by the Bouse, and makes $15,000 of the um imme­
diately available for arsenic-bearing ores, a proposed by the 
Senate. 

On No. 43: Appuopriates $280,000, a.s ptoposed by the Senate, 
instead of $250,000, as proposed by· the Ho-nse, for examination 
and classificati-0n of lands. 

On No. 44: Corrects the total for the Geological SUl'vey so 
a to conform to tbe action of tbe conferees on the various 
amendments, making tbe figure $1,706,4S2r instead of· $1,642,760, 
as propo. ed by th-e House, and $1,747,193,. as pr.opo ed by the 
Senate. 

On Nos. 45 and 46: Appropriates $359,768, as praposed by th~ 
Sennte. in tead of $350,000, as :proposed by the House, for 
in'lestigations as to the cau es of mine· exp.lesion . 

On Ko. 48: Appropriates $78,000, a proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $63,000, as proposed by the Hom~e, for Hot Springs 
National Pa-rk, Ark~, including, as proposed by the Senate, 
$18,000 for construction of physical irnpl'overnents, of which 
$15,000 is made available for sewer construction to connect 
with ·ewer system of city of Hot Springs. 

On Nos. 49 and 50: Appropriates $336,800, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead ot $330,000, as propo ed by the House, for ad­
ministration, protection, and maintenanee of Yell<>wstone- Na­
tional Park, Wyo. 

On NO'. 51: Appropriat~ $20,750, as proposed by th.e Senate, 
instead of $15, 150, as proposed by the House, for administra­
tion, etc., of national m<>numents, and makes immediatelY. 
a'Vailable, as proposed by the Senate, $5,000 thereof for con­
struction of phSsical impro\tements of Ca-rlsbad Cave National 
Monument. · 

On Nos. 52 and 53": Ap:r;>rovTiates $1GO,OOO~ as proposed by 
the House, instead of $153',000, as proposed oy the Senate, for 
care of insane in Alaska, and limits the annual per capita cost 
of such JTu'lhrtenance to $000, as proposed by the House, in~ 
stead of ~624, as proposed I>y the Senate. 

On No. 54: Appropriates $1,000,000, as prnposed by the 
Roa ·e, instead of $1,250,000, as proposed by the Senate, for 
ruaintenance and operation ot railways in Alaska. 

On No. 50: Appropdates $25,000, us proposed by the House, 
instead of $5<>,000, as proposed by the Senate, for mainte­
nance and operation of river steamers on the Yukon River, 
Ala~ka. 

On Nos. 56 and 57 :- Approprtates $7,000, as proposed by the 
House, instea.d of $10,000, as proposed by the Senate, for the 
salary of the Governor of Bawaii. 

On No. 59 : Strikes out the Senate language appropriating 
f<Yr HO\\artl. l'Jnfversity $370,600 for adu.Jtions to medical sehool 
building and $13t>,OOO fo'r eQulpment therefo.r-. 

On· Nos. 6I a:nd' 6Z: Appropriates $S9,00t>, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of' $80,060, a.s- proposed l'>y- the Honse, for per­
sonal services for Freedmen's Hospital 
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The committee of conference baYe not agreed upon the fol­
lowing amendments of tbe Senate: 

On No. 1 : RelaUng to the purchase of newspapers by the 
Department of tbe Interior. 

On Nos. 15 and 16: Relating to the appropriation for irriga­
tion on tbe Flathead Indian Reservation, Mont. 

On No. 17: Relating to tbe appropriation for irrigation on 
tbe Fort Peck Indian Reservation in Montana. 

On Nos. 18 and 19: Relating to the appropriation for irriga-
tion on the Blackfeet Indian Reservation, Mont. · 

On No. 36: Relating to the appropriation for the Minidoka 
irrigation project, Idaho. , 

On No. 38: Relating to the appropriation ,for the Newlands 
irrigation project, Nevada. 

On No. 39: The total for Reclamation Bureau. 
On No. 47: Relating to tbe purchase of Bright Angel Toll 

Road and Trail, Grand Canyon National Park, Ariz. 
On Nos. 58 and 60: Relating to the appropriations for How­

ard University. 
Loms c. CRAMTON, 
FRA K MURPHY, 
C. D. CARTER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

1\Ir. CRAMTON. 1\lr. Speaker, at this time I shall not take 
any long time in presenting the report beyond any questions 
that may be asked me. I may say this: That the \>ill when it 
was reported to the House carried $261,727,965, anti the report 
of the conferees that is now before you, and the further action 
which the House conferees will further recommend, if con­
curred in by the House and ultimately by the Senate, will only 
produce a bill of 262,565,455 outside of the tribal funds, or a 
net increase of the bill above the figure reported to the House 
of about $800,000. Of that increase a round $600,000 comes 
from the reclamation fund, a revolving fund, which is set apart 
from other purposes. So from the general funds of the Treas­
ury the increase of the bill, as we hope to have it when we 
finally get it through the conference, would be about a quarter 
of a million dollars' increase on the $261,000,000. 

Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. BYRNS of Tenn.es ee. The gentleman referred to the 

amount of the bill as reported to the House. Just what did it 
carry when it left the House? 

Mr. CRAMTON. It carried only a little less than $20,000 
more than when it was reported by the committee. I quote the 
figure as it left the committee, because that is what the com­
mittee had approved at that time. 

l\fr. BYRNS of Tennessee. I was under the impression that 
it carried more, because I recall that they put in $253,000 for 
land offices. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes; but some reductions were made that 
offset that. 

l\Ir. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. CRAMTON. Yes. 
Mr. FRENCH. Amendment No. 37 contains one subdivision, 

No. 3, which requires the American Falls. Reservoir district 
and the Empire irrigation district, in respect to a certain con­
tract-article 46--to rescind or eliminate that part of the con­
tract before the Government will proceed. That part of the con­
tract is a part that guarantees to this district the right to par­
ticipate in any additional storage which might be dernloped if 
additional storage shall be provided for in that reservoir. It is 
my understanding that in all irrigation districts where addi­
tional storage has . been provided and which is supplied by the 
reservoir they shared in the additional storage, and the contract 
merely recites that which now is the policy of the department. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. CRAMTON. The language in question is a modification 
by the Senate of language that was inserted on the floor of the 
House, on my amendment, and covers conditions precedent to 
any further use of money on the American Falls Reservoir con­
struction. Section 46 of the contract, as to the private dis­
tricts, as it stands is a very ambiguous section. In the first 
clause it says that these private districts-the Shepherd dis­
trict and the others-shall not have any preferential rights to 
partake in the enlargement of the reservoir. The other part of 
section 46 says they shall have. 

Personally I have felt that it is the natural thing that an 
existing proj~t that has participated in the construction of 
the reservoir should have consideration when there comes an 
enlargement of the reservoir and an increase of water. But I 

have a deep-rooted objection to t:ring the hands of the Govern· 
ment perpetually. But I trust that when the time does com~ 
when there is an enlargement the authorities at that time will 
treat the existing districts fairly, and the elimination of that 
part of section 46 in this bill does not foreclose proper recog· 
nition of the existing districts when that enlargement is made 
and is not intended to foreclose such consideration; but it 
is to save the Government from the perpetual lien upon sucll 
enlargement in favor of the existing districts. 

Mr. FRENCH. And you would want these two districts to 
simply have the same policy applied to them as is applied to 
other districts? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I trust that when the time comes that they 
will have proper consideration, and in view of the fact tha{ 
they are populated, while the public lands are not, I presume 
they will always be in a position to secure proper con· ' 
s1deration. 

Mr. Speaker, I will ask unanimous consent to extend my re­
marks in the RECORD with reference to this particular item in 
the report. It is understood that payments by the private. · 
districts under the text of the bill shall cover the advances 1 
heretofore made and interest thereon as indicated by this 
computation by the service. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani­
mous consent to extend his remarks in the manner indicated. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CRAMTON. l\lr. Speaker, under leave to extend my re­

marks in the RECORD on the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
5078) making appropriations for the Department of the Interior 
for the fi cal year ending June 30, 1925, and so forth, I incluue 
-the following letter : 

DEPABTMENT OB' THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF RECLAMATIO~, 

OFFICE OF THl'J COMMISSIONER, 
Wasllington, February 1S, 1924. 

Ho~. Louis C. CR.H:ITON, 
House of Repre.~entatiVP.8. 

MY DEAR MR. CnAMTO!Q' : Reference is again made to your letter of 
February 1 concerning expenditures on the .American Falls develop­
ment under the Minidoka Federal irrigation project in Idaho, alld 
there are inclosed four tables as follows : 

1. Status of allotment for fiscal year 1924. 
2 . .Allocation of expenditures by Government. 
3. Summary of Table 2. 
4. Interest on payments due under article 43 of contract. 
'.l.'o secure a more accurate result, in Table 2 we have made compu­

tations on a monthly instead of a quarterly basis, which we assume 
will be satisfactory to you. 

Table 3 contains, in addition to a summary of Table 2, an allocation 
of estimated expenditures from January 1 to March 31, 1924. 

I trust these inclosures will give you the information you desire. 
If they do not do so, will you kindly advise. 

Very truly yours, 
D. W. DAVIS, Oommissioner. 

TABLE 1.-Btatus of allotment, fiscal vem· 1924, .A.met .. ican Fans develop­
ment. 

Allotment fiscal year 1924---------------------------- $435, 500. 00 
Disbursements to December 31, 1923------------------- 60, 81. 24 

374,618.76 
Contract liabilities--------------------------------- 74, 133. 29 

Balance ____________ ___________ _______________ 300,485.47 

[NoTE.-Since December 31, 1923, the following contracts have been 
negotiated. .All of these contracts have been fully e.."\'.ecuted and ap­
proved with the exception of three. The contract with the Colorauo · 
Fuel & Iron Co. is with the company for execution. The contract with 
the Wheelwright Co. is being prepared in the field for transmittal to the 
company for execution. The contract with the Oregon Short Line 
R. R. Co. bas been executed and is with the Secretary for final ap­
proval.] 

The Colorado Fuel & Iron Co., Denver, Colo., (cast-iron 
pipe and specials)---------------------------------- $15,494.77 

.American Wood Pipe Co., Tacoma, Wash. (fir water pipe)_ 19, 716. Q() 
D. C. Dunbar Co., Salt Lake City, Utah (fire hydrants, 

valves, and valve boxes)----------------------..------ 3, 957. 00 
Chris Adolf (hauling gravel)-------------------------- 7, 200. 00 
Mrs. Jennie Roters (land purchase)____________________ 12, 500. 00 

1 

T~~s~r~tf!~t;J;-_~::_~e_n_: __ ~~-~-~~~~~~~-c~~~-~-a_t~~ 1s, 000. oo , 
Denver Instrument Co., Denver. Colo___________________ 61. 50 , 
Continental Oil Co.l... .American Falls, Idaho______________ 150. 00 
Oregon Short Line .tt. R. Co. (moving tracks) ____________ 200, 000. 00 

Total----------------------------------------• 277,079.27 
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TABLE 2.-A.merican Falls Reservoir (1,0I,0,000 acre-feet oopacity), showing net coBt and accrued interest to December 31, 1923. 

[NOTE: For convenience of computation, columns showing cost figures are cumulative, while interest figures are otherwise.] 

Revenues .American Falls 

I 
Empire irrigation Snake River New Sweden Milner low lift 

Gross cost and for- reservoir district, district, 110,000 irrigation district, irrigation district, irrigation district, 
feited 300,000 acre-feet. acre-feet. 20,000 acre-feet. 25,000 acre-feet. 20,000 acre-feet. 

Month. reservoir payments Net cost. and 
town site. 10 cents 

per Portion of Accrued Portion of Accrued Portion of Accrued Portion of Accrued Portion of Accrued 
acre-foot. net cost. interest. net cost. interest. net cost. interest. net cost. interest. net cost. interest. 

1920. 
Aug.31. •.... S2,457. 68 ............... $2, 457. 68 $708. 95 S3. 55 $259. 95 Sl.30 $47. 26 to. 23 $59. 08 $0.30 $47. 26 $0. 23 
Sept.. 30 ...... 6, 516. 75 .............. 6, 516. 75 1,879. 84 9. 4-0 689. 27 3.45 12,'i. 32 .63 156. 65 . 78 125. 32 .63 
{)ct. 31. . - . - - - 12, 329. 65 .................. 12,329. 65 3,556. 63 17. 78 1,30-!.10 6. 52 237.11 1.19 296. 38 1. 48 237.11 1.19 
Nov. 30 .••... 26, 578. 08 .. ................ 26, 578. 08 7,665. 75 38.33 2,811.14 14.06 511.12 2.56 638. 90 3.19 511.12 2.56 
Dec. 31.. ..... 42,291. 49 i9,927.00 32,364. 49 9,335. 91 46.68 3,423.17 17.12 622. 39 3.11 778.00 3.89 622. 39 3.11 

1921. 
Jan. 31. ...•.. 89,885.69 9, 927.00 79,958.69 23,065.00 115. 33 8,457.17 42.29 1,537.67 7.69 1, 922.08 9.61 1, 537.67 7.69 
Feb. 28 .••.••. 173, 763. 63 9, 927.00 163, 836.63 47,260. 58 235.30 17,328.87 86.64 3,150. 70 15.75 3,938.ffl 19.69 3,150. 70 15. 75 
Mar. 31.. .••.• 205',153. 95 9,927.00 195,226. 95 66,315.47 281.58 20,649.00 103. 25 3, 75-1.36 18. 77 4,692. 96 23.46 3, 754.36 18. 77 
Apr.30 .....•. 242,017.33 9, 927.00 232,090.33 66, 9±9.12 334. 75 24,&18.02 122. 74 4,463. 28 22.32 5,579.09 27.90 4, 463. 28 22.32 
May 31. ••.•.. 295,423.13 9, 927.00 286,493.13 82,643.11 413. 22 30,302.48 151. 51 5,509.M 27.55 6,886. 93 34.43 5,509. 54 27.55 
June30 ..••••• 410,011. 79 11, 198. 64 4-08,813.15 117, 926. 88 589. 64 43,239. 85 216. 20 7, 861. 79 89.31 9, 827. 24 49.14 7, 861. 79 39.31 
July 31.. •.... 441, 716. 08 11,827.00 429,889. 68 124 006. 63 620. 03 45,469.10 227.35 8,267.11 41.34 10,333. 89 bl .67 8,267.11 41.34 
Aug. 31. •.... 454,897. 27 12, 427.00 442, 470. 27. 127,635. 65 638. 18 48, 799. 75 234.00 8, 509.05 42.55 10,636. 30 53.18 8,509.05 42.55 
Sept. 30 ...... 462, 174. 98 15, 527. 00 446, 647. 98 128, 84-0. 76 644. 20 47, 241.61 236. 21 8, 589.38 42.95 IO, 736. 75 53.68 8,589.38 42.95 
Oct. 31. ..••.. 473,433.09 16,327. 00 457, 105.09 131,857. 52 659,29 48,347. 76 24l. 74 8, 790. 50 43.95 10, 988.13 54.9± 8, 790. 50 43.95 
Nov. 30 ••.... 483, 767.31 17 127.00 466, 64-0. 31 134, 607. 77 673. 04 49, 355.18 246. 78 8, 973. 85 44.87 11, 217. 31 56.09 8,973. 85 44.87 
Dec. 31.. •.•.. 499,574. 24 17, 971. 00 481,603. 24 138, 924. 02 684.62 50, 938. 80 254. 69 9,26L60 46.31 11, 577. 00 57.89 9, 261. 60 46.31 

1922. 
Jan. 31. ....•• 509, 371. 28 18,595. 57 490, 775. 71 141,569.92 707.85 51,908.97 259.54 9,438.00 47.19 11, 797.48 58.99 9,438.00 47.19 
Feb. 28 ...•.•• 517, 431. 68 19,468.64 494,963.04 142, 777.80 713.89 52,351.86 261. 75 9, 518.52 47.59 11, 898.15 59.49 9, 518. 52 47.59 
Mar. 31.. .•••. 54-0, 194. 61 20,477.64 619, 716.97 149,918. 64 749. 59 54,970.17 274.85 9,99±.58 49.97 12,403. 22 62.47 9,994. 58 49.97 
Apr. 30 ....... 544, 478.94 20,684.. 93 523, 794.01 151, 004. 42 755.05 55,401. 29 277.06 10,072. 96 W.36 12,591. 20 62.96 10,072.96 50. 36 
May31. .••••• 551, 180. 69 21, 416. 48 529, 764. 21 152,816.60 764. 08 56,032. 75 280.16 10, 187. 77 50.94 12, 734. 72 63.67 10,187. 77 50.94 
June30 .•••.• 556,584.57 21,983.00 535,071.57 154,347.57 771. 74 56,594.10 282. 97 10,289.84 51.45 12,862.30 64.31 10,289.84 51.45 
July 31. ··---- 560, 150. 77 22, 549.00 537,601. 77 155,077.43 775.39 56,861. 72 284. 31 10,338. 50 51. 69 12,923.12 64.62 10,338. 50 51.69 
Aug. 31. .•••. 562,239. 05 23, 115.00 539, 124. 05 155, 516. 55 777.58 57,022. 74 285.11 10,367. 77 51.84 12,959. 71 64.80 10,367. 77 51.84 
Sept. 30 .•••• • 563,960.44 23,681. 00 540,279.44 155,849.84 779.25 57,144. 94 285. 72 10,389.99 51.95 12,987. 49 64.94 10,389. 99 51.95 
Oct. 31.. _____ 566,080. 70 24,247.00 641,833. 70 156, 298.17 781.49 57,309.33 286. 55 10,419.88 52.10 13,024.84 65.12 10,419. 88 (1) 
Nov. 30 .••••. 568,912.11 24,813.00 544,099.11 156,951.67 784. 76 57,548.94 287. 75 10,463.44 52.32 13,079. 31 65.4-0 10,463. 44 ............. 
Dec. 31.. ••••. 573,514. 59 25,378.00 548,136.59 158,116.32 790.58 57,975.99 289.88 10,541.09 52. 75 13,176. 36 65.88 10,5-11.09 ............. 

1923. 
Jan. 31. ..•••• 576,405.04 26,327.00 554,078.04 159,830. IO 799.15 58,001.41 293.02 10,655.35 53.28 13, 319.18 66.60 10,655. 35 ................ 
Feb. 28 •.••••• 579,436. 62 27,627.00 551,808.62 159, 175. 56 795.88 58,364. 37 291.82 10, 611. 70 53.06 13, 2G4. 63 66.32 10,611. 70 .................. 
Mar. 31 ..••••. 582,295. 70 29,027.00 553,268. 70 169,596. 76 797.98 58,518. 51 292.59 10,639. 78 53.20 13, 299. 73 66.50 10,639. 78 .................. 
Apr. 30 ...•... 585,395.11 31, 277. 00 5.34, 118.11 159, 841. 75 799. 21 58,608.&! 293. 04 10,656.12 53.28 13,320.15 66.60 10, 656.12 .................. 
May 31. •••••. 588,643. 08 34,277. 00 5[;4,366. 08 159, 913. 29 799. 57 58,634.87 293.17 10, 660.89 53.30 13,326.11 (2) 10,660. 89 ................. 
June 30 ...••. 1, 876, 804. 63 37, 277. 00 1, 839, 527. 63 530,632. 97 2,653.16 194,565. 42 972. 2 35, 375. 53 176.88 44, 219. 41 ................ 35,375. 53 ............. 
July 31.. ••••. 1, 881, 355. 22 40,527. ()() 1;840, 828. 22 531, 008.14 2,655.04 194, 702.98 973. 51 35,403.54 177.00 44,250.6.~ ................. 35,400.54 .. ................. 
Aug. 31. •••.. I, 885, 264. 64 44, 127. 00 1,841, 1~7.64 531, 097. 40 2,SM.49 194, 735. 71 973.68 35, 405. 49 177. 03 44,258.12 ................... 35, 400.49 .................. 
Sept. 30 .•••.. 1, 914, 497. 18 47,527.00 1, 866, 970. 18 538,549.09 2,692. 75 197, 468. 00 987. 34 35, 903.27 (3) 44,879. 00 .............. 35, 903.27 ................. 
Oct. 31. .•.••. 1, 919, 186. 54 50, 914.55 1, 868, 271. 99 538, 924. 61 2,694.62 197,605.69 988.03 35,928.31 ...................... 44, 910.38 .................... 35, 928.31 • •••c• .... • • 

Nov. 30 .••••. 1, 933, 715. 60 53, 721. 04 1, 880, 004. 56 542,30J.01 2, 711. 54 198,846.64 994. 2.J 36, 15'3. 93 .............. 45, 192. 42 36, 15:3. 93 .. ............... 
Dec. 31.. ••••• I, 955, 656. 32 57,373. 77 I, 898, 302. 55 547, 587.27 2, 737.93 200, 782.00 1, 003. 91 36,505.82 .................. 45,632.27 . .............. 36,505.82 ..................... 

Total .. 1, 955, 656. 32 I 57, 373. 7711· 898, 302. 55 547,587. 27 37,949. 49 200,782.00 13,918. 661 36", 505.82 1,808.26 45,632.27 1,529. 99 36,505.82 854. 00 

i Second payment made October 22. 2 Second payment made May, 1923. •Second payment made September, 1923. 

TABLE 3.-Ame1'ica-n Falls-Jfiiiidoka project, Idaho. 

Gross cost ot American Fulls to D ecember 31, 1923 ____ $1, 955, 656. 32 
Miscellaneous revenues, including 10 cents per acre-foot 

payments forfeited------------------------------- 57, 353. 77 

Net cost to December 31, 1923______________ 1, 898, 302. 55 

The following gives the portions of the net cost chargeable to the 
cooperating districts, assuming 1,040,000 acre-feet as the capacity of 
the reservoir : 

Accrued 
interest 

Portion of Amount at 6per 
District. net cost. paid. Balance. cent under 

article No 
43 of con-

tract. 

American Falls, 300/1040 ...•.•••.•.•. $547, 587. 27 $14,325 $533, 262. 27 $37, 949. 49 
Em~ir1i 110/1040 ..............•.••... 200, 782. 00 0 200, 782. 00 13, 918. 66 
Sna e iver, 20/1040 ...•••••••••••... 36,505. 82 102,000 165,494.18 1,808. 26 
New Sweden, 25/1040 .•••••••.•.••.•. 45,632. 27 127,500 181,867. 73 1,529. 99 
Milner low lift, 20/1040 ...•••.•••••••. 36,505. 82 152,000 1115, 494. 18 854. 06 

Total, 475/1040 .....•.....••••.. 867,013.18 395, 825 471, 188.18 56,060. 46 

1Credit. 

Using $150,000 as the estimated cost for the period January 1 to 
March 31, 1924, the following amounts would be the additional por­
tions - due from the districts : 
American Falls district, 300/1040 ______________________ $43, 269. 24 
Empire district, 110/ 1040_____________________________ 15, 865. 39 
Snake River district, 20/1040 __________ paid in advance__ 0 
New Sweden district, 25/1040 ____________________ do____ 0 
Milner low lift district, 20/1040 __________________ dO---- 0 

Total--------~-----------------------------~-- 59,134.64 

TABLE 4.-B1ireau of ReclCL1nation--American Falls Reservoir.1 

(Interest at 10 per cent under article No. 43 of contract.) 

ON FffiST PAYMENT OF 10 CENTS PER AMERICAN FALLS. 

Paid. 
Districts. Date due. .A.mount. B~~~-ce Interest. 

Date. Amount. 

-------1-------r-----1----------------
American Falls.. June 15, 1923 

~:i!~~iii~0~::::: · Nov~0i.5;i920-
New Sweden ...• Nov. 12,1923 
Milner low lift. ....... do ••.••••• 

sao, ooo <'> S14, 325 s1s, 675 i854. 60 
11,000 ··•··•···• ····-····· 11,000 600.00 
2,000 Oct. 20 2,000 .••....•..••.....•• 
2,500 ... do..... 2,500 ..•.....•..•......• 
2,000 ••• do..... 2,000 .••.......••....... 

i--,-7-,500--
1 

20,825 ~1 l,454.60 

ON SECOND PAYMENT OF $2 PER AMERICAN FALLS. 

American Falls.. Sept. 17, 1923 '600, 000 •.• :· •.......•.•.••.. $600. 000 S17, 260. 00 
Empire.......... Sept. 24, 1923 220, 000 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 220, 000 b, 846. 60 
Snake River..... Sept. 171 1923 40, 000 Sept. 23 $100, 000 .......•..•.•.....• 
New Sweden .•....... do........ 50, 000 MSeapyt. 2322 112550,, 000000 _· -. -. -. -_ •• -. ·. ·. ·• -. ·• -. -- -- -. -. -. --Milner low llit ........ do........ 4-0, 000 

950, 000 .•• -• - • - - . 375, 000 820, 000 , 23, 106. 60 

i Letter of June 15, 1923, from the American Falls Reservoir district to the 
Secretary provides that no demands shall be made upon the district under the said 
contract until the Indian lands are secured and that the district shall not be con­
sidered as being delinquent in any of the payments referred to in contract. At the 
time this letter was approved lt was understood that all of the other cooperative 
contractors should be given the same privilege. 

scredit. 



• 

~000 CONGRESSIONAL REOORD--HOUSE. }fARCH 11, 

Tile SPEAKER. 'The question is on agreeing to the confer­
~nce report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
1.IESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 

A message in ·writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
Latta one of his secretaries, who also informed the House 

'of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

On March 10: 
H. R. 4121. An act to extend the provisions of certain laws 

I to the Territory of Ha wail. 
On March 11 : 
H. R. 584. .An act to authorize the county of Multnomah. 

Oreg., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and ap­
proaches thereto across the Willamette River, in the city of 
Portland. Oreg., in the vicinlty of present site of Sellwood 

•Ferry; 
H. R. '3265~ An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 

between the Boroughs of Brooklyn and Queens, in the city and 
State of New York; 

H. R. 3681. An act to authorize the building of a bridge 
across the Waccamaw River in South Carolina; 

H. R. 4807. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
1 State IDghway Commission of Louisiana to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across West Pearl River in the State of 
Louisiana; and · 

H. R. 4808. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
constructi-0n, maintenance, and operation of a bridge across 
the Pearl River between St. Tammany Parish in Louisiana and 
Hnncock County in :Mississippi. 
EN.ROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

l\lr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

II. R. 3444. An act for the relief of certain nations or tribes 
of Indians in Montana, Idaho, and Washington; 

H. R. 4577. An act providing for the examination and survey 
of Mill Cut and Clubfoot Creek, N. C. ; and 

H. R. 5557 . .An act to authorize the ettlement of tbe indebted­
ness of the Republic of .Finland to tile United States of .America. · 
PRESIDENT'S MESSAGE-INCOME-TAX REDUCTION ( S. DOC. NO. 63). 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President· of the United States, which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means:. 
To tile Oongress of the United States: · 

It had been my earnest hope that a 25 per cent reduction in 
taxes to be paid for the current year might be provided by law 
before the 15th of l\farch current. l\fany people ha·rn been ex­
pecting that such would be the ease and deferred their tax 
returns accordingly. It is a matter of such imminent im­
portance that I have no hesitation in recommending that the 
public welfare would be much advanced by temporarily laying 
aside all other legislation and enacting a resolution for this 
purpose, which ought to be by unanimous consent. Tbe tax­
payers, the business interests, agriculture, industry, finance; in 
fact, all tbe elements that go to make up the economic welfare 
of the people of .America would be greatly benefited by sucll 
action. It would remove an .element of uncertainty from the 
current financial year at once, which would be a strong stimu­
lant to business with Us resultant benefit to the wage earner 
and the agriculture of our country. It is impossible to see that 
any harm could accrue from this action, and there is every 
prospect of resulting benefits which would be very great. It 
would be a positive step in the right direction, which is much 

•needed at this time to justify the confidence of the people that 
. the Government is intent solely on the promotion of the. pn&lic 

welfare without regard to any collateral objects. 
' CAL VIN COOLIDGE. 

THE WmTE HousE, Marcl"i 11, 1924. 
LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. ALMON, by unanimous consent, was granted leave o! 
j absence. for the remainder of the week, on account of official 
1 business .. 

J:NTERJ:OR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. -ORAMTON. Mr. Speaker, there are cei'tain amendments I which have not yet been acted upon by the Honse. 
The SPEAKiiJR. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

1 Mr. RAh"lDR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman does not intend to 

I dispose of these amendments to-night, does he? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Those on which there is no serious contro­

l ye!:SY· There ls a group of three amendments !n .Mon.tana 

whlch I do riot desire to dispose of to-night, because I ha-rn an 
understanding with respect to them with Members interested. 
There Is also an amendment in regard to Howard University. 

l\Ir. RAKER. Theoo is no controversy as to that. 
The Cle.I:k i-ead as follows : 
Senate amendment No. 1 : Page 3, line 25, after the word " omees, .. 

insert the following: .. not exceedjng $460 for the purchase of news­
papers, notwithstanding the provisions ot section 192 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States." 

Mr. CR.Al\fTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede 
and concur. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman .from l\lichigan moves that 
the House recede and concur. The question is on agreeing to 
that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CR.Al\ITON. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Spenker, that 

amendments 15, 16, 17, 18, and 19, or amendments 15 to 19, 
inclusive, may be passed over for the _present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Miehigan asks unani­
mous consent that amendments 15 to 19, inclusive, may be 
passed o'ler for the pre ent. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next Senate 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Senate amendment No. 36: Page 70, line 6, strike out "$380,000" 

and in~rt " $1,045,000." 

1\Ir. ORilITON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re­
cede and concur. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from l\lichigan moves that 
the House recede and concur. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk ,read as follows: 
Amendment on page 73, line 12 : Strike out the .figures " $155,000 " 

snd in ert in lieu thereof " $400,000, of which amount $245,000 shall 
be used for drainage purpo s when the water users QJ'. the Truckee­
Car on irrigation district ba>e voted for n contract binding tllem elves 
to reimburse the Federal Government for the cost thereof." 

l\Ir. RICHARDS. 1''ill the gentleman from Michigan yield? 
l\lr. CR.Al\1TON. I will. 
l\lr. RICHARDS. I note, according to the Senate amend­

ment, that the appropriation has been increased to the original 
Budget figures. Is that correct? 

l\fr. CRAMTON. Yes. The Senate proposes the restoration 
of the Budget :figures, but for a different purpose. 

Mr. RICH.ARDS. And the language added, to my wny of 
thinking, is partially in compllimce with the idea suggeste<l by 
the chairman in the original committee hearings. 

l\Ir. CRil1TON. Yes. It has seemed to me, in view of recent 
controyersies, that herea.fte1·, whenever there is an extension 
to an irrigation project which involves increase in cost, the 
Government should not proceed with such expenditure until 
the district to be benefited clearly commits itself to that propo­
sition; and that is the purpose of the further language. I may 
add that the Reclamation Service has suggested some modifica­
tion which I think should have C'onsideration by the conferees 
if they should conclude to accept the amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDS. May I ask the chairman this question: 
If recommitted to ccmfel'enee, does he think the House Mem­
bers will go into conference with an open mind and give this 
matter proper consideration? 

l\lr. CR.Al\!T@. Tbe gentleman is well aware that he him­
self, Mr. Vincell, a repre entative of the district, and the 
Reclamation Service have h·ongly indorsed this item. Ot 
course, I would not want to commit the Honse conferees at 
this time, but I will say to the gentleman that we have open 
minds and will give it careful consideration when it goes back 
to conference. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further insist on its 
disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from l\ficl'ligan moves that 
the House further insist on its disagreement. 

The meti<:>n was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

.Amendment No. 39, page 76, line 12: Strike out " $9,946,000 " and 
tnse·rt in lieu there<>f " $10,156,000~" 

l\Ir. ORAJUTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House fmther 
insist upon its disagreement to that amendment. It is simply 
a total which is dependent upon the dispvsition of the prlor 
!l~endme!!._t:_ _ 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moves that 

the House further insist upon its disagreement. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment No. 47 : Page 87, line 24, strike out " For the purchase 

of the Bright .Angel Toll Road and Trail within the Grand Canyon 
National Park, Ariz., as contemplated by the 'Act to establish the 
Grand Canyon National Park in the State of Arizona,' approved Feb­
ruary 26, 1919, $100,000, to be available until expended for payment 
to the county of Coconino, State of Arizona, for the construction, under 
the supervision of the National Park Service, of a road from Maine, 
Ariz., to the south boundary of the Grand Canyon National Park: 
Provided, That no part of such sum shall be expended until after the 
delivery of a good and sufficient deed by the proper authorities of said 
county conveying to the United States full and complete title to the 
said Bright Angel Toll Road and Trail, and acceptance thereof by the 
Secretary of the Interior." 

l\1r. CRA1\1TON. Mr. Speaker, I offer a motion which I send 
to the Clerk's desk. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan offers a mo­
tion, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk r~ad as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate 

amendment No. 47, and concur therein with an amendment as 
follows: 

In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment 
insert: "For the construction of trails within the Grand Canyon 
National Park, $100,000, to be immediately available and to remain 
available until expended : Provided, That said sum may be used by the 
Secretary of the Interior for the purchase from the County of Coconino, 
.Ariz., of the Bright Angel toll road and trail within said park, under 
such ·terms and conditions as he may deem proper, and the Secretary 
of the Interior is authorized to construct an approach road from the 
National Old Trails Highway to the south boundary of said park." 

Mr. CRAl\ITON. l\lr. Speaker, with reference to that amend­
ment, I will only take time at this time to state that the effect 
of the language is to broaden the scope of the item, but con­
tinuing the same amount 'Vhile the former language was re­
stricted to the purcha e of an existing trail, this gives authority 
either to purchase or to build. In connection with that the 
conferees had before them a letter from one RALPH H. CAM.­
ERON, setting forth certain statements with reference to Bright 
Angel Trail, which reads as follows: 

l\IARCH 5, 1!)2-l. 

In re item appropriating $100,000 for the purchase Qf the Bright Angel 
Trail, Grand Canyon National Park. 

Hon. REED SMOOT, 
Ohairman Senate Conferees on H. R. 5018, 

U1iited States Se1iate, Wasl!i11gton, D. O. 
MY DNAR SENATOR : Section 2418, Revised Statutes of Arizona 

(1913), providing for the jurisdiction and powers of the board of super­
visors, sub. 10, provides that the board shall have power to "sell at 
public auction at the courthouse door, after 30 days' previous notice 
given by publication in a newspaper in the county, ancl convey to 
the highest bidder for cash any property, real or personal, belonging 
to the county, paying the proceeds into the county treasury for the 
use of the county. The item referred to in the bill provides that the 
said sum of $100,000, if appropriated, " to be available until · expended 
for payment to the county of Coconino, State of Arizona, for the con­
struction, under the supe.rvision of the National Park Service, of a 
road from Maine, Ariz., to the south boundary of the Grand Canyon 
National Park," etc. It will be seen, therefore, that "l:he proposed 
item of $100,000, if appropriated, will not be paid over to the county 
of Coconino and deposited in the county treasury. In other words, 
the consideration proposed to the county of Coconino for this toll road 
or trail is a r emote promise to expend $100,000 on a road almost 
wholly within forest areas. 

Senator .ASHURST in his remarks on this item on February 25, 1924, 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 3053, says : 

" In other words, the $100,000 to be appropriated is not to be 
paid into the treasury of the county to become cash asset-s of the 
county ; the $100,000 will be expended, I repeat, under the super­
vision of the National Park Service for the construction of a road 
some 62 or 63 miles in length to the national park from the grand 
artery of auto traffic, the Santa Fe Trail, to the Grand Canyon." 

Under the statutes of Arizona, before the board of supervisors can 
sell real property-for instance, a road or trail-the same must, under 
appropriate proceedings, be declared of no longer a public use, be con­
demned, and then sold. According to the figures of the Department of 
the Interior, from October, 1922, to September 20, 1923, the number 
of persons who used this trail were 7,130, and the net source of 
revenue from such use to the county was some $4,000. Can it be 
said, therefore, that this trail has no public use in order to come 

within the statute for condemnation? It is a question in my mind, 
should the board of supervisors of Coconino County transfer this toll 
road and trail contrary to the statute, and in doing so not receive 
and place in the treasury of the county the consideration therefor, 
whether they would not be liable to indictment. 

It has been stated that I have an interest in certain mining claims 
within the Grand Canyon National Park which have been the subject of 
litigation. I reiterate that I have not at the present time, and have 
not had for many years prior to the date of the creation of the Grand 
Canyon National Park in 1919, any interest in claims title to which is 
being litigated by the Government of the United States. 

It has also been stated that the water from two springs on the Bright 
.Angel Trail have been polluted with typhoid germs. Title to one of 
these springs is in the county of Coconino, Ariz. ; the other in a 'mining 
location in which I have had no interest for many years. 

I wish to add, further, should the $100,000 be paid to tbe county of 
Coconino, as proposed by this legislation, the whole amount thereof 
could not be applied to the building of the proposed road, under the laws 
of the State of Arizona. 

Therefore, in view of the Jaw, it is my opinion, if this proposed legis­
lation is enacted, it can not be consummated, and is illegal. 

With kind personal regards, I am, 
Sincerely yours, RALPH H. CAMERO:-<. 

It is not possible tor me, of course, to say who RALPH H. 
CAMERON is; that is, who is the RALPH H. CAMERON who writes 
this letter. There is nothing upon tile carbon copy which I 
have to indicate it. I am sure it can not be the RALPH H. CAM­
ERON I discussed on the .floor the other day, because this Ru.PH 
H. CAMERON states, "I have not at the present time, and have 
not had for many years prior to the date of the creation of the 
Grand Canyon National Park in 1919 any interest in claims, 
title to which is being litigated by thE!' Government of the 
United States," whereas the statement which I made on the 
floor the other day showed that RALPH H. CAMERON was a party 
to the case of Cameron et al. v. United States (252 U. S. 450), 
and that the Secretary of the Interior has just called upon the 
Attorney General of the United States to take appropriate ac­
tion to protect the interests of the United States and the public 
in the Grand Canyon National Park against unlawful en­
croachments maintained lJy that RALPH H. CA..MERON in that 
park in defiance of that decision of the United States Supreme 
Court. The RALPH H. CAMERON who was, in 1920, in litiga­
tion with the United States over the claims discussed in Two 
hundred ancl fifty-second United States, 450, soon will be in 
litigation again conceming the same claims unless he bows to 
and obeys that decision, as the follow-ing letter from the Attor­
ney General indicates: 

DEPARTMil~T OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. 0., March 5, 192~. 

The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 
Sm : Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of February 28, 1924, 

with respect to the failm·e of RALPH II. CAMERON and others to fully 
comply with the decrees rendered against them in certain cases which 
involved asserted mining claims affecting lands within the Gran<l Can­
yon National Park, and in which you also called attention to certain 
mining claims located in January, 1919, by associates of CAMERON. 

I have referred the matter to the United States attorney at Tucson, 
A.J.'iz., with instructions to give these matters immediate attention; to 
obtain such order or orders as may be nece sary to secure full compli­
ance with the decrees already entered, with such exceptions as you 
have noted in your letter; also, to take up for immediate action by 
way of sui( the matter of these other claims. 

Very respectfully, 
(Signed) ALBERT OTTINGER 

(For the .A. ttorney General), 
.As.sistant .Attorney Gener-al. 

I also referred the other day to a RALPH H. CAMERO , who is 
a party to litigation with the United States, concerning the 
validity of certain other claims in the Grand Canyon, 28 in 
number, discussed on _page 3497 of the RECORD, wherein I 
stated that a hearing set for February 29, 1924, bad been con­
tinued to next summer on request of Mr. CAMERON. That same 
RALPH H. CAMERON is a party to this pending litigation and is 
interested in it is indicated by the following letter: 

Hon. RALPH H. CAMERON. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE lNTEUIOR, 

Washingt01i, January 15, 19Y,. 

MY DEAR Sm : Reference Is had to your personal conference with 
me wherein you requested the postponement of the hearing ordered and 
now set for February ·29, at Flagstaff, Ariz., in the case of The United 
States v. R. H. Cameron et al., involving a group of 28 mining claims 
in which you are personally interested. You informed me that it was 
your desire to be present at the taking of testimony, but that your 
duties • • • would prevent your attendance on the date named. 
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You Teqnested a eontinuance be granted until after the adjournment 
of the present session of Congress. 

It is believed that under the circumstances the public interest will 
in no wise ·su1fer by granting ·the cnntinuance requested, .and the 
chief of field division ot the General Land Office .at Santa Fe has 
becen instructed to postpon-e further -action until after the present 
S'eBsion of Ci>ngress .has adjo-u.rned. 

Very truly yours, E. c. FINNEY, 

Mr. J"oRN T. MURPHY, 

F£n# A.s8'£st.ant Secretary. 

DEP.ARTM.EYT 'OF TRI! lNTllRIOR, 

GENERAr.. Lu.!> -OB'FICll, 

'.Wa-~11inDton, Jan11Ary 1:5, .l9$4. 

Chief of liliekl Division, G. L. -0., 
Federal Build~ng, 1Sa11ta Fe, N. MetD. 

MY Due MR. MURPHY : Reference is had to the case of the United 
States v. R. H. Cameron et al., involving the .Alta Bueno et al. mining 
claims in the Grand Canyon National Park, of Arircona, in wh1c.h the 
taking oi testim<1ny bas been set befOre the clerk of the -superior C"'()urt, 
'at Flagstaff, on February 29~ 1924. 

R. H. CAMERON, a party in interest, .desires to be preseut at the 
taking of testimony in rthis case, but states that his duties will prevent 
his presence thereat on the date .now set. He bas .asked that the 

' bearing be postponed until aiter the adjournment of the present ses­
sion of Congress. 

Believing the public intere t will 11ot suffer through a reasonable 
continuance, you are instructed to postpone the taking of testimony in 
this case until the present session of Congress has adjourned o~ until 
you are further advised by this office. 

Very respectfully, 
WM. SPRY, Ootmnissioner. 

So it is apparent that one RALPH H. CAMERON is very mucli 
eoncerned with litigation with the United States concerning 
claims in the Grand Canyon . 

"1.'he letter to Senator SMOOT which I have quoted further says 
of the water available at Indian -Gardens, in the eanyon: 

It bas also b~n stated that the water from two springs on the Bright 
Angel Trail have .been pollute<l with typhoid germs. Title to one ot 
these spring is in the county of Coconino, Ariz., the other in a mining 
location in which I have had no interest for many years. 

..Again it ls evident this can n-0t be the RALPH H. CAM.ERON I 
have been talking :;bout. 

.And let ;us understand. The water in the springs is pllre, 
but the brook fiowing from them is contaminated by the corral 
and waste and closet pits maintained by one ll.u.PH H. CAM­
ERON at Indian Garden . And the caretaker, who has at times 
forbidden 11 e of the w.ater from the springs by park visitors, 
who bas continuously torn down .signs warning the public of 
the jmpurity and ,danger of the water in the stream, is an 
employee of RALPH H. CAMERON arnl gets his orders from him. 
Note the statement on page 3499 of the REcoBD, where l\Ir. 
Burlew says, after phoning Mr. CAMERON on March l, Mr. 
CAMERON promised to " wire the custodian of the property to 

' allow them to go .ahead and use the water~" 
And that th.is caretaker or .custodian who gets his .01·de1·s 

from RALP.H H. CAMERON is still holding the fort in defiance 
of public need and common decency is evident from the fol~ 
lowing pa_pers just .received by the Interior Department: 

Hon. L. C. CR.AMTON, 

THE SECRETARY OF THE lNTERI-OR, 
Washington, March 8, 19-24. 

Hows <Tf Revresenootives. 
MY D:EAn MR. Cn.ulTO~: :In r.eBponse to your letter aRking to be 

kep advised of developments at the Grand Canyon, so fat· as the Bright 
Angel Trail is concerned, I am 1orw.arding to y.au herewith copies of 
several letters and telegrams from the superintendent oi Grand Canyon 
National Park bearing on tbe utilization of the spring ..a.t Indian Gar­
dens, which reached t.he department since March 1, when similar mate­
rial was furnished you. 

Very truly yours, HUBERT WORK. 

DEPARTMID<T 011' THE I "TEBJOR~ 
NATIONAL PJ.RK SERVICE, GR..U.1> CANYON NATIOr".AL PARK, 

<h"and Oanyon, Ariz., March 1, 1924. 
The DIRECTOR NATIO::\AL PARK SERVICE, 

Washington, D. 0. 

DE.AR 1\:IR. M ATHER: We have to-day wired you as per inclosed con­
firmation. We have also wire-d the county health officer as per inclosed 
copy. If -the State verifies the analysis of water at Indian Gardens, as 
I have no doubt they wtll, we are in a deplorable condition, and unless 

1 the ervice uses every possible means to remove this menace at the 
enrliest possible moment we are deserving of the .harshest criticism. In 

· ~he ine!l;.ntime th-e llarvey Co. !lr~ carrying water from the rim. .A.side 

from the inconrenience, the water is •too warm for drinking purposes 
after it has been carried tor several hours. Th.ey have suggested discon­
tinuing the trip, and I have told them it would be a good thing to do, 
provJ.ding the State verifies previous analyses. 

Clarkson, Tillotson, Scoyen, and I went down the trail in question on 
February 27 and placed signs a.t danger points ; a large sign had been 
previously placed at -tbe head of the trail. On the return trip, February 
29, Clarkson and I, who preceded Tillotson and Scoyen, notioeu some 
of the most important signs had been .removed. We <lid not see the 
caretaker. Tlllotson and Seoyen passed Indian Gardens about ,an hour 
later, and the caretaker gave them an awful bawling out in front of a 
lot ot to.urista. It would serve no pur.Pose to repeat his expressions ; 
but in view of the !act that CAMERON stated • • • that he long 
ngo sold his interests along the Indian Gardens trail, one sentence is 
significant-" I get my orders from Washington, and that is where your 
superintendent bad better get his unless he wants to follow Reaburn 
and Crosby." The caretaker stated that he bad no objection to warning 
signs being posted, but under no circumstances would he permit slgns 
to be posted directing visitors to the spring. Recent analyses indicate 
that wat€.r in the spring only is pure. 

The Harvey people insist that the time has come to adopt aggressive 
measures in this matter and we thoroughly agree with them. Under 
verbal instructions I was to report developments to you, leaving de­
cisions as to actions to be taken to your o'ffice. If something is not 
done at once the caretaker, judging by bis present attitude, will try to 
run us -0ut of the park. 

Sincerely yours, J. R. EAKIN, S-uperiritendtmt. 

[Telegram.] 
GRAND .CAXYO.N, ARIZ., March 1, .t!JJ.~. 

The DIREC'l'OR NATIONAL PARK S.ERTICE, 

Wasllmuu.m, D. o.: 
Sign warning :against danger of iWater at lunch station Indian Gar­

dens torn down by caretaker. Refuses to permit use of . water at 
spring. Situation impossible. Something must be done. Have ·not 
recei~d a.nalysis from State. 

J. R. EAKIN, Superintenden .. t. 

D»PARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR_, 
NA:NONAL PARK SE.RVICJ!l, 

GRAND CANYON NATIO 'AL PARK, 

Grand Oatwon, Ariz., .M a·rch 3,, 19~ . 
Direetor NATIONAL PARK SERVICE, 

Wasl1ington~ ..D. 0 • 
DE.iR Sm: l\Ir. Shirley, of the transportation company, has julft in­

formed me that the caretaker now permits bis guides to take water 
from the spring for use of members of parties they are ~GDductlng. 
His attitude toward the erecting of signs has not changed. 

Very truly yours, 
J, .R. EAKIN. 

Care l\Ir. ALBRIGHT. 

[Western Union T elegram. ] 
G.RA.ND CANYON, ARIZ., March 4, 1924. 

The DmECTOR NATIO.:.-<.A..L PARK SERVICB, 
Wasl~inoton, D. 0.: 

.R tel fourth have .not been advised of action mentioned. Cnretak 
very irascible and changes orders to us from day to day. Now per­
mitting guides to .get water for parties. Attitude to.ward signs un­
changed. 

J. ·R. EAKtN, Supcrmtimdent. 

STE.P.Hf.lN T. l\IATIIE~ 
.National Park Service: 

Re tel~gram 9tb. Situation stands as stated in my letters and tele­
gram . Hav-e .not received analysis from St.ate. Will wlre new devel­
QP.Dlents. 

EAKIN. 

The time for equivocating, of yielding to high official infiu­
eDce, is _past. -The -Orand Canyon must be opened to the public 
and made safe for the public, and .any Ralph H. Cameron who 
is not .interested in the controversy may well stand aside while 
Uncle Sam eliminates the RA.LPH H. CAMERON who is asserting 
Lights in the canyon that .have -no basis in law o:r ~quity. 

That tbere .m.2y be :no question as to the nature of the ngree­
ment made by the authorities of Coconino County with the 
gentleman from Oklahoma f Mr. CAfil'ER] and myself, I offer 
this letter from the supervisors of that county, but un iimed : 

CoUNTY OF COCONINO, • 
OFFICES OF BOAilD OF SUPXRVISORS, 

FlagstafT, Asiz., July 1G, 19.!S. 
The Honorable SECRETARY Oll' THE I 'TEmon, . 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: Replying to your letter of July Q, 1022, requesting terms 

upon which Coconino County will convey to the Government Bright 
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Angel Trail, in Grand Canyon National PaJ'k, in accordance with sec­
tio.n 4 of the act of February 26,_ 1922 : 

In the event that Congress shall appropriate not less than the sum 
of $.100,000 to be expended upon the construction ot a r-0ad between 
Maine, Ariz., and the south boundary of Grand CanYon National Park, 
which will be the park's most important approach highway, the county 
of Coconino will execnta and deliver to the United States Government 
a good and sufficient deed to the Bright Angel toU road and trail, 
conveying all its right, title, and interest therein to the United States 
of America. 

Respectfully, --- ---. 
--- --r--• 

~rhe reasons for not signing are set forth in the following 
letter of same date from the Board of Supervisors of Coconino 
County: 

COUNl'Y ()Jl' COCONINO, 

OFFICES OF BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, 
Flag8ta"(f, Ariz., July 16, 1918. 

The honorable SECRETARY OF Tllll INTERIOR, 

Wa8hinotonJ D. (). 

DEAR Sm: Referring to the tentative agreement between Chairman 
'RAMTON and other members of the Appropriations Committee and offi­

cials of the Natioual Park Service and the Board of Supervi.Sors of 
Coconino County, Ariz., for the sale by Coeonino County to the United 
States of the Bright Angel toll road and trail in the Grand Canyon 
National Park, our attention has been called by our county attorney 
to subdivision 10 of paragraph 2418 of civil code, Arizona, 1913, 
page S48, reading as follows: "To sell at public auction· at the court­
house door, after 30 days' previous .notice given by publication in a 
new paper of the county, and convey to the highest bidder for cash 
and property, real or personal, belonging to the county, paying the 
proceeds into the county treasury for the use of the county." 

Our delay in writing you making a prop<> ition in accordance with 
our tentative agreement has been due to the uncertainty as to our 
right to carry out this agreement without first putting the property up 
for sale at public auction. 

It is the desire of the board to carry out our tentative agreement to 
too letter, and our only question is the proper method · to follow. We 
hereby formally propose to convey to the United States all right, title, 
am1 illtere t 'Of the county of Coconino to the Bright Angel Trail in 
nccordanee with the letter dictated by Government officials and others 
,..,hile in conference, with the understanding that the property first be 
offered for sale at public auction, in accordance with statutes above 
mentioned, and with the distinct understanding that at the tim~ of 
saiu sale a bid be made by a representative of your office of at least 
$100,000, to be eIJ>°ended by the county of Coconino or under its direc· 
Hon up-0n the construction of a road between Maine and the south 
boundory of the Grand Canyon National Park. It is understood that 
said birl shall be conditional upon an appropriation by Congress of such 
a sum a.s may be offered for said trail, not to be le s, however, than the 
b"IJID Of $100,000. 

A copy of the Jetter making the proposal agreed upon is attached 
bereto. It has not been signed by 11:eason 01' a possible legal objec­
tion. This letter nevertheless embodies the proposal we have desired 
to iunke, and do now desire to make, subject to our legal right to 
make it in this form under our statates. After considering this letter 
and the legal objections raised by our county attorney, we shall wel· 
come any sugg~stions you may have that will simplify the transfer of 
tbe trail in accordance with our original agreement. 

.A.ssuring you of our desire to live up to the letter and spilit -0f 
our tentative agreement, we beg to remain, 

Respectfully yours, R. E. TAYLOR-, 

JOHN LOY, 

Mem1Jcr8 Board of Supervisors. 

Tlle amendment I have offered makes it possible to build one 
or more trails with the $100,000, in the Grand Canyon, it 
political influence prevents carrying out the agreement entered 
into. I move to recede and concur as stated. 

Ralph H. Cameron in Arizona, who does have interests on 
that trail, very evidently is not the Ralph H. Cameron who ad­
dressed the letter to the Senate conferees, because the facts 
are entirely different as to the two Ralph H. Camerons. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from l\Iichigan moves to 
tecede and concur with an amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

M).'. CRAl\ITON. Mr. Speaker, the next two amendments 
pertain to Howard University. AB I have already said, I 
think I am under obligation not to take them up now, due to 
the absence of one or two gentlemen who did not have notice 
that the conference report would be ta.ken up this afternoon. 
Therefore I m-0ve that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 
54 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow 
Wednesday, March 12, 1924, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE 001\IMlJNJ:CATIONS, ETC. 
895. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secre­

tary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of 
Engineers, report on a survey of Calaveras River, Calif., with 
a view to the control of its floods (H. Doc. No. 217), was 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred to tbe Committee 
on Flood Control and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS .AJ.~ 
RE~OLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. LEA VITT: Committee on the Public Lands. H. R. 

4840. A bill authorizing the Secretary of War to transfer 
jurisdiction over a portion of the Fort Keogh Military Reser· 
vation, Mont., to the United States Department of Agriculture 
for agricultm·al experimental purposes; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 284). Referred to the Committee of the Whole. 
House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COl\Il\IITTEES ON PRIV .ATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. ELLIOTT: Committee on Invalid Pensions. H. n. 7816. 

.A bill granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war; with­
out amendment (Rept. No. 283). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. committees were discharged 

from the consideration of the following bills, which were re­
ferred as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 7772) granting an increase of pension to Rich­
ard B. Abston; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
and referred .to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7775) gr.anting a penskm to James Fletcher; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and refened to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7774) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
D. Burns; Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7776) granting a pension to Alvin L. Piercey; 
Committee cm Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7777) granting an increase of pension to George 
Roberts; Committee on Invalid Pensions discha·rged, and re­
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7778) granting a pension- to Robert Roberts; 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC.BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Rnle XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 7816) granting pensions and 

increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors -of the Civil 
War and certain widows and dependent children of soldiers and 
sailors of said war ; committed t-0 the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 7817) to add points to the 
Civil Service Commission ratings of veterans of wars partici­
pated in by the United States in the appointment -Of post­
masters, and for other purposes ; to the Commitb~e -0n the Civil 
Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7818) t-0 give prefereRce to honorably dis­
charged veterans of wars participated in by the United States 
in postmastership appointments, and for othei· purposes; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. QUAYLE; A bill (H. R. 7819) to provide for the pur­
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
the city of Brooklyn, in the State of New York, near the Plaza, 
at tbe east end of tbe Williamsburg Bridge ; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By l\Ir. HUDDLESTON: A bill (H. R. 7820) to runend an act 
entitled "An act to regulate commerce," approved February 4, 
1887, as amended; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 7821) to convey to the city 
of Astoria, Oreg., a certain strip of land in said city; to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRIEST: A bill (H. R. 7822) to safeguard the dis­
tribution and sale _of certain dangerous caustic or corrosive 
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acids, alkalies, and other substances in interstate and foreign 
commerce, and in the Territories, the District of Columbia, 
·and other places within the exclusirn jurisdiction of the 
United Slates; to th~ Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. SWING: A bill (H. R. 7823) to extend the bounda­
ries of the Cleveland National Forest in Riverside County, 
Calif., and t o create therein a national game preserve under 
the juri diction of the Secretary of Agriculture, and to au­
thorize an exchange of Gorernment land for privately owned 
land within the area of said preserve; to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Dy l\Ir. ROGEHS of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 7824)" to 
urnend an act entitled "An act making appropriations for the 
Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 19~3. 
an cl for other purposes," approved June 19, 1922; to the Com­
mittee on World Wa r Veterans' Legislation. 

By l\Ir. GRAHAM of Penn ylvania: Resolution (H. Res. 
218) for the immediate consideration of H. R. 7041; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLU'I'IO:NS. 

Under clau...,e 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referr d as follows: 

By Mr. DARROW: A l>ill (H. R. 7820) for the relief of 
.William C. Gray; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DEAL: A bill (H. R. 7826) for the relief of George 
T. F,aston; to the Committee on Claim··. 

B y Mr. FA VROT: ' A bill (H. R. 78~7) authorizing and di­
recting the Secretary of War to cause to be made a prelimi­
nary examination and ·urvey of tlle Bayou Des Ourse in 
Louisiana; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GLATFELTER: A bill (H. R. 78~8) granting an 
increase of pen ion to Catherine Ernst; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Al:so, a bill (H . R. 7829) granting a pension to Tllomas A. 
Smith; to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 

Dy Mr. HAYDEN: A bill ( H. R. 7830) for the relief of Jes e 
A. Frost ; to the Committee on Claims. 

B y Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 78.31) granting a pension to 
Ann E . .Allen; to the Committee on Invnlid Pensions. 

Al ·o, a bill (H. R. 7832 ) granting a pen~ ion to ~fary Barr.ey; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

~\J~(l. a bill ( H. R. 78~3) granting a pension to Gust::tY F. 
H1·e iter; to the Committee on Pension8. 

• !so, a bill ( H. R. 7 M) gran"tin!! a pension to .Albert B. 
Mol'insky; to the Committee on InYalid Pen •iou:s. 

By Mr. MOORE of Virginia: A bill H. R 7835) for the r<'lief 
of li'rank L. Smith; to the Committee on Clnjms. 

Uy :Mr. OLIVER of Ne;v York: A bill (H. R. 7836) for the 
relief of John Tully; to the Committee on the Civil Ser> ice. 

JJy Mr. PATTERSON: A bill ( H. R. 7837) granting an in­
crease of pension to Mary Boylen ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pen ion5:. 

By Mr. STRONG of Pennsylrn.nia: A hill (H. R. 78"38) for 
the relief of Martha D. McCune: to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 7839) granting a pension 
to Everett Braley ; to tl1e Coti1mHtee on Pemiions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 7840) granting an increase of pension to 
Gustave Pinksohn; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WARD of North Carolina: A. bill (H. R. 7841) for 
the rolief of Abrnm L. Alexander, po tmaster of Plymouth, 
N. C., for po~tal funds .·t.olen from the post office in said 
town: to the Oommitte n f' lairn . 

By ·l\lr. WEAVF,R: bill ( H. R. 7842) for the relief of J. C. 
H erbert; to t he Committee on Claims. 

Dy Mr. WILLIAl\tR of '.rexas: A bill (H. R. 7843) granting 
nn increase of pen.·ion to E li7.alleth Stoke. ; to the Committee 
on Invalid P ensions. 

By 1\Ir. WOOD: A hill <R. R. 7844) grant ing an increase of 
pension to Nancy U>mi ng; to the Committee on Invalid 
P ensions . . 

P ETITIONS, E'l'C. 

Under cJau e 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and pnper were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred a · follows : 

1665. By Mr. ALDIUCH: Pet it ion of Roger Williams Coun­
cil, No. 29, Sons and Daughter. of Liberty, Wickford, R. I., 
urging passage of t he John on immigratiou bill; to the Com­
mittee on Immigration anu Naturalization. 

1666. By ],\fr. ANDREW: Petition of Grain Board, Boston 
Chamber of Commerce, Boston, Mass., protesting against adop­
tion of McNary-Haugen bill; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

1667. Also, petition of patients' committee of the Unite·d 
States Veterans' Hospital, No. 89, at Rutland, Mass., protest­
ing the enactment into law of section 10 of the preliminary 
report of the select committee of the Senate appointed to in­
vestigate the Veterans' Bureau; to the Committee on World 
War Veterans' Legislation. 

1608. By l\lr. CULLEN: Petition of the New York Assembly 
of American Train Dispatchers' Association, favoring the pas­
sage of House bill 3674 for the purpose of giving military status 
to the officers of the Russian Railway Service Corps, which 
was organized in 1917 by authority of the President of the 
United States; the appointments to the different ranks, from 
second lieutenant to colonel, being made by the President . 
through the War Department, such officers entertaining the 
belief when they voluntarily entered the service thus organized 
that they were a part of the United States Army; to the Com­
mittee on Military Affairs. 

1669. Also, petition of the cqmmittee to review cases of mili­
tary prisoners of the 'Vorlcl War, favoring a careful review of 
the case of each military prisoner of the 'Vorld "1 ... ar now im­
prisoned, by a board or commission of civilians authorized by 
Congress, with se ·sions open to the public as are our civil 
courts, to the end that justice and the spirit of American fair­
ness, free from influences created by war and violence, may be 
extell<.led in every case; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1070. By :Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of League of Jewish 
Women's Organizations. Boston, l\lass., prote ting against tile 
Johnson immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Natmalizatlon. 

1671. Also, petition of Bo ton Central Labor Union, Boston, 
l\fa Fi . . recommending earl.Y nnd favorable consideration of 
House bill 487, known as tlle Fitzgerald compensation bill; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

1672. By l\lr. GARBER : Petitim1 of members of American 
Legion .and citizeus of Ponca City, Okla., urging passage of 
adjusted compensation ruea.·ure; to the Committee on ·ways 
1md 1\leans. 

1673. Dy :Mr. lUcNULTY: Petitiou of Slavish-American Citi­
zens' Club of Bayonne, N. J., protesting agniust tile Johnson 
immigratiou bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu­
ralization. 

1674. By l\lr. l\lAGElii of Penn ylvania: Petitions of Du­
quesne CounrJL 110, 0. of I. A.; Pitt~lrnrgb Pieory, No. 16; 
11'ranci Pershing Templ 216, L. G. m. ; Penelope Club; Red­
stone Lo<1ge 7-t B. of R. T.; .J. P. Winoiv r Gl , Jr. O. U. A. 1\1.; 
Catalpa Cluh. Clnn-Na-Gail; ouncil of Borougll of Carrick; 
antl l\kKeesport Lodge . . Co. 13G, ll. P. 0 . m., all of Pittsburgll, 
Pa., favorin o- increa.·ed comp n:ation to postal employees; to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

107!:>. Also, petition of Schiller Glocke G. & T. V.; National 
Protectirn As::-0datiou; llirmingham, :Xo. 48, I. 0. 0 . F.: Inter­
national Association of l\1aclriDists ; .Memorin l Art Club ; Fur 
Workers· Union 73; We tem Pennsyh·ania Veterina1T Club; 
and Swift Mission Brigade, all of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring 
increased compensation to postal eruplo.) ~ ; ; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Road. ·. 

1676. Also, petition· of Sclteuley ReYiew, No. 140, W. B . A.; 
G. R. C. Knights of St. George, llranch No. 8; Hibernian Build­
ing & Loan As ociation ; Bottler's Protective Association; Alle­
gheny County Bourtl Ladies' Auxiliary A. O. H.; Branch 147, 
L. C. B. A. ; South Side Turners; Lodge No. 44, I. 0. B. B.; 
Hope Lodge, No. 243, Knights of Pythias; Arthur C. Woe te­
hoff Post, 435, V. of I•'. W.; Geueral Thomas Circle, Nu. 24, 
G . .A.. R.; Smoky City Council. 119, Jr. 0. U . .A.. 1\1.; B. and l\f. I. 
U. of Pennsyh·ania; Oltrn Uranch Sisterhood, D. of 1\1., No. 155; 
and Sylvian :Musical Clul>, all of Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring in­
creased compensation to postal employees ; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

1677. Also, petition · of Millrnle Dusiness l\len' A ·sociation; 
Brotherhood, Grace Lutheran Church; St. Clair Literary ancl 
Beneficial Association; Ileidel!Jerg l\len's Bible Clas· ; Wash­
ington Heights Board of Trnde; Troy Hill Council, 319, F. P.A.; 
Dormont Chnmber of Commerce; Fort Pitt Division,. 672. Rail­
road Conductors; Thor Lodge, Ko. 1171, I. 0. 0. F., oli of 
Pittsburgh, Pa., favoring increa ed compen. ation to postal em­
ployees ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roach;. 

1678. Also, petitions of Fort Pitt Chapter, No. 130, O. E. S.; 
George S. Morris Lodge, 431, I. 0. 0. F. ; and Smoky City Lodge, 
392, K'. of P., an of Pitt, burgh, Pa. , fa,-oring increased compen­
sation to po~tal employees; to tlle ommittee on the Po ·t 
Office and Po. t Rond". 

1679. By Mr. ROUS:cl: Petition of citizen· of K enton County, 
Ky., indorsing the passage of an immigration l>ill · to the Com­
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1080. Br :!\Ir. TINKHAM: Petition of the Affiliated Technical 
Societies of Boston, indorsing House blll 4522, authorizing the 
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completion of the topographica.l mapping of the United States; 
to tlle Committee on 1Interstate and <Fo1·eign Commerce. 

1681. Ily r?llr. •WEFALD: Petition -of ·the Twin City Carpen­
ter ' Union, St. Paul, Minn., urging the defeat of Bouse bill' 691, 
providing fer the registration, photographing, and flnger 'l)rint­
ing . of tlle foreignLborn worke1'S, like• criminals, and urging the 
Mfeat of 1Hou e bill 2v00, providing 1for the scrutiny of pros­
ve<>ti e immigrants in their native country before allowing 
them to ~nter or leave for the Unitetl ·States; •to the Committee 

· on Immigration and ·'.!. raturalization. 
1682. Also, petition of a public mass meeting arranged by 

Greek, Italian, Jewish, ·Polish, ·Russian, Slovak, and Ukranian 
<:itizens of Minneapolis, l\Iinn., ~ at the .assembly room of tb.e 
courthouse, protesting against the .Johnson immigration bill; 
to . the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

1683. Also, petition of tlle CoQperative Livestock . Shippers' 
A ·sociation, St. Paul, l\iinn., urging the passage of House bills 
0093, 48'23, and 4824, amending the packers and stockyards act; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

1684. Also, petition of the Commercial Club of East · Grand 
Fork , ~1inn., urgi.o,g tile passage of the McNary-Haugen bill 
(ff ll. 5563) providing for the .relief of agriculture; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

1685. Also, petition of the farmers and business men of Pi11e­
st ne, Minn., urging the pa age of the McNary-Haugen bill, 
provicling for the relief of agriculture; to . the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

J.686. Also, petition of the Crook ton (Minn.) CentTal Labor 
·union, urging the passage of House bill 487, providing for work­
men's compensation for the District of Columbia; to the Com­
mittee on tlle District of Columbia. 

1.687. Also, petition of the ·Kittson Co11nty (Minn.) ·Export 
League, urging the enactment of the 'McNary:naugen ·biU, pro­
viding for the relief of ·agrleulture, into law; to tbe Committee 
on Agriculture. 

SEN AIDE. 
WEnNESDA..Y, 11farch 12, .19~4. 

The Chaplain, 'Rev. 'J. J. l\Iuir, D. -])., offered the 'following 
• pra~·er: 

Our Father and our God, \\'e would to-day rest in the sun­
shine of Thy love and \\'Ould ask Thee so to qualify us in 
heaTt and ·will that we may be glad to do 'that which ' is in . 
a-ecorclance With Thy mind. Help us more and more 1to 

· 1realize that the -things th&t are eternal m·e the things Whictl 
aTe infinitely worth while, antl so regulate our conduct and 
dispose of our opportunity th-at we may •fulfill · the 'high, 
E>ndnring pleasure of seeing ·Thee, 'Who art invisible. ·-we 
aek ·in Jesus' name. Amen. 

NA.lIING A PRESID~G OJJ'FICER. 

The Sec1·etary ( Geo1·ge .A. Sanderson) read the following 
communication: 

'To the ·Senate: 

UNITED STATES SE~ATE, 

PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE, 

Washit1gton, D. 0., 1Mart'Jh -12, 1924. 

Ilerng temporarily "1ibsent from · tbe Senate, I appoiiit · Hon. CHARI.ES 

;co-nns, a •senator from the :State ·of Kansas, to perform • the 'duties 
of ' the Chair •this -legislative 'day. 

t.A.llBllR':r ;B . . CUMMINS, 

·President pro tempore. 

~Ir. CURTIS thereupon took the chair as Presiding Officer. 
THE JOUR:N"·AL. 

T-1.1.e ·rea.tling •clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester­
day's q;)roceedings, when, on -req11-est of . 1~fr. •Jo'.:l<Ns of ;Wash­
in•rton nd by una.nimons •consent, 1the further ·· reading .as 
di~pensed with and the Journal ,,as approved. 

CA.Il.L OF THE '1WLL. 

·llr . .:JONES of Washington. 'Mr. lPre ident, I suggest. the ab­
sence of. a quorum. 

.,Tbe lPRR-SIDr.KG OFFICER. The.Secretary 'Will 'call theToll. 
'l'he principal cl-erk called the roll, and ·the •following ·Sena.tors 

anS\veretl to their names : 
Adamci 
Ashurst 
Bayard 
Borah 
~randegee 
Hrookhart 
Ilr-0ussard 

' Rru:ee 
Barsum 
Cameron 
Capper 

Copeland 
Couzens 
Curtis 
Dale 
Dill 
Edge 
Edwards 
Etmst 
Ferris 
Fess 
Fl.etcher 

Frazier 
George 
Gerry 
Glass 
,Gooding 
II ale 
Hurrl"ld 

>Harris 
Harri'Jon 
Howell 
Johnson, Min~ 

Jones,'N. Mex. 
. Jones, .Wash. 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
King 
Ladd 
Lodge 
•Mc0<1rmiok 
McKellar 
McKinley 
McLean 

McNa:ry Pittman Simmons 
lMay,tield 1Ransdell ·Smith 
Moses Reed, •lfo. S.moot 
Neely Reed, Pa. Spencer 
Norris Robinson Stephens 
Oddie ' Sheppard Swanson 
l'epper Shields -Trammell 
Phipps Shipstead Wadsworth 

' Walsh, 'Mass. 
'Walsh, Mont. 
1Warren 
Watson 
Weller 
•Wheeler 
.wnus 

f.rhe ·PRESIDING OFFICER. Sev.enty-five Senators 
answered to their. names, a quorum is present. 

ha\:ing 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message 'from the 'House of Representatives, by 1llr. 
Haltigan, one of its clerks, announced tb.at the House had 
passed without amendment the bill (S. 684) to authorize the 
coinage of 50-cent pieces in commemoration of the commence­
ment .on June "J.8, 1923, of the work of carving on Stone Moun­
tain, m the State Of Georgia, a monument to the valor of the 
soldiers of the South, which was the im:;piration of their sons 
and daughters and grandsons and granddaughters in the 
Spanish-AmeITica:n and Warld Wars, 1Illd -:in ·memory of Warren 
G. Ha1·di.n.g, President of•the United States '<>f America, in whose 

. .administration .the work was begun. 
ENROLLED BILL • Al\TU JOINT "RESOLUTl'ON SIGNED. 

·The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the foHowing enrolled bill anu joint re olution, and 
they were thereupon s\gncd by the . Presiding Officer [Mr. 
CURTIS] as Acting-President pro tempore: 

H, R. 6901. An act to amend section 252 of the revenue net 
of 1921, in respect of credits and refunds ; arid 

S. J."Res~·91. 'Joint ~esolution to ,autho1·ize the National So­
ciety United States Daughters of 1812 to place a marble tablet 
on the Francis Scott Key B:fid_ge. 

•.ADDltESS BY -s~ATOR IROBINSON. 

Mr. PITTl\:f:AN. Mr. President, I ·ask unanimous consent to 
'have prmtetl in the REconn an adaress by the senior Senator 
from Al:k.ansas [l\1r. ROBINSON] delivered in New Yol'k on 
Friday, "lfnreh ' 7, -i924, entltle:a "The Relation ·of 'Business to 
Government." 

'The"PRESID1NG OFFICER (1\lr. CURTIS in the chair). Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and 'it is so ordered. 

The address . is .:as ..follows.: 
'ADDRESS • 01" S». ATOR -JOSEPH •!!'. •ROBJ:!'i-80.~ AT !AN.' UA.L ; AflHJTIXG OF 

'ARKARSAS S-OCIETY, NJiJW YoRK CITY, !FRIDAY, MARCH 1, 11)24. 

THE 'ltEil.!TION OF ' 1JUSIK1!lSS TO 'GOVERN:MJ!l~T. 

Senator R-OBINSO"N. Mr. President, in the p6litical campaign of 1920 
the slogan "We ,want .more business in government and less goYern­
.ment in business·" was used eJI'ectiveJy to discredit the party. tben in 
~power. Many measures enacted by the Congress to belp win the war 
"baa imposed restraints on industry and enterprise. They proved 
harassing while the war last~d and became int6lerable after the return 
of peace. Some of these measuresi.ba'd been only lately repealed, while 

· otlu~rs were still in , force, rand the ' phrase " ·le ·s government in busi­
n-ess" induce(} support ,for r:Mr. Harding from .thousands of elect-ors 
who .did not ' take the tro ble •to 1:reeall tbat all war measures were 
pas ed well...n:igh unanlmously ~and 'Without the sUghte-st dlvision on 
party ·lines. 

f.Ehe tpolicy · of 'less ,g<1ver.nment in busine s -and mare business in 
~.governm~nt" is 1 cw:rect .in 1 ptincipJ:e but \quite tmpractieable ·-of .:JP­
plication under existing conditions and in the vresent state . of the 
public mind. .-There · sho.uld be as -little governmental .interference in 

,p.rivate :J.ndustry...as may be . consistent ··With the general welfare. ,Ini­
tiative a.nd -enterprise .:manifestly .tare hampered and restricted .under 
too rj.gid regulation, so that ' timidity and hesita.tiG.D are oft-en dis­
played by individ.naJs and corpoi:.ations where courage and •-quick 
decisfon ace -yequired • t-0 , promote pro verity. 

Desirable .as the M.d wo.ul<l be, it is impo sible wholly to divorce 
' Government , from business !Without , revolutionizing both. .No .satis­
factory .methoo -.has rbeen prQ.po ed , fo restore ,governmental functions 

- to that simplicity which existed priar to the appearance of the domi­
rnating fnfluenees which 1 have their .origin in " big busina s." .The 
trust f problem .a.p.}>e.ared in the "Gnited States .after the ' close of . the 

•Civil- War. a':he forces awl conditions, however, ·cwhich ,produeed that 
.proolem had .Jong been .at work . • It was inevitable that the combill.a­
tions -of resources essential to the development of uJ;Jpopulated areas 
and unused resources should result in coalitions <>f brain power cer­

.tain to produce monopolies. 
INFLUE)ICE Oli" TRUST Ji)il) · M.OXO.POLIES. 

The SO years 'Wlrich immediately • followed the elose M the Civil War 
' .-,Yere ' marked · by the multiplication and •growth in poiwl'T · M mo.uopolies, 
so that by 1890 ' the paramount public problems relatin.g to Amenean 

' business •was ·not how to procure ·'{'apital tor "the promotion of large 
and benetlcial ·-enterprtses bntibow to •restratn •monopoli'es lfrom •exer· 
cising sovereignty-how to prevent the trusts :from controlling the 
Government. .The act to regulate commerce, enacted in 1887, and 
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